REPORT OF THE
CHIEF LEGISLATIVE ANALYST

March 14, 2012

TO: Members of the Rules, Elections, and Intergovernmental
Relations Committee

FROM: Gerry F. Miller
Chief Legislative yst

REDISTRICTING PLANS FOR CITY COUNCIL

SUMMARY

The Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission (Commission) has submitted a
proposed plan in conformance with City Charter requirements recommending revisions to the
boundaries of the Los Angeles City Council districts. As instructed by your Committee, this
office, in consultation with the City Attorney, has reviewed the plan submitted for consideration.
This report provides a summary review of the Commission’s proposed plan, including District-
level population data.

In addition, the Rules, Elections, and Intergovernmental Relations Committee (Committee)
requested that Council members submit to the Chief Legislative Analyst (CLA) any adjustments
to the Commission’s proposed boundaries to allow for analysis and presentation to the
Committee. The CLA has received and reviewed 25 proposed adjustments. Of these, 18 are
agreed-upon adjustments where the Council members of the Districts affected by the adjustment
have endorsed the change. The remaining seven items require consideration by Committee.

This report recommends adoption of the Commission’s proposed plan, amended with the agreed-
upon adjustments noted. The Adjusted Plan is consistent with population deviation criteria
established by the Commission. The City Attorney has testified in Committee that they have
reviewed the Commission Plan and have determined that it is defendable. The City Attorney has
reviewed the adjustments noted in this report and indicates that they retain plan integrity.

RECOMMENDATIONS
That the City Council:
1. Ratify the data fields adopted by the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission (Commission) in drawing its plan;

2. Note and File the transcripts and public input provided by both Commissions to
inform Council deliberations;

3. Adopt an Adjusted Plan comprised of the Redistricting Plan proposed by the Los
Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission and amended with a Westchester



adjustment (A.1 or A.2, Appendix B) and the agreed-upon adjustments noted in
this report (Items B through R, as depicted in Appendix C):

A.1  Move portion of Westchester from CD8 to CD 11 and make other

or adjustments as necessary,
A2
B. Move businesses on south side of Olympic between Vermont Avenue and

Normandie Avenue from CD 1 to CD 10,

C. Move businesses on east side of Vermont, between 11 Street and 7%
Street from CD 1 to CD 10,

D. Move North Highland Park from CD 1 to CD 14, consistent with existing
boundary,

E. Move portion of Westlake from CD 13 to CD 1,

F. Realign boundaries in Glassell Park to distribute the area between CD 1,
CD 13, and CD 14,

G. Move Rose Hills from CD 1 to CD 14,

H. Move area between Highland Avenue, La Brea Avenue, 3™ Street, and 4%
Street from CD 5 to CD 4,
L Move portion of Benedict Canyon to place the Association area in CD 5,

L. Adjust the boundary between CD 4 and CD 10 on Western Avenue from
Rosewood Avenue to 3™ Street to use the street centerline as the boundary,

K. Unify Outpost Estates, Hollywood Heights, and Whitley Heights in CD 4,

L. Move the area between De Longpre Avenue, Cole Avenue, Lexington
Avenue, Las Palmas Avenue, Fountain Avenue, and McCadden Place to
CD 4 from CD 13; and move the area between Lexington Avenue, Wilcox
Avenue, Willoughby Avenue, and Seward Street from CD 4 to CD 13,

M. Move area between proposed CD 4 boundary, Armstrong Avenue to
Glendale Boulevard to Fletcher Drive, to Riverside Drive from CD 13 to
CD 4,

N. Move the area between Western Avenue, Normandie Street, Franklin
Avenue, and Hollywood Boulevard from CD 4 to CD 13,



0. Move the area between Sunset Boulevard, Echo Park Avenue, and Logan
Avenue from CD 1 to CD 13,

P. Move the area between Echo Park Avenue, Scott Avenue, Logan Avenue,
and Elysian Park Drive from CD 1to CD 13,

Q. Move the area between Sunland Boulevard, San Fernando Road, White
Street, and Strathern Street from CD 2 to CD 6,

R. Move the area between the Harbor Freeway, 7 Street, Witmer Ave, 6™
Street, Bixel Street, Miramar Street, Beaudry Street, and the Hollywood
Freeway from CD 14 to CD 1; and

4. Consider the Unresolved Adjustments:

S.1  Studio City and Toluca Lake
S.2  Studio City and Toluca Lake
T. Stonehurst

U. North of Adams

V. Alternate City Plan

3. Instruct the Bureau of Engineering to prepare the metes and bounds for the
Adjusted Map and submit them to the City Attorney to support the necessary
ordinance by May 11, 2012;

6. Request the City Attorney prepare and transmit the necessary ordinance no later
than June 1, 2012,

FISCAL IMPACT
No General Funds are required to implement these actions.

BACKGROUND

Charter Reform in 1999 established that City Council Districts be reviewed and revised at least
every ten years by an independent commission upon the release of decennial census data. The
Commission is required to prepare and present Council District boundaries that conform with
state and federal law and, where possible, keep neighborhoods and communities intact, use
natural boundaries and streets, and be geographically compact.

With release of the 2010 decennial census data in 2011, the City Council initiated the current
redistricting process in compliance with the Charter. The 2011-2012 Commission held its first
meeting on September 9, 2011, initiating a process that involved hiring staff, establishing a
Commission office, holding public hearings, and preparing a proposed redistricting plan for the
Council Districts.

As required by City Administrative Code, the Commission submitted a final proposal by March
1, 2012, for Council consideration. It should be noted that the Council is not required to adopt
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the Commission’s proposal, The Council may make adjustments and amendments, or adopt an
entirely different plan. The Charter does require that the Council adopt a final plan by ordinance
no later than June 30, 2012.

The redistricting ordinance will contain a detailed metes-and-bounds description of the final
Council boundaries. Preparation of this document is a technical process that must be completed
by the Bureau of Engineering to ensure that the boundaries as adopted are accurate for use in
drawing voter precincts and other relevant program boundaries. Council must adopt a final map
in a timely manner to ensure that the redistricting ordinance can be prepared, considered, and
approved before by the June 30, 2012 deadline.

Required Population Adjustments

The primary consideration in redistricting is the U.S. Constitutional requirement for the principle
of one-person, one-vote. To apply that principle to City Council redistricting, it is necessary to
determine the ideal size of a Council District. The U.S. Census Bureau reports that the City of
Los Angeles has a total population of 3,792,621. The City Charter requires the creation of 15
Council Districts. Thus, the ideal population for each District is 252,841 people (total City
population divided by 15).

The following table provides population figures for the Council Districts in their current
configuration, as well as the deviation from an ideal population of 252,841 people. Based on the
Census 2010 data, changes to the Council boundaries are necessary to create a population
balance between the Districts.

Population of Existing Council Districts

District Population % Deviation
CD1 233,203 -7.8%
CD2 265,357 5.0%
CD3 275,047 8.8%
CD4 . 246,051 -2.7%
CD35 268,877 6.3%
CDé6 243,233 -3.8%
CD7 253,314 -0.2%
Ccpsg 256,660 1.5%
Cb#% 261,470 3.4%
CD 10 240,450 -4,9%
CDh 11 264,713 4.7%
CpDi2 261,061 3.3%
CD 13 226,542 -10.4%
CD 14 232,574 -8.0%
CD 15 264,069 4.4%
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ADOPTION OF THE COMMISSION PLAN

The plan submitted by the Commission was based upon analysis of socio-demographic data,
neighborhood and community geographic information, public testimony (both verbal and
written), and public debate amongst the Commissioners. The Commission received and reviewed
plan proposals from the public and public interest groups. The transcripts of the hearings and
meetings, written testimony, and proposed district plans provide a record of the concerns and
ideas of the residents of the City with regard to district boundaries. The Commission indicates
that this testimony served as the basis for the development of the district boundary plan they
submitted. The Commission has submitted the transcripts, written comments, and proposed
district plans to the City Council to support the final record of the plan’s adoption.

