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00:02:16.000 ‐‐> 00:02:29.000
evening, everybody. I just want to give you some housekeeping notes here, we do
have sign in sheets so if you want to continue receiving the notification of these
meetings and get on our mailing list.
00:02:29.000 ‐‐> 00:02:38.000
Please do sign in, and then also if you don't know where the restrooms are they are
right outside of the lobby got turn right and then make an immediate left through
the hallway.
00:02:38.000 ‐‐> 00:02:46.000
And then if there's any, in case of any kind of emergency, make sure you grab one
of our staff, and we'll make sure we will take you out of the building safely.
00:02:46.000 ‐‐> 00:02:52.000
That's a chair. Thank you.
00:02:52.000 ‐‐> 00:03:09.000
You please leave the group in the flex Lewis.
00:03:09.000 ‐‐> 00:03:18.000
just stop
00:03:18.000 ‐‐> 00:03:28.000
and have the roll call please
00:03:28.000 ‐‐> 00:03:36.000
Brom present and present.
00:03:36.000 ‐‐> 00:03:40.000
and Baird of Mooney present.
00:03:40.000 ‐‐> 00:03:51.000
James Gretzky presents. Mike Morell with Rosen, Oscar, Oscar about this.
00:03:51.000 ‐‐> 00:03:56.000
President, Mr. Penny no president.
00:03:56.000 ‐‐> 00:03:58.000
Go and Flores.
00:03:58.000 ‐‐> 00:04:02.000
President.
00:04:02.000 ‐‐> 00:04:09.000
Hernandez.
00:04:09.000 ‐‐> 00:04:29.000

White. Any star of this man.
00:04:29.000 ‐‐> 00:04:33.000
I conclude the call.
00:04:33.000 ‐‐> 00:04:39.000
Just as a reminder, Ladies and gentlemen, as we continue to the processes evening.
00:04:39.000 ‐‐> 00:04:47.000
The when we come to this map try and process that will be the, Those that appear
that around the Dyess.
00:04:47.000 ‐‐> 00:04:54.000
The alternate will not be able to any lines or have any input.
00:04:54.000 ‐‐> 00:05:00.000
through this evening's program so that's just a reminder.
00:05:00.000 ‐‐> 00:05:13.000
Exciting on the agenda is the minutes from 929 meaning as everyone had an
opportunity to read the minutes, any additions or corrections to the minutes.
00:05:13.000 ‐‐> 00:05:16.000
Have a motion to approve
00:05:16.000 ‐‐> 00:05:26.000
properly moving the second to move on to minutes.
00:05:26.000 ‐‐> 00:05:29.000
Motion carries.
00:05:29.000 ‐‐> 00:05:38.000
Are there any additions or deletions to this evenings agenda
00:05:38.000 ‐‐> 00:05:41.000
in online.
00:05:41.000 ‐‐> 00:05:54.000
And then we'll move on to like, comment, Mr Ballinger
00:05:54.000 ‐‐> 00:06:00.000
think online at this time. Okay. Mr Fowler.
00:06:00.000 ‐‐> 00:06:03.000
Good evening chair.
00:06:03.000 ‐‐> 00:06:06.000
So yes we did receive some public comment.
00:06:06.000 ‐‐> 00:06:09.000

Through the redistricting email account.
00:06:09.000 ‐‐> 00:06:17.000
I will summarize those for you, excluding off topic spam and administrative
notifications.
00:06:17.000 ‐‐> 00:06:30.000
We have for one we received an email from Nancy callous Dini recommending that San
Joaquin County us representative district be represented by one us representative.
00:06:30.000 ‐‐> 00:06:37.000
Secondly, we received an email from Brian waddle asking if the map submissions,
need to be error free.
00:06:37.000 ‐‐> 00:06:49.000
Third, we received an email from Jacqueline Shah requesting the number of APN,
these are parcels with rural voters asked asking, which ones are agricultural.
00:06:49.000 ‐‐> 00:06:57.000
In a subsequent email Mrs Smith shot, including a map and explain that it
represented agricultural industry and veterans.
00:06:57.000 ‐‐> 00:07:04.000
And finally we received an email from Nicole Ames with comments and questions about
housing assistance.
00:07:04.000 ‐‐> 00:07:08.000
We also receive proposed Matt submitted by the public.
00:07:08.000 ‐‐> 00:07:18.000
And we received a number of them that the redistricting partners consultant will
review in today's presentation. Under the public publicly submitted maps.
00:07:18.000 ‐‐> 00:07:19.000
Thank you.
00:07:19.000 ‐‐> 00:07:49.000
Thank you very much. Moving on to the next item direct member disclosures, do we
have any disclosures. Yes, ma'am. It's very.
00:07:49.000 ‐‐> 00:07:54.000
pretty much any other disclosures back.
00:07:54.000 ‐‐> 00:08:03.000
I gave a presentation on redistricting on October six certain community in their
community center.
00:08:03.000 ‐‐> 00:08:23.000
And in addition, I talked. I've talked with term limited board supervisors when, as
well as Miller, as well as wins chief of staff to hear their thoughts on how

effective destructing aren't districts are
00:08:23.000 ‐‐> 00:08:25.000
miss my bed any anyone else.
00:08:25.000 ‐‐> 00:08:44.000
And we're going to do this together with the community contacts, I have to, I'm
going to be meeting once I get the phone call from the residence at Del Webb in
Mantega, they would like to gather some information on the redistricting I'm just
waiting for,
00:08:44.000 ‐‐> 00:09:04.000
for their call and order to make that contact and have the ability to talk to them.
On Thursday, October 28 I will be speaking to Mantega sunrise Kiwanis and giving
them the action in regards to the redistricting as it applies to the Board of
Supervisors
00:09:04.000 ‐‐> 00:09:07.000
in San Joaquin County.
00:09:07.000 ‐‐> 00:09:09.000
Okay. Any anyone else.
00:09:09.000 ‐‐> 00:09:10.000
Yes.
00:09:10.000 ‐‐> 00:09:12.000
And you know, I also spoke with.
00:09:12.000 ‐‐> 00:09:27.000
I also spoke with anyone else.
00:09:27.000 ‐‐> 00:09:31.000
No, no one online
00:09:31.000 ‐‐> 00:09:42.000
online at this time. Thank you very much. We're going to move to item eight This is
the Voting Rights Act section two discussion barrel.
00:09:42.000 ‐‐> 00:09:51.000
A come forward and provide us the information that Air Force to this evening.
00:09:51.000 ‐‐> 00:09:59.000
Good evening everybody so excited to finally be at the meeting where we're really
doing the map so this is this is our big moment.
00:09:59.000 ‐‐> 00:10:04.000
Okay, so I'm going to do a pretty quick presentation.
00:10:04.000 ‐‐> 00:10:16.000

The goal of the presentation is to make sure that as you move forward with the
drawing of the maps that each decision that you make is informed. I also want to
make sure that you know that you're supported in those decisions by both myself and
redistricting
00:10:16.000 ‐‐> 00:10:25.000
partners in terms of ensuring that each decision that you make is in fact compliant
with all of the various things we have to be compliant with so that's the goal.
00:10:25.000 ‐‐> 00:10:35.000
So, and some of this, you already know I'm going to reiterate it to the extent that
it helps us the Voting Rights Act puts it in context so we know to successfully
read district account.
00:10:35.000 ‐‐> 00:10:43.000
Read district to county. We need to adopt boundaries for the districts that are
substantially unequal and population so right we understand we've got an increase
in population.
00:10:43.000 ‐‐> 00:10:52.000
So what we're doing is we are now increasing the population in the nice district
and those need to be substantially equal so that's kind of required item one.
00:10:52.000 ‐‐> 00:11:03.000
But as we do that, we also have to comply with the US Constitution, the California
Constitution and the federal voting rights act so that is a lot of layers that
we're going to consider each time we consider a map.
00:11:03.000 ‐‐> 00:11:13.000
So, I provided you a memo and this is just kind of a, an, frosting on top of the
memo that is the cupcake so we'll kind of look at it that way. Okay.
00:11:13.000 ‐‐> 00:11:24.000
So what we did is, in the opposite county councils we had an analysis performed of
the census data, and of the historical voting patterns within the county.
00:11:24.000 ‐‐> 00:11:39.000
So after that analysis, we are now taking that analysis and we're working directly
with redistricting partners, so that we can advise you and ultimately advise the
board to make sure that all of that historical information in the census analysis
is included.
00:11:39.000 ‐‐> 00:11:57.000
So the analysis showed us that, to avoid a section to voters Rights Act violation.
We need to drive district one very carefully. So, I am not here to give you, you
know every bit of the voters Rights Act, not to be flipping back, we can Google
that right.
00:11:57.000 ‐‐> 00:12:04.000
My job is to take that voters Rights Act and make sure you understand what it means

