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June 30, 2011

Orange County Redistricting Committee
Mr. Don Hughes, Chairman
and Committee Members
Mr. Ben De Mayo, Counsel
County of Orange
10 Civic Center Plaza
Santa Ana, California 92701

Re: Response of June 27, 2011 E-Mail from Ms. Carolyn McInerney

Dear Chairman Hughes, Committee Members and Mr. De Mayo:

It has been brought to our attention that Orange County Supervisor John Moorlach’s committee
representative put forth a motion to table Map Plan #3 submitted by Santa Ana LULAC #147 at

the committee meeting of June 23.
Note, that Santa Ana LULAC #147 representatives were not able to be present at this meeting.

At this particular time of the committee meeting, Supervisor Moorlach’s Chief of Staff put forth
the motion to table Plan #3 for certain reasons that are noted below by him and discussion
followed on the other items.

Pursuant to committee request and of Supervisor's Moorlach committee representative; Ms.
Carolyn McInerney emailed the League of United Latin American Citizens — Santa Ana LULAC
#147 representatives of the issues which “were raised concerning Redistricting Proposal 3.

These issues were:

~ “The number of cities split by Proposal 3 far exceeds those of any other proposal the
committee is considering.”

RESPONSE: Yes, the committee and public have recognized the splitting of cities is allowed. Of
the original 24 map proposals submitted the splitting of cities by the proposals ranged from 0 to
14; with seven of these proposals having 5-6 cities split, the others (excluding Proposal 1) are
under 5 split cities.

~ “Proposal 3 splits the Asian community in the Little Saigon area in the current First
District.”

RESPONSE: Proposal 3 provides a 20.8% Non-Hispanic Asian of Population 18 and Over by
Race/Ethnicity category. This is approximately 6 points below other proposals. These same other
proposals lowered the Latino percentage of Population 18 and Over by approximately 6%.
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~ “Proposal 3 is the only proposal that places the current First and Fourth District
Supervisors in the same district. Since these are the only two members of the Board of
Supervisors who are not currently in their final term due to term limits, this proposal
seriously impacts the ability of the voters to maintain continuity of representation on
the Board ...”

RESPONSE: Santa Ana LULAC #147 abides by the criteria set forth by the Orange County
Redistricting Committee. We fully subscribe to the United States Constitution, the California
Constitution, Federal and State case law, the California Elections Code, the Federal Voting Rights
Act. The following criteria: 1) Near Equal Population (U.S. Census 2010); 2) Federal Voting
Rights Act; 3) additional criteria in no order.

The added criteria are: Keeping communities of interest together, compactness, keeping cities
whole, and others.

We believe Proposal 3 submitted by Santa Ana LULAC #147 reflects the population changes
occurring in Orange County and are in compliance with the Voting Rights Act and higher
considerations.

Thank you for the time you have taken to receive public input in your committee meetings and
the value you have placed with respect to the public’s comments before your group as you finalize
your recommendations. Please contact us if you wish additional information.

Sincerely,

Zeke Hernandez
President