To support its work effort, the Commission adopted a data set that contained a wide range of
information for use in the redistricting process (Appendix A). Data were compiled from the U.S.
Census Bureau, the City Planning Department, the Department of Neighborhood Empowerment,
the City Clerk, the County Registrar-Recorder, Los Angeles Metropolitan Transit Authority, and
many other City service departments, agencies, and districts. Base layers included census blocks
and census tracts, political boundaries such as existing Council Districts and state assembly
districts, planning layers such as land use and specific plans, service area layers such as police
districts and fire first-in districts, school layers such as attendance areas and the sites for new
school construction, socio-demographic data such as age and ethnicity, household data, housing
data, voter registration data, municipal election data, and state election data. Neighborhood
Council (NC) and Neighborhood Development Council (NDC) boundaries were a primary data
set considered by the Commission.

Public Outreach and Participation

The Commission held 22 hearings to obtain testimony from the public. They held 10 business
meetings to receive additional public testimony and consider and debate matters before the
Commission. The Commission distributed over 25,000 flyers and regularly notified over 300
neighborhood activists through e-mail. Over 5,000 people attended the 22 public hearings. Over
6,500 pieces of written and verbal testimony were received.

More than 40 complete or partial District plans were received by the Commission from the public
and public interest entities. These plans were evaluated by staff and the Commission during plan
development.

Initial Draft Map

Following the first round of 15 public hearings, the Commission prepared a single draft map to
serve as the starting point for discussion by the Commissioners and the public. This map was
drawn during a series of regional subcommiftee meetings with assistance from the Commission’s
technical director, Three regional subcommittees were formed to work on the San Fernando
Valley, West Los Angeles, and Central/South Los Angeles regions of the City. Each of these
regional commititees prepared a proposal for their designated region, then submitted those
proposals to two reconciliation committees that joined the three plans into a single map.



The initial draft map was then considered at the Commission’s regular business meeting of
January 25, 2012. Following public comment and debate, this map was approved for obtaining
public comment.

Amended Draft Map

In additional seven public hearings were then held by the Commission to obtain comments on the
initial draft map. During this period, Commissioners and the public were able to submit
amendments to the plan for consideration.

At its meeting of February 15, 2012, the Commission considered a total of 80 amendments to the
draft map. The Commission discussed and voted on each amendment, resulting in the approval of
42 amendments. The Commission then instructed its staff to redraw the draft map with the
adopted amendments, and to make other adjustments as needed to resolve any issues that resulted
from conflicts within the amendments adopted.

Final Map and Report Approval

The amended draft map was released for review and consideration by the Commission at its
meeting of February 22, 2012, At that meeting, the Commission considered an additional 14
amendments, of which five were adopted. The Commission then held a vote to approve the final
map as amended and to direct its staff to prepare a final report by a vote of 16 in favor and five
opposed. '

The Commission’s report, Report and Recommendations of the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission, dated March 1, 2012, was considered by the Commission at its
meeting of February 29, 2012. The report describes the process by which the Commission
conducted its work, provided a review of the legal context in which it was prepared, provides a
review of the recommended plan, identifies major issues considered by the Commission, and
presents detailed maps and data describing the proposed districts, The Commission affirmatively
voted to submit this report to the City Council for consideration by a vote of 12 in favor and five
opposed.

In addition to the main report, four Commissioners jointly submitted a minority recommendation
titled Minority Report and Recommendations of the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission. This report expresses concerns that the Commission’s plan did not respect
community input concerning NC Westchester/Playa del Rey, Wilshire Center-Koreatown NC,
Sherman Oaks NC, and Hollywood United NC; transfer of Downtown from Council District 9;
and changes to the boundaries of CD 8 in Baldwin Hills and Leimert Park. The minority report
also expresses a concern that race was a predominant factor in drawing some districts. Finally,
the minority report suggests that irregularities in the Commission’s process may be a concern.

The minority report recommends that Council consider adopting amendments K, M, or N
considered by the Commission at its meeting of February 15, 2012, but which failed in passage.
These amendments would have accomplished the following:



-- Amendment K would have changed CD 1,CD 5,CD 8, CD 9, CD 10, and CD 14
Changes to Neighborhood Council Splits. Two additional Neighborhood Councils
would have been split between three Council Districts, with two additional
Neighborhood Council splits overall;

- Amendment M would have changed CD 1,CD 4,CD 5,CD 8, CD 9,CD 10, CD
11, and CD 14; it would have created one additional Neighborhood Council split
and one additional Neighborhood Council split three ways;

- Amendment N would have changed CD 2, CD 4, CD 5,CD 8, CD 10,CD 11, CD
13, and 15; it would have split three additional Neighborhood Councils and kept
three additional Neighborhood Councils whole, including Wilshire/Koreatown
NC.

In addition, two Commissioners submitted statements expressing concerns about portions of the
Commission’s adopted map.

District by District Review

The following information was provided by the Los Angeles City Council Redistricting
Commission in their report, titled Report and Recommendations of the Los Angeles City Council
Redistricting Commission, dated March 1, 2012,

The Commission adopted a plan that has a deviation from ideal population of no more than 5%
(+/-2.5%). For local governments and municipalities, deviation from the ideal population for
districts has been allowed by the courts, Recent decisions by the courts, however, have required
that any action to deviate from the ideal requires explanation of that deviation. The Commission
has explained that they have deviated from the ideal equal population among all districts by no
more than 5% (+/- 2.5%) in order to keep as many Neighborhood Councils whole within a single
District as possible. In addition, when Neighborhood Councils were split, they sought to reduce
the number of Council Districts representing that Neighborhood Council. Other policy
considerations in their report provide additional justifications for the boundaries as drawn. They
also sought to maintain communities and neighborhoods identified in the City’s community
renaming policy whole in a single District.

The following provides basic population figures derived from the U.S. Census Bureau’s P1-94
database for each District as reported in the Commission’s report. In addition, analytical tools
allow for comparison between the current and proposed Council District boundaries. This allows
for an estimate of the number of people displaced from their current district to a new district.
Data also summarize general voting age population and citizen voting age population in each
Council District by race. |



Commission Plan
Resultant Popuiation Pata

District Population % Deviation
Ch1 246,531 -2.5%
CD2 257,291 1.8%
CD3 259,045 2.5%
CD 4 250,511 ~0.9%
CD5 251,856 -0.4%
CD 6 258,926 2.4%
CD7 259,008 2.4%
CD3 246,597 -2.5%
CD9 249,728 -12%
CD 10 249,305 -1.4%
CD 11 257,182 1.7%
CD 12 259,073 2.5%
CD 13 246,566 -2.5%
CD 14 246,509 -2.5%
CDh 15 254,493 0.7%

District 1

As proposed by the Commission, Council District 1 would have a population of 246,531, a -2.5%
deviation from ideal. This is the lowest deviation allowable under the Commission’s adopted
plan. The proposed changes to Council District 1 would retain 82.9% of the population within
the district, and displace 17.1% of the population to a different district.

Population Voting Age Population Citizen Voting Age Population

Latino 177,012 71.8% 124,710 67.6% 53,237 52.2%
White 19,949 8.1% 17,766 9.6% 16,502 16.2%
African American 6,406 2.6% 5,197 2.8% 4,975 4.9%
Asian 40.973 16.6% 35.127 19.0% 26235 25 7%

The following Neighborhood Councils are contained entirely within Council District 1:
Greater Cypress Park NC MacArthur Park NC
Pico Union NC Westlake South NC



The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 1 and another Council
District: '

Arroyo Seco NC Eagle Rock NC

Gilassell Park NC Greater Echo Park Elysian NC
Historic Cultural NC Historic Highland Park NC
LA-32 NC Lincoln Heights NC

Westlake North NC

The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 1 and two other
Council Districts:
Downtown Los Angeles

District 2

As proposed by the Commission, Council District 2 would have a population of 257,291, a 1.8%
deviation from ideal. The proposed changes to Council District 2 would retain 62.9% of the
population within the district, and displace 37.1% of the population to a different district.