for you in this map so that's what we're doing.
00:12:04.000 ‐‐> 00:12:27.000
So that's what the analysis showed us is that we have a very. We have a potential
for violation in district one. And that's what we're going to be really careful
about the other districts populations don't set us up for that same kind of risk.
00:12:27.000 ‐‐> 00:12:40.000
So we're going to go ahead and I have a very quick slideshow again it's just going
to kind of support us so for district one there's currently a Latino voting age
population of 47.7%.
00:12:40.000 ‐‐> 00:12:51.000
And at that percentage, the Latino vote in district one is being heard. So, that
district is working. It is currently compliant under the Voting Rights Act.
00:12:51.000 ‐‐> 00:13:01.000
So, we press the big button one time, and we get motivated, they've gotten one
time, okay.
00:13:01.000 ‐‐> 00:13:10.000
So, as we read dr district one with that risk in mind right that's, that's the
context within which were living.
00:13:10.000 ‐‐> 00:13:17.000
We have three requirements that are in place to as we drive district when we want
to consider these three requirements so that's what I'm going to go through
quickly.
00:13:17.000 ‐‐> 00:13:25.000
They are in essence in the memo. I'm also going to verbally give them to you so
we're going to use all of our learning types tonight plan.
00:13:25.000 ‐‐> 00:13:26.000
Alright.
00:13:26.000 ‐‐> 00:13:45.000
So, first the Latino voting age, like I said, is working, 47.7%. So, our first
rule, our first requirement the first constraint we're going to operate under is
that the Latino eligible voter percentage in district One should not be reduced.
00:13:45.000 ‐‐> 00:13:57.000
The reason it should not be reduced in voters right sec terms, is that it's an
effective opportunity district so what does all this mean, again we're going to go
through this quickly Latino is defined in the census so that means people who
reported.
00:13:57.000 ‐‐> 00:14:11.000
And it's a little nuance, but essentially people who reported Hispanic or Latino,
regardless of race, they self reported that in the census. That is what Latino

means in terms of the census and of course in terms of eligible voters, those are
people who
00:14:11.000 ‐‐> 00:14:20.000
are legally can cast ballots so that's the percentage are really focused on. So
this requirement means that to remain compliant.
00:14:20.000 ‐‐> 00:14:23.000
We cannot reduce that percentage.
00:14:23.000 ‐‐> 00:14:36.000
Below 47.7%, and if it's possible what we want to see we'll talk about that more as
we actually want to strengthen it. So we want to preserve and strengthen that
Latino voting age population to avoid a violation of section to.
00:14:36.000 ‐‐> 00:14:50.000
So, what is an opportunity district right I'm saying it's operating it's working.
It's working as an opportunity district so what is that essentially an opportunity
district is when a district has a minority group, in this case we're obviously
talking
00:14:50.000 ‐‐> 00:15:06.000
about Latinos, and they have shown in past elections that they are able to
successfully as a group, elect candidates of their choice, we see that in district
one and if we drop that percentage, there's an assumption that they are not going
to be successful
00:15:06.000 ‐‐> 00:15:17.000
in in electing a candidate of their choice, and therefore if we drop percentage
down what we're doing is we're diluting their vote.
00:15:17.000 ‐‐> 00:15:22.000
And that is where we end up in a section two analysis or section two violation
problem.
00:15:22.000 ‐‐> 00:15:35.000
So, to get into more detail on that but I'm not going to that's where you would
look in the memo and you'd identify the gimbals tests. The gimbals tests gets us we
walk through that analysis we end up where district one is and then we realize
that's what
00:15:35.000 ‐‐> 00:15:43.000
we're trying to preserve an opportunity district so I'm always happy to answer more
detailed questions on that. The memo kind of breaks it down. We're breaking it down
even even further.
00:15:43.000 ‐‐> 00:15:56.000
Okay, so the second requirement, when we are redefining district. One is the
district needs to remain an opportunity district right so that means we need to be
47.7% Latino voting age or higher.

00:15:56.000 ‐‐> 00:16:10.000
Right. In, and there is a to what percentage essentially that this is included for
your information, the key information is there at the bottom district one is
effective so we need to, it doesn't need to exceed 50 and needs to.
00:16:10.000 ‐‐> 00:16:23.000
We need to identify where it where it works, it works at 47.7, and we want to see a
percentage higher than that so 47.7 is essentially our floor in some districts.
00:16:23.000 ‐‐> 00:16:32.000
We don't see it in district one when you don't see that they're an effective voting
district what you have to do is you both have to increase that percentage.
00:16:32.000
And then you
that have it
actually low
be

‐‐> 00:16:43.000
also have to actually buffer that sometimes up to their court cases
up to the mid 50s, and what you're doing then as you're buffering for
voter turnout and there's some various other factors that actually can

00:16:43.000 ‐‐> 00:16:53.000
This actually can be a very complicated analysis, we don't see that in district one
so I'm just laying out for you. The floor is 47.7 for the Latino voting age for
district one.
00:16:53.000 ‐‐> 00:17:06.000
And we want to see it, if possible, up higher. I think what we're going to see
tonight are maps to get you into the 15.3 15.8 rains and that's what you want to
see that's going to strengthen and preserve that opportunity district for the
Latino voting
00:17:06.000 ‐‐> 00:17:07.000
age population.
00:17:07.000 ‐‐> 00:17:10.000
OK,
00:17:10.000 ‐‐> 00:17:24.000
so now the third one, and this is kind of like in the land of, of, kind of obvious
but I put it in any way. So, we know that we have an increase in population, as we
increase that population we have to do it in a way that also increases of course
that
00:17:24.000 ‐‐> 00:17:36.000
load Latino voting age population but to state what you guys are experts in now is
when we do that, we have to increase it in a way that of course considers uniting
neighborhoods in coins right so back to the beginning.
00:17:36.000 ‐‐> 00:17:43.000
We're back to coin rate so that's where we're just going to flag, you if you just

say hey we're going to increase population and that gets our percentage.
00:17:43.000 ‐‐> 00:17:54.000
We also don't have to do that in a way that protects unites neighborhoods and boys.
So, how is this going to work right. You don't need to become experts in the voting
rights.
00:17:54.000 ‐‐> 00:18:03.000
Voting Rights Act. So the way that it's worked as I have worked with redistricting
partners so the maps that are going to be presented to you tonight are compliant,
and so forth.
00:18:03.000 ‐‐> 00:18:15.000
So the way that we've operationalize This is we've gone ahead and put that set of
requirements into the maps that you'll be presented with tonight. The reason that
we want to flag it give you a little bit of education so you're making those
informed choices
00:18:15.000 ‐‐> 00:18:27.000
is that, as you go to potentially modify those maps based on, on, you know,
obviously you're informed as, as you make changes to this map. I want you to be
aware of this.
00:18:27.000 ‐‐> 00:18:34.000
So if we say hey flag on the play right we're looking at those percentages, you
have an understanding of what that means.
00:18:34.000 ‐‐> 00:18:45.000
And, you know, I want you to remember that both redistricting partners and I are
here to answer this question so if you say I really want to see this shift or I
really want to see this, we certainly can look at it, and will consider it but we
are always
00:18:45.000 ‐‐> 00:18:57.000
working within the constraints of the Constitution, including the federal voting
rights act so I am happy to take any questions or if there's anything you want to
focus in on I'm happy to discuss that further.
00:18:57.000 ‐‐> 00:19:08.000
But I am open to any questions that you have a question I have, it's more of an
educational question I guess and for myself and the entire diet is.
00:19:08.000 ‐‐> 00:19:25.000
We're going to be provided information coming from redistricting partners, but when
we look at the group of Hispanic population of the voting voting age, are they
pretty much concentrated in one location or they spread out through the entire
district
00:19:25.000 ‐‐> 00:19:36.000
are all pretty much in one location is that, so I'm definitely going to hand that