Population Voting Age Population Citizen Voting Age Population
Latino 115,818 45.0% 81,318 404% 42,228 28.4%
White 106,739 41.5% 01,514 454% 82,106 55.2%
African American 11,351 4.4% 9,323 4.6% 3,941 6.0%
Agian 19.679 1.6% 16386 81% 13.322 9.0%

The following Neighborhood Councils are contained entirely within Council District 2:
Greater Valley Glen Council Mid-Town North Hollywood NC
NC Valley Village NoHo West NC

The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 2 and another Council
District:

North Hollywood Northeast NC Studio City NC

Sun Valley Area NC

The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 2 and two other

Council Districts:
Van Nuys NC

District 3
As proposed by the Commission, Council District 3 would have a population of 259,043, a 2.5%

deviation from ideal. This is the maximum deviation allowable under the Commission’s adopted
plan. The proposed changes to Council District 3 would retain 89.9% of the population within
the district, and displace 10.1% of the population to a different district.



Population Voting Age Population Citizen Voting Age Population

Latino 96,753 37.4% 66,594 33.3% 33,787 22.4%
 White 111,978 43.2% 94,2772 47.2% 86,749 57.4%
African American 11,966 4.6% 8,842 4.4% 8,406 5.6%
Agian 34.640 13.4% 27442 13.7% 20.302 13.4%
The following Neighborhood Councils are contained entirely within Council District 3:
Canoga Park NC Tarzana NC
Winnetka NC Woodland Hills-Warner Center NC

The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 3 and another Council
District:
Reseda NC

District 4

As proposed by the Commission, Council District 4 would have a population of 250,511, a -0.9%
deviation from ideal. The proposed changes to Council District 4 would retain 59.0% of the
population within the district, and displace 41.0% of the population to a different district.

Population Voting Age Population Citizen Voting Age Population

Latino 37,771 15.1% 29,731 13.9% 20,639 11.4%
White 154,144 61.5% 135,652 63.3% 123,882 68.4%
African American 13,291 5.3% 11,280 5.3% 10,863 6.0%
LAsian 41,388 16.5% 34,571 16.1% 23.191 12.8%

The following Neighborhood Councils are contained entirely within Council District 4:
Greater Toluca Lake NC Sherman Oaks NC

The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 4 and another Council
District:

Bel Air-Beverly Crest NC Central Hollywood NC
Greater Griffith Park NC Greater Wilshire NC
Hollywood Hills West NC Hollywood United NC
Mid City West CC Silver Lake NC

Studio City NC

The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 4 and two other
Council Districts:
Van Nuys NC
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District §

As proposed by the Commission, Council District 5 would have a population of 251,856, a -0.4%
deviation from ideal. The proposed changes to Council District 5 would retain 81.4% of the
population within the district, and displace 18.6% of the population to a different district.

Population Voting Age Population Citizen Voting Age Population
Latino 32,581 12.9% 25,664 12.0% 18,644 10.2%
White 164,268 65.2% 135,818 65.5% 127,987 69.7%
African American 11,586 4.6% 9715 4.6% 8,999 . 4.9%
Asia 39 346 15.6% 34,998 16.4% 25419 13.8%
The following Neighborhood Councils are contained entirely within Council District 5:

Encino NC Palms NC

South Robertson NC Westside NC

Westwood NC

The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 5 and another Council
District:

Bel Air-Beverly Crest NC Greater Wilshire NC
Mid City West CC P.LC.O.NC
District 6

As proposed by the Commission, Council District 6 would have a population of 258,926, a 2.4%
deviation from ideal. The proposed changes to Council District 6 would retain 73.5% of the
population within the district, and displace 26.5% of the population to a different district.

Population ~ Voting Age Population Citizen Voting Age Population
Latino 182,303 70.4% 123,666 66.1% 58,472 52.2%
White 39,180 15.1% 33,542 17.9% 30,678 27.4%
African American 9,090 3.5% 7,030 3.8% 6,389 5.9%
Asian 235,359 9 8% 20.794 11.1% 14921 13.3%
The following Neighborhood Councils are contained entirely within Council District 6:
Arleta NC Lake Balboa NC
Panorama City NC

The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 6 and another Council

District:
North Hills East North Hollywood Northeast NC

Sun Valley Area NC

-11-



The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 6 and two other

Council Districts:
Van Nuys NC

District 7

As proposed by the Commission, Council District 7 would have a population of 259,008, a 2.4%
deviation from ideal. The proposed changes to Council District 7 would retain 74.7% of the
population within the district, and displace 25.3% of the population to a different district.

Population Voting Age Population Citizen Voting Age Population
Latino 178,451 68.9% 120,423 642% 72,014 54.4%
White 51,434 19.9% 44,222 23.6% 40,706 30.8%
African American 9,712 3.7% 7,367 3.9% 7,202 5.4%
Asian 16.715 6.5% 13.664 1.3% 10,748 8.1%

The following Neighborhood Councils are contained entirely within Council District 7:
Mission Hills NC Pacoima NC
Sunland-Tujunga NC Sylmar NC

The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 7 and another Council

District:
Foothills Trails District NC North Hills East

District 8

As proposed by the Commission, Council District 8 would have a population of 246,597, a -2.5%
deviation from ideal. This is the lowest possible deviation from ideal under the Commission’s
adopted plan. The proposed changes to Council District 8 would retain 74.6% of the population
within the district, and displace 25.4% of the population to a different district.

Population Voting Age Population Citizen Voting Age Population
Latino 138,458 36.1% 93,913 52.7% 39,112 54.4%
White 5,790 2.3% 4,963 2.8% 4,453 3.7%
African American 93,132 37.8% 71,469 40.1% 70,641 59.2%
Asian 5.022 2.0% 4.686 2.6% 2.608 22%
The following Neighborhood Councils are contained entirely within Council District 8:

Empowerment Congress Central Area NDC Empowerment Congress Southeast Area

Empowerment Congress Southwest Area Park Mesa Heights NC

Voices of 90037

The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 8 and another Council

District:
Empowerment Congress North Area NDC NC Westchester/Playa del Rey
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The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 8 and two other Council
Districts:
Empowerment Congress Southeast Area NDC

District 9

As proposed by the Commission, Council District 9 would have a population of 249,728, a -1.2%
deviation from ideal. The proposed changes to Council District 9 would retain 74.0% of the population
within the district, and displace 26.0% of the population to a different district.

Population Voting Age Population Citizen Voting Age Population

Latino 191,053 76.5% 122,253 72.8% 43,802 50.5%
White 8,142 3.3% 7.560 4.5% 7,062 8.1%
African American 42,476 17.0% 30,897 18.4% 30,784 35.5%
Asian 5973 2.4% 3.802 3.5% 3.804 4.4%
The following Neighborhood Councils are contained entirely within Council District 9:
Central Alameda NC Community and Neighbors for Ninth District NC
South Central NC

The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 9 and another Council

District:
Empowerment Congress North Area NDC

The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 9 and two other Council

Districts:
Downtown Los Angeles Empowerment Congress Southeast Area NDC

District 10

As proposed by the Commission, Council District 10 would have a population of 249,728, a -1.4%
deviation from ideal. The proposed changes to Council District 10 would retain 77.6% of the
population within the district, and displace 22.4% of the population to a different district.

Population Voting Age Population Citizen Voting Age Population
Latino 117,415 47.1% 82,030 42.6% 34,658 27.6%
White 17,361 7.0% 15,470 8.0% 13,959 11.1%
African American 68,836 27.6% 55,687 28.9% 54,206 43.1%
Asian 41200  165% 36000 18.7% 20.465 16.3%
The following Neighborhood Councils are contained entirely within Council District 10:

Empowerment Congress West Area Mid City NC

Olympic Park NC United Neighborhoods of the Historic Arlington

West Adams NC
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The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 10 and another Council
District:
PI.C.O.NC Wilshire Center-Koreatown NC

District 11

As proposed by the Commission, Council District 11 would have a population of 257,182, a
1.7% deviation from ideal. The proposed changes to Council District 11 would retain 96.7% of
the population within the district, and displace 3.3% of the population to a different district.

Population Voting Age Population Citizen Voting Age Population
Latino 48,364 18.8% 36,470 16.9% 24,825 13.4%
White 154,775 60.2% 134,211 62.1% 125,374 67.4%
African American 12,233 4.8% 9,869 4.6% 9,141 4.9%
Asian 37,208 14.5% 31767 14.7% 23608 12.7%
The following Neighborhood Councils are contained entirely within Council District 11:
Del Rey NC Mar Vista CC
Venice NC West Los Angeles NC

The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 11 and another Council
District:
NC Westchester/Playa del Rey

District 12

As proposed by the Commission, Council District 12 would have a population of 259,073, a
2.5% deviation from ideal. This is the maximum deviation allowable under the Commission’s
adopted plan. The proposed changes to Council District 12 would retain 83.7% of the population
within the district, and displace 16.3% of the population to a different district.

Population ~ Voting Age Population Citizen Voting Age Population
Latino 69,807 26.9% 49,126 24.0% 34,602 19.9%
White 123,538 47.77% 104,020 50.9% 98,371 56.7%
African American 11,512 4.4% 8,731 4.3% 8,410 4.8%
Asian 50115 193% 30620 19.4% 29.721 17.1%
The following Neighborhood Councils are contained entirely within Council District 12:

Chatsworth NC Granada Hills North NC

Granada Hills South NC North Hills West NC

Northridge East Northridge South NC

Northridge West Porter Ranch NC

West Hills NC
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The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 12 and another Council
District:
Reseda NC

District 13

As proposed by the Commission, Council District 13 would have a population of 246,566, a
-2.5% deviation from ideal. This is the lowest deviation allowable under the Commission’s
adopted plan. The proposed changes to Council District 13 would retain 86.0% of the population
within the district, and displace 14.0% of the population to a different district.

Population Voting Age Population Citizen Voting Age Population
Latino 131,263 53.2% 96,606 48.4% 41,379 33.6%
White 56,634 23.0% 52,305 26.2% 45,216 36.7%
African American 8,996 3.6% 7,989 4.0% 7,619 6.2%
Asian 46,267 18.8% 39978 20.0% 27,180 22.1%

The following Neighborhood Councils are contained entirely within Council District 13:

Atwater Village EC East Hollywood NC
Elysian Valley Riverside NC Hollywood Studio District
Rampart Village NC

The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 13 and another Council
District:

Central Hollywood NC Greater Echo Park Elysian NC

Greater Griffith Park NC Hollywood Hills West NC

Hollywood United NC Silver Lake NC

Westlake North NC Wilshire Center-Koreatown NC
District 14

As proposed by the Commission, Council District 14 would have a population of 246,509, a
-2.5% deviation from ideal. This is the lowest deviation allowable under the Commission’s
adopted plan. The proposed changes to Council District 14 would retain 82.1% of the population
within the district, and displace 17.9% of the population to a different district.

Population Voting Age Population Citizen Voting Age Population

Latino 164,010 66.5% 116,742 61.0% 67,874 51.3%
White 31,168 12.6% 28,870 15.1% 26,853 20.3%
African American 15,285 6.2% 14,089 7.4% 13,848 10.5%
LAsian 33377 13.5% 29.578 13.4% 22.157 16.7%

The following Neighborhood Councils are contained entirely within Council District 14:
Boyle Heights NC
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The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 14 and another Council
District:

Axroyo Seco NC Eagle Rock NC
Glassell Park NC Historic Cultural NC
Historic Highland Park NC LA-32NC

Lincoln Heights NC

The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 14 and two other
Council Districts:
Downtown Los Angeles

District 15

As proposed by the Commission, Council District 15 would have a population of 254,493, a
0.7% deviation from ideal. The proposed changes to Council District 15 would retain 100% of
the population within the district, though decreasing population.

Population Voting Age Population Citizen Voting Age Population
Latino 157,761 62.0% 102,947 57.3% 57,775 44.6%
White 41,808 16.4% 36,127 20.1% 34,921 26.9%
African American 33,489 13.2% 23,200 12.9% 23,033 17.8%
Asian 16,990 6.7% 14281 71.9% 11.261 8.7%
The following Neighborhood Councils are contained entirely within Council District 15:

Central San Pedro NC Coastal San Pedro NC

Harbor City NC Harbor Gateway North NC

Harbor Gateway South NC Northwest San Pedro NC

Watts NC : Wilmington NC

The following Neighborhood Councils are split between Council District 15 and two other
Council Districts:
Empowerment Congress Southeast Area NDC

PLAN ADJUSTMENTS

At its meeting of March 2, 2012, the Committee requested that Council members submit
adjustments to the Commission plan for review. Submissions were to be delivered by March 8,
2012. A total of 25 submissions were received, of which 18 were jointly approved by the Council
members of the affected districts.

Following submission, each was reviewed for its impact on population distribution and
deviation, impacts on Neighborhood Council boundaries, and conformance with federal, State
and local redistricting requirements. Results of this analysis are provided below.

Westchester .
During the Commission’s review process, several boundary options were proposed for the NC
Westchester/Playa del Rey. The Commission’s final proposal left a small portion of this
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Neighborhood Council in CD 8, split from the remainder of the NC in CD 11. Public testimony
focused on returning this portion of the NC to CD 11.

Two alternative proposals have been submitted to ensure that the entire NC Westchester/Playa
del Rey is located in CD 11. Each results in a shift of population that must be resolved with
changes to other areas of the map. Due to the complicated interaction of population transfers
resulting from a Westchester Adjustment and the various Agreed-Upon Adjustments, it is
necessary that the Westchester area be resolved before adopting any other adjustments to the
map. Maps depicting each proposal are provided in Appendix B.

A0 Westchester Adjustment
Council District 11 has submitted a series of changes that would ensure that all of the
Westchester community remains in CD 11. This change includes a large population of
approximately 5,500, changing the population deviations in CD 8 and CD 11. To correct the
population deviations in these districts resulting from this adjustment, additional changes are
needed in CD 5, CD 8, CD 9, and CD 15.

Testimony was received from the public at all hearings of the Rules, Elections, and
Intergovernmental Relations Committee in support of action to keep the NC Westchester/Playa
del Rey whole in CD 11, which would be accomplished with this adjustment. The adjustment
proposed by CD 11 would split the Mar Vista CC between CD 5 and CD 11. The Empowerment
Congress Southeast NDC and Voices of 90037 are currently split and this adjustment continues
those splits. This adjustment would split the Harbor Gateway North NC between CD 8 and CD
15 using the I-105 as a natural boundary.