over to the demographers, we do have that information, I'm just curious.
00:19:36.000 ‐‐> 00:19:39.000
So I'm going to let the smart people talk and I'm going to sit down.
00:19:39.000 ‐‐> 00:19:43.000
Thank you very much for your presentation.
00:19:43.000 ‐‐> 00:20:04.000
answer your question they're mostly mostly concentrated in a lot of the district
ones that you'll see the draft maps in central and southern Stockton, there are
pockets, all throughout the county, but you really, When you draw a compliant but
the section
00:20:04.000 ‐‐> 00:20:24.000
you want it to look like other seats, you don't want to have lots of fingers and
legs and arms and beaks and strange shapes to go. Right. So that's one of the
reasons we drew the district ones and most of the health plans, very compact and
kind of to
00:20:24.000 ‐‐> 00:20:30.000
act as a hub or a center point that all the other districts kind of rotate around.
00:20:30.000 ‐‐> 00:20:46.000
That's a little more answer than your question but no and I think it's important
because it's just you know how, what is the concentration, are we looking at one
thing because it becomes difficult, and I and I know that, understand that you're
going to
00:20:46.000 ‐‐> 00:20:55.000
provide that information to us. But as we tend to if we were going to look at it
from the Dyess, and we start to look at those numbers and all that then things
start to spread.
00:20:55.000 ‐‐> 00:21:04.000
And then all of a sudden you do not have contiguous wines.
00:21:04.000 ‐‐> 00:21:09.000
They may just clarify to the chair, when I'm talking about 47 I'm talking about
district one.
00:21:09.000 ‐‐> 00:21:19.000
Okay, so we're talking district by district so read the answer was kind of both in
regards to district one and then the county but ok so i just want to be, I don't
want to thank you very much for, for clarification.
00:21:19.000 ‐‐> 00:21:22.000
Is there any other questions. Yes, sir. roster.
00:21:22.000 ‐‐> 00:21:37.000

I did have a question about the potential Jeopardy that may be facing this process,
if we are presented with three draft maps as we have been tonight with 15.8%, all
three of them, I think had the same percentage.
00:21:37.000 ‐‐> 00:21:46.000
If through the process of moving the lines, we drop closer to the current floor of
47.6, whatever it is.
00:21:46.000 ‐‐> 00:21:59.000
In other words, if we move off a 50.8 for some other reason for a reason that is
supported by the process but that does reduce it from 50.8. Is there any Jeopardy
to us, or to the process.
00:21:59.000 ‐‐> 00:22:15.000
I'm seeing more legally I think we're going to switch out here tag. If we decide on
a map that ends at 48.5 is someone going to come forward later and say, the
redistricting commission was presented with three maps that has over 50%.
00:22:15.000 ‐‐> 00:22:34.000
They brought us out of 48, and that by itself is a college for some action, a great
question, and I, and I appreciate that your can contextualizing and in terms of of
of a risk right because anytime a lawyer stands and gives you advice, we're giving
you
00:22:34.000 ‐‐> 00:22:42.000
a risk analysis right there. We live in the gray area. So, so to answer your
question.
00:22:42.000 ‐‐> 00:22:45.000
Anyone can anyone.
00:22:45.000 ‐‐> 00:22:58.000
The question is will they win. And, and my answer to you is, if that hypothetical
happened, we, we were presented with 53 50.8 maths, and for district one, and we
dropped down to 48 and, and here's why.
00:22:58.000 ‐‐> 00:23:11.000
And we have a good record of it as at the rack and the district is otherwise
compliant meaning it is, it is compact it is popular you know we're close to the
audio population we're meeting all of those layers of requirements that we were
talking about.
00:23:11.000 ‐‐> 00:23:21.000
Then, although they could make a challenge I don't believe they would be
successful. So what I would, what I would say is I think for the in that scenario,
the county is very defensible.
00:23:21.000 ‐‐> 00:23:29.000
I think the district would be found to be compliant with the Voting Rights Act.
Now, if we had no reason at all.

00:23:29.000 ‐‐> 00:23:39.000
And we didn't have a basis and we said, you know, we just want to cut this out
because it makes the shape of a dinosaur, we probably would not be defensive or a
visionary and permission.
00:23:39.000 ‐‐> 00:23:53.000
And, you know, and and I have used redistricting to drive dinosaur so you can do
that. It was not compliant with section to that. So, that is where we're going to
really try and make sure that we have a clear record as to the decisions that we're
making.
00:23:53.000 ‐‐> 00:24:04.000
But I do believe in that hypothetical you would be defensible, and we would be
compliant I, I guess what I want to just end with two is that when we are asking
these questions and playing through these hypotheticals.
00:24:04.000 ‐‐> 00:24:20.000
With the Voting Rights Act does its entire purpose is to ensure there's no action
in redistricting and other various actions that dilute the vote. So if so we won't
want to dilute the vote now, so we can move those percentages but we're not going
to see
00:24:20.000 ‐‐> 00:24:33.000
a dilution to the point that it's not an effective district in terms of opportunity
definitions. Thank you for the fullness of your answer that great question, or
anyone on the diocese has any other questions.
00:24:33.000 ‐‐> 00:24:38.000
Anyone online. Yes Mr Mooney.
00:24:38.000 ‐‐> 00:24:43.000
We all, you always put this up there well somebody could sue it you know sue for.
00:24:43.000 ‐‐> 00:24:59.000
What are the odds with somebody, or what's the, what would the advantage to
somebody Suan be I mean except for representation i mean is there really a founding
that I like to spend the money for it.
00:24:59.000 ‐‐> 00:25:03.000
Oh, well.
00:25:03.000 ‐‐> 00:25:08.000
Oh, you and I should talk offline.
00:25:08.000 ‐‐> 00:25:22.000
No, sir, remember any challenge to the Voting Rights Act is, is, is a position
taken to protect the vote to ensure that something didn't dilute the vote so the
claim would really need to encapsulate that the county's action.

00:25:22.000 ‐‐> 00:25:38.000
Took a minority group who was being effective again was effectively able to adopt a
candidate of their choice. And we took actions to specifically dilute their vote,
and that would need to be the basis of their claim.
00:25:38.000 ‐‐> 00:25:53.000
And, and if that happened what we would be forced to do is there would be a lawsuit
and we would we would be in a holding pattern and they would be certainly costs.
00:25:53.000 ‐‐> 00:26:06.000
and having to go through the process again under generally the optics within a
court battle so there is actually, there is a place in California. This is the
current.
00:26:06.000 ‐‐> 00:26:14.000
It just went through this. And so in fact they drew and that was that was
challenged and in fact, they didn't have a good basis for the challenge.
00:26:14.000 ‐‐> 00:26:23.000
They then had to redraw them within the context of a court case which is, you know,
it's a Herculean effort by it, a jurisdiction so we don't want to do it.
00:26:23.000 ‐‐> 00:26:37.000
We also would never want there to be a finding that we've made a decision that's
diluted the vote in any way so we're particularly careful about it, or yes we're My
point is if we don't go below that 40 said as long as we keep it above, 47, where
it is
00:26:37.000 ‐‐> 00:26:39.000
now.
00:26:39.000 ‐‐> 00:26:52.000
I'll be okay right yeah i mean i think there's both the letter of the law and the
spirit of law and so what we're going to be really advocating is that while the
letter of the law, is there a court cases that interpret the federal voting rights
x are
00:26:52.000 ‐‐> 00:27:01.000
always very careful about those, those are very clear that we want to see it. Both
maintained and strengthened and, and when I say that I would like to see.
00:27:01.000 ‐‐> 00:27:15.000
I'd like to see us bolster that just a little bit because we do have court cases
that tell us that we are always needing to be cognizant of things like low voter
turnout and other factors that are listed in your memo where we do see that in
district one
00:27:15.000 ‐‐> 00:27:18.000
so we would like to see it.