A2 Wesichester Adjustment
Another adjustment to address the NC Westchester/Playa del Rey boundary was submitted by
CD 10. This change also result in a population shift of approximately 5,500 from CD 8 to CD 11,
and corrects the population deviations in these districts with additional changes to CD 35, CD 8,
CD 9, CD 10, and CD 15. This alternative would adjust the boundary between CD 8 and CD 9 in
a manner that adheres to the existing boundary between these districts and corrects the split of
the Voices of 90037 Neighborhood Council created by the Commission plan by keeping it
entirely in CD 9, Other elements of this proposal would transfer a portion of Baldwin Hills to CD
8 and a portion of South Robertson to CD 5. This series of adjustments would still split the Mar
Vista CC between CD 5 and CD 11, split the Empowerment Congress West NDC between CD 8
and CD 10, split the South Robertson NC between CD 5 and CD 10, and split the Harbor
Gateway North NC between CD 8 and CD 15 using the I-105 as a natural boundary. Finally, a
portion of CD 8 between the Harbor Freeway, Adams Blvd, Hoover Street, and the Santa Monica
Fwy would transfer to CD 1 to ensure a population balance in the map. This would realign the
split of the University Park NC.

Westchester Adjustment Comparison

The proposed adjustments to ensure that the NC Westchester/Playa del Rey remains intact would
result in the following impacts on Neighborhood Councils:
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Neighborhood Council Commission Plan Adjustment A.1 Adjustment A.2

NC Westchester/Playa del Rey  Split Whole Whole
Mar Vista CC Whole Split Split
Voices of 90037 Split Split Whole
Empowerment Congress Split Split Split
Southeast NDC
Empowerment Congress West Whole Whole Split
NDC
South Robertson NC Whole Whole Split
University Park NC Split Split Split
Harbor Gateway North NC Whole Split Split
Total Plan Four Split Five Split Six Split
Four Whole Three Whole Two Whole

Agreed-Upon Adjustments

The following adjustments to the Commission’s plan have been proposed by several Council
members. Each of the Council members affected by the adjustments listed here have reviewed
and recommended approval of these adjustments. Review of the demographic and geographic
characteristics of these changes indicates that they do not create any concerns with the integrity
of the overall plan. They do not significantly increase the deviation from ideal equal population
as proposed in the Commission’s plan. Maps showing the adjustment areas are provided in
Appendix C to this report.

Adoption of these Agreed-Upon Adjustments would resolve concerns raised during public
testimony at the Rules, Elections and Intergovernmental Relations Committee hearings of March
5, 6, and 7, 2012. Each adjustment that resolves a concern raised during the Committee’s
hearings is noted below. Additionally, some of these adjustments either resolve or create
Neighborhood Council splits, as noted below,

With regard to Neighborhood Councils, the Agreed-Upon Adjustments will create three new
splits that were not present in the Commission’s plan: Pico Union NC, MacArthur Park NC, and
Rampart Village NC. In addition, the Glassell Park NC would be split between three Districts
instead of two. One adjustment will make one NC whole in a single District.

B. Move businesses on south side of Olympic between Vermont Avenue and Normandie
Avenue from CD 1 to CD 10.

- Impact on Neighborhood Councils: A small portion of Pico Union NC will be
split
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Move businesses on east side of Vermont, between 11% Street and 7% Street from CD 1 to
CD 10.

= Impact on Neighborhood Councils: A small portion of McArthur Park NC will
be split

Move North Highland Park from CD 1 to CD 14, consistent with existing boundary,

- Resolves concerns raised in Committee public hearings.
- Impact on Neighborhood Councils: None. Affected Neighborhood Councils are
already split.

Move portion of Westlake from CD 13 to CD 1.

"~ Impact on Neighborhood Councils: The Rampart Village NC would be split,
adding a Neighborhood Council split to the
plan

Realign boundaries in Glassell Park to distribute the area between CD 1, CD 13, and CD
14,

- Impact on Neighborhood Councils: None as the Glassell Park NC is already
split, though this will split the area between
three Council Districts instead of two

Move Rose Hills from CD 1 to CD 14.

-- Resolves concerns raised in Committee public hearings.

- Impact on Neighborhood Councils: This would make LLA-32 NC whole in CD
14

Move area between Highland Avenue, La Brea Avenue, 3" Street, and 4% Street from CD
StoCD 4.

- Resolves concerns raised in Committee public hearings.
-- Impact on Neighborhood Councils: None as the Greater Wilshire NC is already
split

Move portion of Benedict Canyon to place the Association area in CD 3.

- Resolves concerns raised in Committee public hearings.
-~ Impact on Neighborhood Councils: None as the Bel Air-Beverly Crest NC is
already split
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Adjust the boundary between CD 4 and CD 10 on Western Avenue from Rosewood
Avenue to 3™ Street to use the street centerline as the boundary.

Impact on Neighborhood Councils: None as the Greater Wilshire NC is already
split

Unify Outpost Estates, Hollywood Heights, and Whitley Heights in CD 4.

= Resolves concerns raised in Committee public hearings.

- Impact on Neighborhood Councils: None as the Hollywood United NC is
already split

Move the area between De Longpre Avenue, Cole Avenue, Lexington Avenue, Las

Palmas Avenue, Fountain Avenue, and McCadden Place to CD 4 from CD 13; and move

the area between Lexington Avenue, Wilcox Avenue, Willoughby Avenue, and Seward
Street from CD 4 1o CD 13.

-~ Impact on Neighborhood Councils: None as the Central Hollywood NC is
already split

Move area between proposed CD 4 boundary, Armstrong Avenue to Glendale Boulevard
to Fletcher Drive, to Riverside Drive from CD 13 to CD 4.

= Impact on Neighborhood Councils: None as the Silverlake NC is already split

Move the area between Western Avenue, Normandie Street, Franklin Avenue, and
Hollywood Boulevard from CD 4 to CD 13.

= Impact on Neighborhood Councils: None as the Central Hollywood NC is
already split

Move the area between Sunset Boulevard, Echo Park Avenue, and Logan Avenue from
CD1toCD13.

- Impact on Neighborhood Councils: None as the Greater Echo Park Elysian NC
is already split

Move the area between Echo Park Avenue, Scott Avenue, Logan Avenue, and Elysian
Park Drive from CD 1 to CD 13.

-- Impact on Neighborhood Councils: None as the Greater Echo Park Elysian NC
is already split

Move the area between Sunland Boulevard, San Fernando Road, White Street, and
Strathern Street from CD 2 to CD 6.
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- Impact on Neighborhood Councils: None as the Sun Valley Area NC is already
split

R. Move the area between the Harbor Freeway, 7 Street, Witmer Ave, 6™ Street, Bixel
Street, Miramar Street, Beaudry Street, and the Hollywood Freeway from CD 14 to CD 1.

- Impacts on Neighborhood Councils: None as the Downtown Los Angeles NC is
already split

A proposal to move area between Lucas, Witmer, Miramar, and 2™ Street from CD 13to CD 1
was submitted in case such an adjustment was necessary to ensure a population balance. The
population balance resulting from all other agreed-upon adjustments does not create a population
imbalance, therefore this adjustment was withdrawn.

Nearly all of these adjustments have a population impact. The sum of these population changes,
however, maintains the population deviation criteria established by the Commission. The
following table shows the adjusted population and deviation data for each District in the
Commission plan compared to the Commission plan as amended with these agreed-upon
adjustments. All of these adjustments would need to be adopted as a package to ensure that the
population deviations remain within +/-2.5%. District-level population data will be provided in
Committee under separate cover.

Unresolved Adjustments

The following proposed changes to the Commission’s plan were not agreed to mutually by all
Council members affected. The Committee may want to consider these proposals. The following
provides analysis of population and Neighborhood Council impacts to aid in proposal
consideration. Maps showing the areas affected by these adjustments are included in Appendix
D, except as noted. '

S. Studio City and Toluca Lake
Two competing proposals concerning the boundaries in the Studio City and Toluca Lake area
have been proposed. Both proposals could be adopted as they are not mutually exclusive.

8.1 Studio City and Toluca Lake Option
Council District 2 has proposed that the area between the proposed boundary of CD 2, Multiview
Drive, the City border, the Los Angeles River, Willowcrest Avenue, Bluffside Drive, SR 101,
and Lankershim Drive be moved from CD 4 to CD 2. The Rules, Elections, and
Intergovernmental Relations Committee heard extensive public testimony on this subject at its
hearing in Van Nuys on March 6, 2012,

= Population increase of 918 in CD 2 and a corresponding decrease in CD 4

- This change would not have an impact on the population deviation in the plan.

- Residents from Studio City argued for the adoption of this adjustment, while
residents from Toluca Lake argued against this adjustment.

= The Studio City NC and Hollywood Hills West NC are both split in the proposed
plan and both would remain split under this adjustment.
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S.2  Studio City and Toluca Lake
Council District 4 has proposed that the area bounded by US 101 and Vineland Avenue between
Whipple Street and Lankershim Boulevard south to Willowcrest Avenue be moved from CD 2 to
CD 4,

- Population increase of 478 in CD 4 and a corresponding decrease in CD 2.

- This change would not have an impact on the population deviation in the plan.

-- The Studio City NC and Hollywood Hills West NC are both split in the proposed
plan and both would remain split under this adjustment.

7. Stonehurst

This proposal from CD 7 would move the area east of Glenoaks Boulevard between Montague
and Vinedale from CD 6 to CD 7. It would resolve concerns raised by the public in Committee
testimony. This area contains a population of 246 people. This adjustment would not affect the
population deviation in either district. This change would result in the Foothills Trails NC being
made whole in CD 7. The Sun Valley District NC is currently split and would remain split.

U. North of Adams

Council District 1 has submitted a proposal to move the area bounded by Interstate 10 on the
north, Normandie Avenue on the west, Adams Blvd on the south, and Chester Place/Interstate
110 on the east, from CD 8 to CD 1. This change would create a population increase of 11,192 in
CD 1 and a corresponding decrease in population in CD 8, but this proposal did not suggest how
this population shift would be balanced across the map. This move would require adjustments in
CD 9 and CD 14 to ensure a balanced population within the allowable population deviation.

V. Alternate City Plan

Council District 8 and Council District 9 have jointly submitted an alternative All-City
redistricting plan (Appendix E). This proposed plan was submitted to address legal concerns
described in the submittal. Population deviation in this proposed plan is consistent with the
Commission’s plan, keeping deviations within a 5% range (+/-2.5%). Impact on Neighborhood
Councils is not known, Summary data for each district are provided below; detailed data are
provided in Appendix E.
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CD 8/CD 9 Proposed Alternative City Plan

% Remain/
District Population % Deviation % Displacement

CD1 247,300 -2.2% 82%/ 18%
CDh2 246,610 -2.5% 53%/47%
CD3 259,045 -2.5% 84%/ 16%
CD4 258,565 2.3% 65% /35%
Chs 247,056 -2.3% 68%/32%
Ché 247,073 -2.3% 3%/ 27%
CcD7 246,729 2.4% 5%/ 25%
cD§ 256,089 1.3% 91% /9%
CbY 257,430 1.8% 92% / 8%
Ch1o 257,240 1.7% 83%/17%
CD 11 251,931 -0.4% 95% / 5%
CD 12 259,073 2.5% 83%/17%
CD 13 252,552 -0.1% 75% /25%
CD 14 247,770 -2.0% 87%/13%
CD 15 258,158 2.1% 98% / 2%
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Appendix A

Database Elements Adopted by the
Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission



Los Angeles City Council Redistricting Commission

Official Database
2011-12 Technical Documentation

Layers
Base Layers

ceblk

cetract
Base Plans
Existing Council Base

City Base

Misc City Layers- City of Los Angeles

cdd _sites

Data Variables, by 2010 Census Block
Data Variables, by 2010 Census Tract

Base Plan for Use in Redistricting- Includes
Current City Council Districts

Base Plan for Use in Redistricting- Does Not
Include Current City Council Districts

Community Development Department Sites, including

WorkSource centers,FamilySource centers, BusinessSource Centers, One Stop Centers

cdd_zones
cdbg_tracts
lahd_nsp_zones
cify_empower_zones
ent ¢34

eni_zones

facilities

fedempwr

lafd firstin districts
lapd areas

nc_areas

latimes _neigh

zip

Planning Layers- City of Los Angeles

bids

cpala
cpd_hpozs
cra

Land Use
specplan

Community Development Department Zones

CDBG Eligible Census Tracts

LAHD NSP Zones

City Empowerment Zones

Federal Enterprise Communities

State Empowerment Zones

Facilities, including parks, recreation centers,hospitals, airports,
churches, fire stations, police stations, libraries, colleges,
cemeteries, etc.

Federal Empowerment Zone

Fire Department Service Areas

Police Department Service Areas

Neighborhood Council Areas

LA Times Neighborhood Areas

Zip Codes

Business Improvement Districts
Community Planning Areas
Historic Preservation Overlay Zones
Community Redevelopment Areas
Land Use/Zoning Areas
Community Specific Plan Areas



Political Layers

adll 2011 State Assembly Districts
cdll 2011 Congressional Districts
sdil 2011 State Senate Districts
supll 2011 County Supervisor Districts
Voter Reg Precincts 2010 County Voter Registration Precincts

School Layers
attende0102 Elementary School Attendance Areas
attendh0102 High School Attendance Areas
attendm0102 Middle School Attendance Areas
minidist2010 LAUSD Mini Districts
new_site New School Sites
schoolsall All Schools and School Facilities

Transportation Layers
mz bl 1 Metrorail Blue Line

cmr_gl 1 Metrorail Green Line
mr oyl 1 Metrorail Red Line
mr_gl 1 Metrorail Gold Line
mr_el 1 Metrorail Expo Line
mr ¢l 1 Metrorail Crenshaw Line
mtalines 2011 Metro 2011 Bus Lines
taz_la Metro Transportation Attribute Zones
ladot dash LADOT Dash Lines
Base Layers Data

Totals

Census PL 94-171
pPOP Population
UNIFSCHOOL LAUSD Student Population
LATPOP D Latino/Hispanic Origin Population - DOJ
WHIPOP_D White only Population - DOJ
BLAPOP D Black only and Black+White Population - DOJ
AMIPOP_D American Indian only and American Indian+White Population -

DO
ASIPOP_D Asian only and Asian+White - DOJ
HPIPOP_D Hawaiian, Pacific Islander only and HPI+-White Pop. - DOJ
OTHPOP_D Other Race only and Other Race + White Pop. - DOJ
MMRPOP_D Any Multi Minority Race Non-Hispanic Combination Pop. -
DOJ

VAP Voting Age Population
LLATVAP D Latino/Hispanic Origin VAP - DOJ
WHIVAP D White only VAP - DOJ Category



BLAVAP D
AMIVAP D
ASIVAP D
HPIVAP D
OTHVAP D
MMRVAP D

Americar Community Survey

TCVAP 095E
LCVAP_095E
WCVAP_095E
BCVAP 095E
ACVAP_095E
AOCVAP_095
TOTCVAP El
LATCVAP El
WHICVAP El
BLACVAP El
ASICVAP El
AOCVAP E10

Census SF1

agel 4
age5 17
agel8 34
age35 64
age65plus

Household type

hhtot
hhipersn
hhm kids
hhs_kids
hhm_nokd
hhs_nokd
hhnonfam

Group Quarters

GQI_CORR
GQL_JUVI

GQI NURSE
GQI_OTHER
GON_STUDENT
GON_MILITARY
GQN_OTHER

Black only and Black+White VAP - DOJ

American Indian and American Indian+White VAP - DOJ

Asian only end Asian+White VAP - DOJ

Hawaiian, Pacific Islander only and HPI+White VAP- DOJ

Other Race only and Other Race + White VAP - DOJ
Any Multi Minority Race Combination VAP - DOJ