00:27:18.000 ‐‐> 00:27:33.000
preserved and strengthen so I'd like to feel that a buffer there I think that makes
us even more defensible in any challenge because it really shows that we wanted to
ensure that no vote was deleted or good very good, like say part was just.
00:27:33.000 ‐‐> 00:27:49.000
What do you really want to challenge some of this stuff I mean I don't know, I
think, maybe it's not always about whether it pencils out right there are
certainly, you know, pots of money for for federal suits or suits against counties
and we see it they're
00:27:49.000 ‐‐> 00:28:00.000
funded in various ways. So, unlike in in business practice where you say oh well
that doesn't pencil out so you do a risk analysis based on the likelihood that
somebody is economically going to make that decision.
00:28:00.000 ‐‐> 00:28:10.000
Instead what we see in redistricting and voting rights challenges is there may be a
regional estate, some kind of pattern that that a group of trying to forward so we
certainly don't want to try and predict that.
00:28:10.000 ‐‐> 00:28:15.000
So we're just going to be HIPAA compliant.
00:28:15.000 ‐‐> 00:28:18.000
Any other questions.
00:28:18.000 ‐‐> 00:28:26.000
By the way, give, give anyone, any reason to, to enable sale in there, done that.
00:28:26.000 ‐‐> 00:28:27.000
Okay.
00:28:27.000 ‐‐> 00:28:28.000
Is.
00:28:28.000 ‐‐> 00:28:36.000
Before we go on Is there anyone in the audience that would like to make any
comments.
00:28:36.000 ‐‐> 00:28:43.000
Yes Ma'am, please come forward.
00:28:43.000 ‐‐> 00:28:50.000
Yes ma'am mess up Do they
00:28:50.000 ‐‐> 00:29:07.000
need to state my name, what would you like your name please. Yes, Terry headon I
live in Lodi. I was wondering I attended the last meeting and had to leave early,
but are we going to be able to compare some old map tonight to what you've redrawn

or what
00:29:07.000 ‐‐> 00:29:18.000
you're submitting this evening, Mr Jaffe will will those. We have no maps to
review.
00:29:18.000 ‐‐> 00:29:29.000
So, the idea is that we've, we've basically looked at all the publicly submitted
maps and created three drafts that come from those.
00:29:29.000 ‐‐> 00:29:46.000
And we can compare and contrast we'd like. But they're all. All three are based on
publicly submitted maps right, but we have no comparison. I mean, if we had an
opportunity.
00:29:46.000 ‐‐> 00:29:54.000
So we can, we can look at current other districts options as well.
00:29:54.000 ‐‐> 00:30:04.000
I just want to make the comparison of the old map versus what is being presented.
Yeah, yes, there will be comparisons our district versus what's being proposed.
00:30:04.000 ‐‐> 00:30:10.000
Yeah, okay. Okay, second of all, Do we have any reporters here for many newspapers.
00:30:10.000 ‐‐> 00:30:21.000
I not see one, but that doesn't mean that there's not. If there's transparency for
all of this. Is there a reason there are no reporters.
00:30:21.000 ‐‐> 00:30:35.000
But you know, I could go to our bed he and I just had that discussion information
which has been sent to the proposed meeting meeting dates, times, etc.
00:30:35.000 ‐‐> 00:30:41.000
I've talked to one reporter and I would expect it, you know what I would have
gotten a call from him.
00:30:41.000 ‐‐> 00:30:42.000
Got nothing.
00:30:42.000 ‐‐> 00:30:46.000
So,
00:30:46.000 ‐‐> 00:30:51.000
yesterday sir please come forward.
00:30:51.000 ‐‐> 00:31:04.000
By the way, thank you very much for you people showing up. My name is Matt le Gallo
I live on South Adelbert and district one. And I'm like some clarification, a
hearing the word dilute.

00:31:04.000 ‐‐> 00:31:12.000
And I'm sort of thinking, manipulate and diluting the boat versus manipulating the
boat.
00:31:12.000 ‐‐> 00:31:17.000
I, the choice of words
00:31:17.000 ‐‐> 00:31:21.000
marrow.
00:31:21.000 ‐‐> 00:31:35.000
Specifically language from the federal voting rights act so we are both
interpreting the act itself and then the court cases that have interpreted various
times for the where a redistricting has been challenged, based on the Voting Rights
Act and that
00:31:35.000 ‐‐> 00:31:51.000
is specifically a word that's used in the act and in the court cases and and
really, it gets down to and we covered this in some of the workshops, but it really
comes down to the term of gerrymandering or gerrymandering where there was, in
fact, court
00:31:51.000 ‐‐> 00:31:57.000
determined manipulation of maps, in order to question someone's position.
00:31:57.000 ‐‐> 00:32:24.000
And so we're going to do it to ensure that we as the government and see you're not
making those determinations to manipulate or delete certain groups votes.
00:32:24.000 ‐‐> 00:32:34.000
So I'm going to hold on let me give you the mic because right now we have people
who are listening and they're not able to hear you so we can hear you, but you're
not actually in the record so many hand you this.
00:32:34.000 ‐‐> 00:32:39.000
You know, my concern is with.
00:32:39.000 ‐‐> 00:32:46.000
No, not dilute the vote. Well, Where is someone's going to lose something
someplace.
00:32:46.000 ‐‐> 00:32:54.000
I know we're, we're trying to only address district. One
00:32:54.000 ‐‐> 00:33:00.000
thing might look awful spotty. I don't know how you're going to end up with a
straight edge anywhere.
00:33:00.000 ‐‐> 00:33:03.000

That's. I'm just concerned with that.
00:33:03.000 ‐‐> 00:33:12.000
He's got one big battle ahead of them, because we're going to end up with blocks
and looking like a zipper going down the road.
00:33:12.000 ‐‐> 00:33:20.000
I'm going to construe that is manipulation or dilution over the definition is.
00:33:20.000 ‐‐> 00:33:23.000
No, I'm just a little concerned with where we might be going.
00:33:23.000 ‐‐> 00:33:25.000
Thank you for your comment.
00:33:25.000 ‐‐> 00:33:34.000
Anyone else shot.
00:33:34.000 ‐‐> 00:33:39.000
Welcome.
00:33:39.000 ‐‐> 00:33:49.000
Thank you that I've been able to submit happen that some of you have helped to
research, like us gland.
00:33:49.000 ‐‐> 00:34:05.000
If the questions are so why is it the farmers, the number one, agricultural. Number
one, economic driver man for everything.
00:34:05.000 ‐‐> 00:34:11.000
With county taxes,
00:34:11.000 ‐‐> 00:34:29.000
The same with the city of Lodi. We don't vote for them to keep going on to fail. If
I may, I, my great dog came from Scotland, and let's map see pick the most fertile
soil McCullough River.
00:34:29.000 ‐‐> 00:34:36.000
German enough three to four different ways they're trying to take her water.
00:34:36.000 ‐‐> 00:34:42.000
Oh, how do we have the farmers for couch.
00:34:42.000 ‐‐> 00:34:59.000
Calm it is China, obviously the farmers doesn't count it before. And yet we have
fresh food crops for 50% of the nation much from here. So, That's the reason we
found your 20,900 parcels as like Glenn failed.
00:34:59.000 ‐‐> 00:35:12.000
That's what Glenn failed. And then he searched veterans. We have six different

veteran offices, but we don't have a candle for veterans, and the thing with
farmers, is that we counted parcels.
00:35:12.000 ‐‐> 00:35:23.000
Well, each parcel doesn't just have one Oh, there's can be two or more. And there
can be corporate board memberships.
00:35:23.000 ‐‐> 00:35:28.000
White Race vegetable processing nut processing.
00:35:28.000 ‐‐> 00:35:33.000
All these workers, and yet we're
00:35:33.000 ‐‐> 00:35:44.000
calling it the ballgame. where votes count. So that's the reason.
00:35:44.000 ‐‐> 00:36:14.000
I said, and I know the word used in the planning, agriculture, industry, or
actually farmers industry and veterans, because veterans are protecting the
property.
00:36:15.000 ‐‐> 00:36:27.000
Voters so that's the score posed that we excuse my interface with allergies.
00:36:27.000 ‐‐> 00:36:29.000
As we found with veterans.
00:36:29.000 ‐‐> 00:36:36.000
Sarah six different departments, but they don't even know how many veterans we have
it set my King County.
00:36:36.000 ‐‐> 00:36:45.000
Oh, we should count. I think most of us agree. So, that was.
00:36:45.000 ‐‐> 00:36:54.000
I try to say, well, it's green outside of the talents and we're okay well that's
just the acreage account.
00:36:54.000 ‐‐> 00:37:10.000
Okay, out of somebody can help with account up parcels, then it's better to have
six different districts. So the easiest way is to simply add.
00:37:10.000 ‐‐> 00:37:18.000
Consider adding supervisor, a six supervisor to camp. All the farmers.
00:37:18.000 ‐‐> 00:37:26.000
the industry, and maybe even the veterans who have no account.
00:37:26.000 ‐‐> 00:37:31.000
And those two coins.

00:37:31.000 ‐‐> 00:37:35.000
So I came to listen.
00:37:35.000 ‐‐> 00:37:37.000
I got a tough job.
00:37:37.000 ‐‐> 00:37:39.000
Thank you very much.
00:37:39.000 ‐‐> 00:37:40.000
Thank you.
00:37:40.000 ‐‐> 00:37:47.000
And and just do an answer about the six district.
00:37:47.000 ‐‐> 00:37:52.000
That would take a vote of the entire county.
00:37:52.000 ‐‐> 00:37:58.000
In order to make that happen. Number one, And then that has to come for the border.
00:37:58.000 ‐‐> 00:38:09.000
The Board of Supervisors. Our shelf sis this panel appear does not have that
authority to do that, number one. Number two, as we continue to move this process
forward.
00:38:09.000 ‐‐> 00:38:26.000
And even if it did have to go through that complete process and get a scrub where
we need to be. So, that will not happen as we continue to look at six and then,
even if it did, it's going to require that seventh district, because you're not
going to
00:38:26.000 ‐‐> 00:38:33.000
have even number of supervisors, as you go forward with a gentleman named Sam.
00:38:33.000 ‐‐> 00:38:41.000
Sam a tale that comes, it will suit. Well who would be suing probably the farmers.
00:38:41.000 ‐‐> 00:38:49.000
That's what I CPA says is, you can pay less for the crops, getting charged more
taxes.
00:38:49.000 ‐‐> 00:38:51.000
And we have no vote. We don't have.
00:38:51.000 ‐‐> 00:38:54.000
We don't have the county.
00:38:54.000 ‐‐> 00:38:57.000

Nothing wrong with Chuck.
00:38:57.000 ‐‐> 00:39:06.000
Chuck it voted for him because he was a CHP protect from improperly. Thank you.
Thank you. Is there anyone else.
00:39:06.000 ‐‐> 00:39:22.000
Then Then we're going to move on to the next item communities of interest in
submission some reason trans, that is Mr. Chris Chaffee from the redistricting
partners, happy.
00:39:22.000 ‐‐> 00:39:24.000
Hello, once again.
00:39:24.000 ‐‐> 00:39:27.000
Great to be back.
00:39:27.000 ‐‐> 00:39:34.000
What I'd like to do is go through some of the public submissions that have come in.
00:39:34.000 ‐‐> 00:39:46.000
Since we last met on this first one, you can see is much like an agricultural
interest map that we've seen before.
00:39:46.000 ‐‐> 00:39:55.000
That which includes Lodi and goes down, and include the eastern part of the county.
00:39:55.000 ‐‐> 00:39:58.000
This map.
00:39:58.000 ‐‐> 00:40:03.000
Again, it looks a lot like the current district lines.
00:40:03.000 ‐‐> 00:40:17.000
There's a slight difference because Lodi is in the teal district, the the Western
District rather than in district for that which would be the, I guess the lighter
green.
00:40:17.000 ‐‐> 00:40:21.000
But you still see you see the two Stockton seats.
00:40:21.000 ‐‐> 00:40:27.000
And the magenta district is very similar to district five, which has Mountain
House.
00:40:27.000 ‐‐> 00:40:35.000
Part of Mantega I believe and, of course, Tracy,
00:40:35.000 ‐‐> 00:40:55.000
this district map again has is a little bit different, has like a northern agrarian

rural district, based in Lodi with a little bit of Stockton has a similar district
in northern Stockton has a district one or similar district to district one.
00:40:55.000 ‐‐> 00:41:16.000
And then you have a Western, or sorry, an Eastern teal district. That includes
repin way through up and kind of the rural areas, and again you have the magenta
district that includes Mountain House part of Antica, and your Tracy and I.
00:41:16.000 ‐‐> 00:41:29.000
Sorry. And that, that takes in later. Man tks holes in going into district. What is
this video yeah I'm sorry I switched meant he can play through.
00:41:29.000 ‐‐> 00:41:32.000
Fine.
00:41:32.000 ‐‐> 00:41:50.000
Again, here's another district with that same like reverse L, or the seven that
we've seen and I think that first math.
00:41:50.000 ‐‐> 00:42:04.000
And again, you'd have to kind of stopped in Bay seats and Mantega Lathrop seed as
well with parts I think of self Stockton.
00:42:04.000 ‐‐> 00:42:29.000
This is another district that we've or another kind of makeup that we've seen
before again to to Stockton see a Lodi TLC a rural seed that includes Mantega repin
and so on and then again a district, kind of like a district five seed that has
Tracy Mountain
00:42:29.000 ‐‐> 00:42:46.000
House, and later up. And the reason I'm using kind of the current lines as a, as a
descriptor is just because we've all, I think seen that map before, and I want to
compare it to something you've seen, and probably a little bit more knowledge of
rather
00:42:46.000 ‐‐> 00:42:57.000
than trying to compare all of these to the different. The three draft plans that
are, you'll be seeing in a minute.
00:42:57.000 ‐‐> 00:43:00.000
This is again a very similar.
00:43:00.000 ‐‐> 00:43:15.000
One of the things I think we have to realize in some of these maps that I haven't
talked about like this one has a maximum deviation of 14% so it's, it's, you can
see the magenta district is just
00:43:15.000 ‐‐> 00:43:25.000
22,000 over. So, To start with, couldn't be a good basis.

00:43:25.000 ‐‐> 00:43:30.000
Here's another map very similar to the one we've already seen.
00:43:30.000 ‐‐> 00:43:37.000
And now we're going to get into a little bit of coin submissions. This one is the
London area.
00:43:37.000 ‐‐> 00:43:42.000
Very cool and enclosed community was their submission on the description.
00:43:42.000 ‐‐> 00:43:56.000
And I think a lot of Linden is included hole and most of the district plans will be
seeing
00:43:56.000 ‐‐> 00:44:04.000
this district is community. Community area of River Island,
00:44:04.000 ‐‐> 00:44:22.000
I believe, again, this district, most of the time will be included with Tracy
sometimes it may move into Western District depending on the draft plan.
00:44:22.000 ‐‐> 00:44:24.000
Repeat.
00:44:24.000 ‐‐> 00:44:29.000
Again, you're seeing a lot of these this
00:44:29.000 ‐‐> 00:44:38.000
district like this with the seven with Lodi connected to rip rip in and so on.
00:44:38.000 ‐‐> 00:44:53.000
With a Tracy. This looks like it has part of laser been part of Antica and then
again to to Stockton seeds and then most of Mantega most of Lathrop is in the teal
district,
00:44:53.000 ‐‐> 00:45:06.000
this, this, this plan is, I think, again similar it, the magenta district comes
across, and take some more of the aggro the eastern areas of the county.
00:45:06.000 ‐‐> 00:45:18.000
And this one draws Mountain House up into a seat with laser up and Mantega and
Western Delta.
00:45:18.000 ‐‐> 00:45:20.000
For more,
00:45:20.000 ‐‐> 00:45:24.000
this.
00:45:24.000 ‐‐> 00:45:26.000