Citizen Voting Age Population - 2009
Latino/Hispanic Citizen Voting Age Population - 2009
White Citizen Voting Age Population - 2009

Black Citizen Voting Age Population - 2009

Asian Citizen Voting Age Population - 2009

All Other Citizen Voting Age Population - 2009
Citizen Voting Age Population - 2010
Latino/Hispanic Citizen Voting Age Population - 2010
White Citizen Voting Age Population - 2010

Black Citizen Voting Age Population - 2010

Asian Citizen Voting Age Population - 2010

All Othker Citizen Voting Age Population - 2010

0-4 Years Old
5-17 Years Old
18-34 Years Old
35-64 Years Old
65+ Years Old

Total Households

I Person Households

Married Households with Children
Single Households with Children
Married Households with no Children
Single Households with no Children
Non-Family Houscholds

Correctional facilities for adults

Juvenile facilities

Nursing facilities/Skilied-nursing facilities
Other institutional facilities
College/University student housing
Military quarters

Other noninstitutional facilities



Tenure
OCC_TOT
OCC OWN M
OCC_ OWN C
OCC_RENT

Household size
HH_TOT
HU 1P
HU 2P
HU 3P
HU 4P
HU 5P
HU 6P
HU 7P

Total Occupancy

Owner Occupied with mortgage
Owrner Occupied free and clear
Renter Occupied

Total Households

1 Person Households
2 Person Households
3 Person Households
4 Person Households
5 Person Households
6 Person Households
7 Person Households

2011 Registration Data - Los Angeles County Registrar-Recorder/County Clerk

TOTREG11
LATREG
AFAMREG
CHIREG
FILREG
INDREG
JPNREG
KORREG
VEITREG
ARMNREG
JWSHREG
MALE
FEMALE
DEM

REP

DTS

Al

Pr

GRN

LB

OTH

Voter Registration
Latino/Hispanic - Spanish Surname Registration
African-American Registration
Chinese Surname Registration
Filipino Surname Registration
Asian Indian Surname Registration
Japanese Surname Registration
Korean Surname Registration
Vietnamese Surname Registration
Armenian Surname Registration
Jewish Surname Registration
Male

Female

Democratic

Republican

Decline to State

American Independent

Peace and Freedom

Green

Libertarian

Other

2010 Registration Data - Statewide Database

TOTREG
DEM
REP
DCL
OTH

AP

PAF
MSC

LIB

Voter Registration
Democratic
Republican

Decline to State

Other

American Independent
Peace and Freedom
Miscellaneous
Libertarian



NLP Natural Law Party

GRN Green

REF Reform

MALE Male

FEMALE Female

LATREG Latino/Hispanic - Spanish Surname Registration

LATDEM Latino/Hispanic Democratic - Spanish Surname Registration
LATREP Latino/Hispanic Republican - Spanish Surname Registration
LATDCL Latino/Hispanic Decline to State - Spanish Surname Registration
LATOTH Latino/Hispanic Other Party - Spanish Surname Registration
ASNREG Asian Surname Registration

ASNDEM Asian Democratic Surname Registration
ASNREP Asian Republican Surname Registration
ASNDCL Asian Decline to State Surname Registration
ASNOTH Asian Other Party Surname Registration
KSNREG Korean Surname Registration

JSNREG Japanese Surname Registration

CSNREG Chinese Surname Registration

ISNREG Asian Indian Surname Registration

VSNREG Vietnamese Surname Registration

FSNREG Filipino Surname Registration

KORDEM Korean Democratic Surname Registration
KORREP Korean Republican Surname Registration
KORDCL Korean Decline to State Surname Registration
KOROTH Korean Other Party Surname Registration
JPNDEM Japanese Democratic Surname Registration
JPNREP Japanese Republican Sumame Registration
JPNDCL Japanese Decline to State Surname Registration
JPNOTH Japanese Other Party Surname Registration
CHIDEM Chinese Democratic Surname Registration
CHIREP Chinese Republican Surname Registration
CHIDCL Chinese Decline to State Surname Registration
CHIOTH Chinese Other Party Surname Registration
INDDEM Asian Indian Democratic Surname Registration
INDREP Asian Indian Republican Surname Registration
INDDCL Asian Indian Decline to State Sumame Registration
INDOTH Asian Indian Other Party Surname Registration
VIETDEM Vietnamese Democratic Surname Registration
VIETREP Vietnamese Republican Surname Registration
VIETDCL Vietnamese Decline to State Surname Registration
VIETOTH Vietnamese Other Party Surname Registration
FILDEM Filipino Democratic Surpame Registration
FILREP Filipino Republican Surname Registration
FILDCL Filipino Decline fo State Surname Registration
FILOTH Filipino Other Party Surname Registration
JEWDEM Jewish Democratic Surname Registration
JEWREP Jewish Republican Surname Registration
JEWDCL Jewish Decline to State Surname Registration
JEWOTH Jewish Other Party Surname Registration



2010 General Election

TOTAL V10G
TOTDEM_V10
TOTREP_V10
TOTDCL_V10
TOTOTH_V10
LATTOT V10
LATDEM_V10
LATREP V10
LATDCL V10

LATOTH_V10
ASNTOT_V10
ASNDEM_V10
ASNREP V10
ASNDCL_V10
ASNOTH_V10
KSNTOT V10
JSNTOT V10
CSNTOT_V10
ISNTOT_V10
VSNTOT_V10
FSNTOT_V10
GOVT_10G
GOVD_10G
GOVR_10G
LTGT_10G
LTGD_10G
LTGR_10G
ATGT_10G
ATGD_10G
ATGR_10G
SOST_10G
SOSD_10G
SOSR_10G
TRST_10G
TRSD_10G
TRSR_10G
CONT_10G
COND_10G
CONR_10G
INST_10G
INSD_10G
INSR_10G
SENT_10G
SEND_10G
SENR_10G
ASMT_10G

State Election Data - Statewide Database

Total Voter Turnout

Democratic Voter Turnout

Republican Voter Turnout

Decline to State Voter Turnout

Other Party Voter Turnout

Latino/Hispanic - Spanish Surname Voter Turnout
Latino/Hispanic Democratic - Spanish Surname Voter Turnout
Latino/Hispanic Republican - Spanish Sumame Voter Turnout
Latino/Hispanic Decline to State - Spanish Surname Voter
Turnout

Latino/Hispanic Other Party - Spanish Surname Voter Turnout
Asian Surname Voter Turnout

Asian Democratic Surname Voter Turnout

Astan Republican Sumame Voter Turnout

Asian Decline to State Surname Voter Turnout
Asian Other Party Surname Voter Turnout
Korean Surname Voter Turnout