It's the whole county.
00:45:26.000 ‐‐> 00:45:31.000
I think that may be a plan for the statewide commission to think about.
00:45:31.000 ‐‐> 00:45:45.000
And the final map that we're going to go go through, is this one. Again, this has
an interesting U shaped around Stockton, where it takes in most of the Delta Lodi.
00:45:45.000 ‐‐> 00:45:58.000
And I think touches on some of the Eastern census designated places, but then build
the district, the blue district, based in Tracy Mountain House and part of a
throat.
00:45:58.000 ‐‐> 00:46:12.000
And then has the two Stockton seats that you've seen in almost every single plan.
And then this yellow district that is most authentic it looks like part of Southern
Stockton and goes over into Ripon an Escalade.
00:46:12.000 ‐‐> 00:46:20.000
Those are the draft plans that have come forward since we've last seen each other.
00:46:20.000 ‐‐> 00:46:33.000
And one of the things I wanted to do in the presentation is go through kind of the
plans that we elevated the public. Can we just go back to that. Sorry.
00:46:33.000 ‐‐> 00:46:52.000
Yeah, that slide please. So, if I'm assuming, and this is just an assumption on my
part, that if we look at, at the blue that would be district five and the, what I
would these be number.
00:46:52.000 ‐‐> 00:47:05.000
Do you have any idea, I mean I think you would probably if you were looking to the
current lines, the blue district would be district five, the magenta district would
be district one, the teal will be two.
00:47:05.000 ‐‐> 00:47:13.000
I guess I wouldn't make the, I mean sorry the light green would be to the teal
would be three and yellow before.
00:47:13.000 ‐‐> 00:47:21.000
I think the to the yellow districts.
00:47:21.000 ‐‐> 00:47:29.000
I think technically loader Lodi and not technically Lodi is in for right now.
00:47:29.000 ‐‐> 00:47:36.000
So it's a question of like how you'd number is. Those two. Okay.
00:47:36.000 ‐‐> 00:47:38.000

Yes, sir.
00:47:38.000 ‐‐> 00:47:48.000
Chris were any of the publicly submitted maps that we just looked at evaluated
against the era requirement.
00:47:48.000 ‐‐> 00:47:49.000
These warrant.
00:47:49.000 ‐‐> 00:47:52.000
We received them in the last couple days.
00:47:52.000 ‐‐> 00:48:08.000
But we will evaluate them, and come up with come out with a basically a data set
for each of them with deviations and and see that totals. Thank you.
00:48:08.000 ‐‐> 00:48:11.000
Question Chairman, Mike Morell it.
00:48:11.000 ‐‐> 00:48:18.000
Yes Mr more went just just for clarity for everyone.
00:48:18.000 ‐‐> 00:48:23.000
Are we going to use color coding, from now on.
00:48:23.000 ‐‐> 00:48:36.000
And you're so can we get like a legend that just spells it out so we can continue
so everyone knows, clean myself and the public. What color is we're going to
correspond
00:48:36.000 ‐‐> 00:48:46.000
unless we number, I'm only going to use colors because of that that's the district
or maps. But as you'll see going forward all the draft maps are numbered one
through five.
00:48:46.000 ‐‐> 00:48:48.000
Okay.
00:48:48.000 ‐‐> 00:48:51.000
You understand that Mr more went.
00:48:51.000 ‐‐> 00:48:55.000
Yes.
00:48:55.000 ‐‐> 00:49:04.000
Thank you. Is anyone else online they have a question, Ballinger.
00:49:04.000 ‐‐> 00:49:07.000
Thank you for having this academy.

00:49:07.000 ‐‐> 00:49:11.000
Yes sir Mr Krinsky.
00:49:11.000 ‐‐> 00:49:17.000
I'm sorry I had a question I had my hand raised. He saw Hernandez.
00:49:17.000 ‐‐> 00:49:19.000
Yes, Miss Fernando.
00:49:19.000 ‐‐> 00:49:23.000
Um, Okay. In the first presentation I seen that.
00:49:23.000 ‐‐> 00:49:29.000
I've seen in our first presentation we were trying to say that we weren't going to
be diluting district one.
00:49:29.000 ‐‐> 00:49:43.000
How, how does that happen if we can draw these maps and then named them totally
different, a different district numbers has.
00:49:43.000 ‐‐> 00:49:51.000
I guess my question is, is there a rule that number one that you make district, one
has to remain in that area.
00:49:51.000 ‐‐> 00:49:54.000
District two has to remain in a certain area, or.
00:49:54.000 ‐‐> 00:50:07.000
I mean because of the map that I'm looking at right now that they're sharing i mean
it's it's a total different map. I mean, districts are in total different spots.
00:50:07.000 ‐‐> 00:50:21.000
So these are just the publicly submitted maps as Commissioner Oscar pointed out
these haven't been evaluated for VR a compliance at this time. But just looking at
this map, the magenta district.
00:50:21.000 ‐‐> 00:50:37.000
I don't think would hit the would have a seat Latino see map of over 47.7, given
the districts that we've drawn in included in the draft maps that are coming,
coming soon.
00:50:37.000 ‐‐> 00:50:52.000
Okay. Just a reminder, I allowed the question to be as a half. But going forward.
The questions will only be addressed to those on the Dyess and not to the
alternate.
00:50:52.000 ‐‐> 00:51:00.000
So, just for clarity as we continue and making sure that we're doing the process
correctly, I apologize. I'm sorry.

00:51:00.000 ‐‐> 00:51:03.000
That's okay, Mr grand scheme.
00:51:03.000 ‐‐> 00:51:28.000
Yes. Yeah, again, just the question of how many public maps have actually been
submitted, if this is enough time for this question chair. Please say so but I was
just curious why we're going through the, go ahead and ask your question.
00:51:28.000 ‐‐> 00:51:55.000
I don't have the over 20 minutes, or actually do David Yes, yes approximately 40,
including boys and district plans.
00:51:55.000 ‐‐> 00:52:10.000
Does that seem in line with other counties of this size, is this a low is this
high. I think some of the concerns from public comments we had were, you know,
basically public outreach questions is a reporter here's the things of that nature
so it's 40
00:52:10.000 ‐‐> 00:52:11.000
maps.
00:52:11.000 ‐‐> 00:52:18.000
Very that low is it high, you know, first time on a redistricting asking for a
friend.
00:52:18.000 ‐‐> 00:52:22.000
Got it. I think.
00:52:22.000 ‐‐> 00:52:38.000
So just some caveats to the answer to start. This is the first time we've used the
fair maps act. It's the first time we've had public mapping tools like distributor
and others available free to the public image nationwide.
00:52:38.000 ‐‐> 00:52:44.000
But I would say that, San Joaquin has had.
00:52:44.000 ‐‐> 00:52:52.000
I would say similar outreach and similar number of maps submitted for other
counties, its size.
00:52:52.000 ‐‐> 00:52:56.000
I think
00:52:56.000 ‐‐> 00:53:05.000
in some counties, if you can believe it, have four or five maps and or three times
the size of San Joaquin at this moment.
00:53:05.000 ‐‐> 00:53:10.000
The where we've seen the most will for the clients that we were working with.

00:53:10.000 ‐‐> 00:53:22.000
I think the city of La has the most and it's over well over 200, but they are also
much larger than the county of San Joaquin right and
00:53:22.000 ‐‐> 00:53:28.000
so I think San Joaquin has done a really good job of doing public outreach the
we've had really good.
00:53:28.000 ‐‐> 00:53:40.000
I think pretty good attendance, both in person and online, and the number of maps,
I think you'll only see it, and more of an increase as we start introducing draft
maps.
00:53:40.000 ‐‐> 00:53:46.000
We've seen throughout the state that the COI submissions those the ones we've gone
through.
00:53:46.000 ‐‐> 00:54:00.000
We haven't hasn't had as much submissions as we kind of thought. But I think it's
because when you start introducing draft lines and you start creating about, you
know, a border and saying you're in this district in your maybe your friends or
neighbors
00:54:00.000 ‐‐> 00:54:16.000
or another, or your family's in another. Then you people are much more engaged and
much more interested. So I think it's just kind of the process, and I would say
that, given that we've I think had 13 new maps emissions in the last two weeks is
like you're
00:54:16.000 ‐‐> 00:54:22.000
you're starting to see that crescendo of public comment
00:54:22.000 ‐‐> 00:54:24.000
back.
00:54:24.000 ‐‐> 00:54:27.000
Great question.
00:54:27.000 ‐‐> 00:54:42.000
So, these have been interesting maps, presented by the public, and in some one case
for example I noticed that the title gave a clue to how the dryer was thinking when
it was ag for all.
00:54:42.000 ‐‐> 00:55:02.000
And it would be, will we, as a city have the opportunity to discuss principles that
we in San Joaquin County would like to consider. In addition to those that are
looked upon us, rightly by account by the state in the nation.
00:55:02.000 ‐‐> 00:55:08.000
Before we get too far down into specific map.