Japanese Surname Voter Turnout

Chinese Summame Voter Turnout

Asian Indian Surname Voter Turnout

Vietnamese Surname Voter Turnout

Filipino Surname Voter Turnout

Governor, Total

Jerry Brown

Meg Whitman

Lieutenrant Governor, Total

Gavin Newsom

Abel Maldonado

Attorney General, Total

Kamala Harris

Steve Cooley

Secretary of State, Total

Debra Bowen

Damon Dunn

Treasurer, Total

Bill Lockyer

Mimi Walters

Controller, Total

John Chiang

Tony Strickland

Insurance Commissioner, Total

Dave Jones

Mike Villines

State Senate, Total

State Senate Democratic Candidate

State Senate Republican Candidate

Assembly, Total



ASMD_10G
ASMR_10G
CNGT_10G
CNGD_10G
CNGR_10G

TOTAL_R0SG
TOTDEM_RO08
TOTREP_R0S

TOTDCL_RO08
TOTOTH_ROS8
LATTOT RO8
LATDEM RO8
LATREP_R08

LATDCL_ROS
LATOTH_RO8
ASNTOT _RO8
ASNDEM_RO0S
ASNREP R08

ASNDCL,_R08
ASNOTH_RO0S
KSNTOT ROS
JSNTOT_R08

CSNTOT _RO8
ISNTOT R08

VSNTOT R08
FSNTOT_ROS

TOTAL_V08G
TOTDEM._V08
TOTREP V08

TOTDCL,_ V08
TOTOTH_V08
LATTOT V08
LATDEM V08
LATREP_V08

LATDCL_V08

LATOTH_V08
ASNTOT_V08
ASNDEM_V08
ASNREP V08
ASNDCL, V08
ASNOTH_ V08
KSNTOT_V08
JSNTOT_ V08

Assembly Democratic Candidate
Assembly Republican Candidate
Congress, Total

Congress Democratic Candidate

Congress Republican Candidate

2008 General Registration - Statewide Database

Total Registration

Democratic Registration

Repubican Registration

Decline to State Registration

Other Registration

Latino/Hispanic - Spanish Surname Registration
Latino/Hispanic Democratic ~ Spanish Surname Registration”
Latino/Hispanic Republican - Spanish Surname Registration
Latino/Hispanic Decline to State - Spanish Surname Registration
Latino/Hispanic Other Party - Spanish Surname Registration
Asian Surname Registration

Asian Democratic Surname Registration

Asian Republican Surname Registration

Asian Decline to State Surname Registration

Asian Other Party Surname Registration

Korean Surname Registration

Japanese Surname Registration

Chinese Surname Registration

Asian Indian Surname Registration

Vietnamese Surname Registration

Filipino Surname Registration

2008 Statewide General Flection - Statewide Database

Total Voter Turnout

Democratic Voter Turnout

Republican Voter Turnout

Decline to State Voter Turnout

Other Party Voter Turnout

Latino/Hispanic - Spanish Surname Voter Turnout
Latino/Hispanic Democratic - Spanish Surname Voter Turnout
Latino/Hispanic Republican - Spanish Surname Voter Turmout
Latino/Hispanic Decline to State - Spanish Surname Voter
Turnont

Latino/Hispanic Other Party - Spanish Surname Voter Turnout
Asian Surname Voter Turnout

Asian Democratic Surname Voter Turmout

Asian Republican Surname Voter Turnout

Asian Decline to State Surname Voter Turnout

Asian Other Party Surpame Voter Tumout

Korean Surname Voter Turnout

Japanese Surname Voter Tumout



CSNTOT V08
ISNTOT V08
VSNTOT V08
FSNTOT V08
PRST_08G
PRSD_08G
PRSR_08G

TOTAL_RO6G
TOTDEM_R06
TOTREP_RO06

TOTDCL,_R06
TOTOTH_R06
LATTOT R06
LATDEM_R06
LATREP R06

LATDCL_R06
LATOTH_R06
ASNTOT_R06
ASNDEM_R06
ASNREP_R06

ASNDCL,_R06
ASNOTH_R06
KSNTOT_R06
JSNTOT R06

CSNTOT_R06
ISNTOT_R06

VSNTOT _R06
FSNTOT_RO6

TOTAL VO06G
TOTDEM_V06
TOTREP V06

TOTDCL_V06
TOTOTH_V06
LATTOT V06
LATDEM. V06
LATREP V06

LATDCL,_V06

LATOTH_V06
ASNTOT_V06
ASNDEM_V06
ASNREP V06

ASNDCL_V06
ASNOTH_ V06
KSNTOT_V06

Chinese Surname Voter Turnout

Asian Indian Swrname Voter Tarnout

Vietnamese Sumame Voter Turnout

Filipino Surname Voter Turnout

Total Presidential Voter Turnout

Presidential Democratic Voter Turnout - Barack Obama
Presidential Republican Voter Turnout - John McCain

2006 Total Registration - Statewide Database

Total Registration

Democratic Registration

Republican Registration

Decline to State Registration

Other Party Registration

Latino/Hispanic - Spanish Surname Registration
Latino/Hispanic Democratic - Spanish Surname Registration
Latino/Hispanic Republican - Spanish Surname Registration
Latino/Hispanic Decline to State - Spanish Surname Registration
Latino/Hispanic Other Party - Spanish Surname Registration
Asian Surname Registration

Asian Democratic Surname Registration

Asian Republican Surname Registration

Asian Decline to State Surname Registration

. Asian Other Party Surname Registration

Korean Surname Registration
Japanese Surname Registration
Chinese Sumame Registration
Asian Indian Surname Registration
Vietnamese Swname Registration
Filipino Surname Registration

2006 Statewide General Election - Statewide Database

Total Voter Turnout

Democratic Voter Turnout

Republican Voter Turnout

Decline to State Voter Turnout

Other Party Voter Turnout

Latino/Hispanic - Spanish Surname Voter Turnout
Latino/Hispanic Democratic - Spanish Surname Voter Turnout
Latino/Hispanic Republican - Spanish Surname Voter Turnout
Latino/Hispanic Decline to State - Spanish Surname Voter
Tuomout

Latino/Hispanic Other Party - Spanish Surname Voter Turnout
Asian Surname Voter Turnout

Asian Democratic Surname Voter Turnout

Asian Republican Surname Voter Turnout

Asian Decline to State Surname Voter Turnout

Asian Other Party Surname Voter Tumout

Korean Surname Voter Turnout



JSNTOT_V06 Japanese Surname Voter Turnout

CSNTOT V06 Chinese Sumame Voter Turnout
ISNTOT_V06 , Asian Indian Surname Voter Turmnout
VSNTOT V06 Vietnamese Surname Voter Turnout
FSNTOT_V06 Filipino Surname Voter Tumout
GOVT_06G Governor, Total

GOVD_06G Phil Angelides

GOVR_06G Arnold Schwarnegger

SOST_06G Secretary of State, Total
SOSD_06G Debra Bowen

SOSR_06G Bruce McPherson

INST_06G Insurance Commissioner, Total
INSD_06G Cruz Bustamante

INSR_06G Steve Polzner

LTGT 006G Lieutenant Governor, Total
LTGD_06G John Garamendi

LTGR_06G Tom McChintock

ATGT_06G Attorney General, Total
ATGD_06G Jerry Brown

ATGR_06G Chuck Poochigian

TRST 06G Treasurer, Total

TRSD_06G Bill Lockyer

TRSR_06G Claude Parrish

CONT _06G Controller, Total

COND_06G John Chiang

CONR_06G Tony Strickland

SENT_06G State Senate, Total

SEND _06G State Senate Democratic Candidate
SENR_06G State Senate Republican Candidate
ASMT 06G Assembly, Total

ASMD_06G Assembly Democratic Candidate
ASMR_06G Assembly Republican Candidate
CNGT_06G Congress, Total

CNGD _06G Congress Democratic Candidate
CNGR_06G Congress Republican Candidate

2003 Statewide Special Election - Statewide Database

GOVT 038 Replace Govemor, Total
GOVS_038 Arnold Shwarzenegger
GOVB_038 Cruz Bustamante

RECT 038 Recall Governor, Total
RECY 038 Recall Governor, Yes
RECN 038 Recall Governor, No

1998 Statewide Primary Election - Statewide Database

P227T 98P Proposition 227, Total
P227Y 98P Proposition 227, Yes
P227N_98P Proposition 227, No



1996 Statewide General Election - Statewide Database

P209T_96G Proposition 209, Tota}
P209Y _96G Proposition 209, Yes
P209N_96G Proposition 209, No

1994 Statewide General Election - Statewide Database

P187T_94G Proposition 187, Total
P187Y_94G Proposition 187, Yes
PI87TN_94G Proposition 187, No







































































































































































































