00:55:08.000 ‐‐> 00:55:15.000
Yes, I think, when we are in Tracy, no Lodi last I'm sorry.
00:55:15.000 ‐‐> 00:55:29.000
I think we talked, you had a lot of good points on what you wanted to see with
district maps coming forward draft maps or draft plans coming forward. And we
really tried to create binary choices with these three options.
00:55:29.000 ‐‐> 00:55:42.000
Looking at publicly submitted maps, taking into consideration the Voting Rights
Act, and trying to make sure we're in compliance, of course, so that any draft map
we show you could be passed, and with me, legal muster.
00:55:42.000 ‐‐> 00:55:54.000
And with me, legal muster. And so it's taking into consideration those themes that
you provided us trying to look at the schools of maps that have come forward.
00:55:54.000 ‐‐> 00:56:10.000
Throughout the process so that we can give you options, and then you can, you know,
go. I was hoping tonight we can go through each of those options, and you can say,
I like Plan A or I like Plan C or whatever it is.
00:56:10.000 ‐‐> 00:56:19.000
And we don't like it as a commission we don't want to see this other plan come
forward, where it's, you know, thank you for the thought experiment, but it didn't
work.
00:56:19.000 ‐‐> 00:56:22.000
And so for our next session.
00:56:22.000 ‐‐> 00:56:32.000
It would be great to focus in on one or two of these draft maps and say, I really
like this but you need to you need to make these changes.
00:56:32.000 ‐‐> 00:56:45.000
For our next round so maybe we have, Matt, a two and Matt be two or what however
you want to go.
00:56:45.000 ‐‐> 00:56:48.000
I'm going to direct your question to Mr Ballinger.
00:56:48.000 ‐‐> 00:56:54.000
It just happened to be looking up and down the dial so I see the map that's in
front of me is the same map that's up there.
00:56:54.000 ‐‐> 00:57:17.000
But everyone on the Diocese of different, different map.
00:57:17.000 ‐‐> 00:57:23.000

But it is, yes,
00:57:23.000 ‐‐> 00:57:30.000
you're, you're, you're viewing your viewing the monitor off angle, and this was a
test.
00:57:30.000 ‐‐> 00:57:33.000
I wanted to see if you guys are paying attention.
00:57:33.000 ‐‐> 00:57:38.000
Greatly appreciated chair keeping them on their toes audio visual is on point.
00:57:38.000 ‐‐> 00:57:43.000
Always good to keep them guessing.
00:57:43.000 ‐‐> 00:57:47.000
Oh,
00:57:47.000 ‐‐> 00:57:51.000
thank you.
00:57:51.000 ‐‐> 00:57:57.000
Mr chapter you want to continue on with the publicly submitted maps.
00:57:57.000 ‐‐> 00:58:05.000
These were the public spending maps and I think we can move, if, if there's public
comment.
00:58:05.000 ‐‐> 00:58:06.000
All the good.
00:58:06.000 ‐‐> 00:58:10.000
Any comments Any public comment.
00:58:10.000 ‐‐> 00:58:12.000
Yes, ma'am.
00:58:12.000 ‐‐> 00:58:22.000
Did you have comment.
00:58:22.000 ‐‐> 00:58:29.000
Yeah. Have a question on a specific ma'am. Yes, sir.
00:58:29.000 ‐‐> 00:58:49.000
Yes, I wanted to stay for the public that we do have a redistricting website we
draw the lines that SJ gov.org, and the link to our district our mapping tool that
was used to create these maps is available there and the entire gallery of all
submissions
00:58:49.000 ‐‐> 00:59:07.000

are there. They're also posted on the web, the maps page of the website in a more
summarized form but I do go to the district our tool and view their gallery, you
can actually interactively explore these maps and man, or
00:59:07.000 ‐‐> 00:59:11.000
alter them if you wish and create derivative plans of your own.
00:59:11.000 ‐‐> 00:59:20.000
It's a great point. But I'm a person who doesn't get on online or do not have the
ability, I do not have
00:59:20.000 ‐‐> 00:59:28.000
a computer. How can I do that, and had, that'd be visible to me.
00:59:28.000 ‐‐> 00:59:31.000
Just use myself as an example.
00:59:31.000 ‐‐> 00:59:40.000
I do have all of that but I'm just asking them
00:59:40.000 ‐‐> 00:59:44.000
there a way to
00:59:44.000 ‐‐> 00:59:52.000
them could print them on request print them on request. Okay.
00:59:52.000 ‐‐> 01:00:04.000
Please also view them at the county library or district office. Okay, so any one of
the county libraries would have those.
01:00:04.000 ‐‐> 01:00:10.000
Yes, because they're available online. Okay.
01:00:10.000 ‐‐> 01:00:13.000
Yes, ma'am.
01:00:13.000 ‐‐> 01:00:24.000
I don't want to be presumptuous to fully understand what our question was from a
member of the audience but
01:00:24.000 ‐‐> 01:00:37.000
I'm feeling that to be dynamically engaged in the discussion will be very helpful
to see Matt contracting maps together.
01:00:37.000 ‐‐> 01:00:55.000
I can understand why don't want to print out 17 minutes, but hopefully in the
future when our next meeting when we come in and we're talking about say three
specific maps that were able to see them either on the screen or in paper.
01:00:55.000 ‐‐> 01:00:58.000

Did that help address your concern, ma'am.
01:00:58.000 ‐‐> 01:01:04.000
Thank you.
01:01:04.000 ‐‐> 01:01:07.000
Have a question in the back.
01:01:07.000 ‐‐> 01:01:08.000
Okay.
01:01:08.000 ‐‐> 01:01:13.000
Any, any other anything else, man.
01:01:13.000 ‐‐> 01:01:16.000
Thank you very much.
01:01:16.000 ‐‐> 01:01:21.000
Yes, ma'am.
01:01:21.000 ‐‐> 01:01:28.000
Yep, would you please come forward so we can get it on record or there's a
microphone coming to you.
01:01:28.000 ‐‐> 01:01:36.000
It didn't we see one map that had to die.
01:01:36.000 ‐‐> 01:01:37.000
North.
01:01:37.000 ‐‐> 01:01:40.000
And it was smaller than it is now.
01:01:40.000 ‐‐> 01:01:45.000
That may be our bullets account more.
01:01:45.000 ‐‐> 01:01:51.000
This one shows it all grain.
01:01:51.000 ‐‐> 01:02:00.000
I'm sure when we get down to the maps that are going to be presented as these are
all individual maps had been presented by the public.
01:02:00.000 ‐‐> 01:02:05.000
And Mr Chaffee is going to have those maps said.
01:02:05.000 ‐‐> 01:02:07.000
The
01:02:07.000 ‐‐> 01:02:11.000

put together. May I share a quick experience.
01:02:11.000 ‐‐> 01:02:13.000
Yes, ma'am.
01:02:13.000 ‐‐> 01:02:36.000
Thank you. The late, Chris, who tear. I think was the head of the thought I like
great course saw him. Go to the meeting, and look at council land, there was a
threat of lawsuits, and somebody was saying this, this, this idea of the emphasize
emphasizing
01:02:36.000 ‐‐> 01:02:40.000
different ethnic groups.
01:02:40.000 ‐‐> 01:02:42.000
And he stood there.
01:02:42.000 ‐‐> 01:02:53.000
He took the map load it says My wife is a teacher and I but Lodi needs to be one
district.
01:02:53.000 ‐‐> 01:03:08.000
It was really cool because we need to unified divide and conquer is a certain
political group that I want to say, but
01:03:08.000 ‐‐> 01:03:10.000
looking like divide and conquer.
01:03:10.000 ‐‐> 01:03:14.000
Thank you for your input. Thank you.
01:03:14.000 ‐‐> 01:03:20.000
Mr Jaffe.
01:03:20.000 ‐‐> 01:03:31.000
Now for them. The main event of the draft map so we've been talking about, or mini
many weeks now, I think.
01:03:31.000 ‐‐> 01:03:52.000
So, the agenda for this portion of the presentation. Just a refresher quickly on
the fair maps act, and then jump into the three draft plans, and then talk through
next steps and talk through your discussions of those, those draft maps and the
revisions
01:03:52.000 ‐‐> 01:03:56.000
you'd like to see be made before our next meeting.
01:03:56.000 ‐‐> 01:04:14.000
So all of these Matt draft maps are coming before you will meet the fair maps Act
requirements and be compliant with the federal Voting Rights Act, and just a

refresher of those four maps Act requirements is one we want the districts to be
relatively
01:04:14.000 ‐‐> 01:04:27.000
equal in size, and we have that tool at 10% deviation tool to help balance these
other elements of the fair maps act all the districts have to be contiguous, they
have to know hopping or jumping.
01:04:27.000 ‐‐> 01:04:33.000
There's no hopping or jumping. They need to maintain communities of interest.
01:04:33.000 ‐‐> 01:04:46.000
They need to follow city instances as a place boundaries, as much as practical
practical. And they, their appearance should be compact.
01:04:46.000 ‐‐> 01:04:55.000
Now, everything, all the maps were, or providing you are complying with all of
those criteria.
01:04:55.000 ‐‐> 01:05:01.000
But the biggest thing we need his feedback from you on those rough clients, and to
get towards that recommended map to the Board of Supervisors.
01:05:01.000 ‐‐> 01:05:18.000
And to get towards that recommended map to the Board of Supervisors. Now, there's
just, I just wanted to go through some of the overarching themes that we've had
throughout the our outreach hearings, and through, through discussions from this
commission.
01:05:18.000 ‐‐> 01:05:22.000
One is really the idea of uniting Tracy and Mountain House.
01:05:22.000 ‐‐> 01:05:28.000
Now, actually, before I go through all of these, I just want to point out that
these are themes.
01:05:28.000 ‐‐> 01:05:45.000
They don't have to be followed in every map, and you know you can disregard regard
some of them if you'd like, depending on.
01:05:45.000 ‐‐> 01:05:59.000
So uniting Tracy and Mountain House in a district to respect the rural and
agricultural areas, and their unique interests within the county, like recreating
that a western and eastern rural district.
01:05:59.000 ‐‐> 01:06:12.000
The possibility of creating a commuter district and linking Mountain House to Tracy
and to Western Ranjan, and South Stockton, and then just the understanding that
Stockton must be split due to its population size.

01:06:12.000 ‐‐> 01:06:23.000
And that, to divide the divide Stockton we could look to the Lodi USD lines or
major thoroughfares or neighborhood lines.
01:06:23.000 ‐‐> 01:06:28.000
So those are the overarching themes and
01:06:28.000 ‐‐> 01:06:34.000
the next thing I wanted to show you is just the current lines as a way to start.
01:06:34.000 ‐‐> 01:06:51.000
You can see, starting in the south district five has Mountain House Tracy and
portions of both laser laser up and Mantega moving north into district three, you
have a majority of laser open Antica
01:06:51.000 ‐‐> 01:06:59.000
in District Four, you have again that kind of that seven with Lodi and the eastern
portion of the county included.
01:06:59.000 ‐‐> 01:07:08.000
and then district one into split Stockton district one is a southern socked in seed
with French camp in it.
01:07:08.000 ‐‐> 01:07:13.000
Whereas district two is the northern Stockton seat.
01:07:13.000 ‐‐> 01:07:18.000
And just reminding you of our current deviations.
01:07:18.000 ‐‐> 01:07:21.000
Because of the growth in district five.
01:07:21.000 ‐‐> 01:07:34.000
You, it is 14.1% overpopulated according to the ideal population at this point.
Whereas District Four we even though it did grow it didn't keep pace with the rest
of the county.
01:07:34.000 ‐‐> 01:07:37.000
And so it is under populated by 7.6%.
01:07:37.000 ‐‐> 01:07:50.000
So you have that 21.7% total deviation, which means that your current lines are out
of compliance and we have to be here, making changes.
01:07:50.000 ‐‐> 01:07:52.000
So the first draft plan.
01:07:52.000 ‐‐> 01:08:05.000
What we like to do when, whenever we conduct a redistricting is start with publicly
submitted maps and plans and try to elevate them to be compliant with all of the

criteria we've gone through.
01:08:05.000 ‐‐> 01:08:10.000
And so that's what we've done working with working as a team.
01:08:10.000 ‐‐> 01:08:23.000
We've selected three publicly submitted maps to elevate and to slightly alter to be
in compliance. The first one is map ID for 8331.
01:08:23.000 ‐‐> 01:08:25.000
This plan A.
01:08:25.000 ‐‐> 01:08:31.000
So you can see this is the disruptor version of Plan A.
01:08:31.000 ‐‐> 01:08:38.000
And the, The the final draft map is here to again starting from the south.
01:08:38.000 ‐‐> 01:09:01.000
This, this plan unites Tracy and Mountain House keeps later Poland district five
moves meant well has been Tikka hole with the eastern part portion of the district
as accounting excuse me in district three, and has kind of a northern rural
district based
01:09:01.000 ‐‐> 01:09:15.000
in Lodi with parts of northern Stockton included district two has the Delta, as
part of the Delta and and and is northern Stockton.
01:09:15.000 ‐‐> 01:09:27.000
Now you'll see that district one in this plan. This is the seed that we've been
talking about it's the federally compliant, or the CRA compliant district.
01:09:27.000 ‐‐> 01:09:30.000
It is identical and all three plans.
01:09:30.000 ‐‐> 01:09:32.000
So it includes.
01:09:32.000 ‐‐> 01:09:38.000
Now starting does not include French. French camp and.
01:09:38.000 ‐‐> 01:09:49.000
And basically, it doesn't change throughout the throughout these plans so we can
talk more about. If you'd like to see the implications of changing it.
01:09:49.000 ‐‐> 01:09:57.000
So then I want to have
01:09:57.000 ‐‐> 01:10:12.000
It comes down into Stockton for region, know a few prior slides you mentioned that

a principal was essentially using the Lodi school district boundaries, as an edge.
01:10:12.000 ‐‐> 01:10:20.000
Does that boundary but for District Four in Stockton correspond with the Lodi
school district boundary.
01:10:20.000 ‐‐> 01:10:31.000
It's close but not exactly now, but it's it's used as a guide to some extent.
01:10:31.000 ‐‐> 01:10:46.000
And then in men, this is the same plan, but instead of the city's being shaded. Now
the current district lines are shaded. So you can see the differences.
01:10:46.000 ‐‐> 01:10:52.000
The draft district lines are are outlined in black.
01:10:52.000 ‐‐> 01:11:16.000
So you can see that the major change in this in district five from the current is
that includes lay through all but not none of Mantega that District Four is is has
Lodi for the Northern District has Lodi in it, but doesn't include the eastern
section
01:11:16.000 ‐‐> 01:11:21.000
and district three is
01:11:21.000 ‐‐> 01:11:26.000
is basically Mantega Escalade and ribbon.
01:11:26.000 ‐‐> 01:11:33.000
And you can see that district one has much of the current district one in it.
01:11:33.000 ‐‐> 01:11:48.000
It just excluded some of the agrarian portion or the rural portions. Northwest in
Stockton proper. And it's also moved the more rural areas throughout the district.
01:11:48.000 ‐‐> 01:11:52.000
Out of District one
01:11:52.000 ‐‐> 01:12:04.000
district to also is is different because it includes the Delta now instead of going
north and being more of just stopped in itself.
01:12:04.000 ‐‐> 01:12:06.000
So, this is the.
01:12:06.000 ‐‐> 01:12:14.000
You can see the the population and citizen voting age population of District a part
sorry Plan A.
01:12:14.000 ‐‐> 01:12:20.000

You can see the total deviation is 4.2%, well within the 10% range.
01:12:20.000 ‐‐> 01:12:33.000
And you can see that the district one Latino see value is 50.3, which will be,
again, same throughout all of the draft plans.
01:12:33.000 ‐‐> 01:12:36.000
Moving over to draft plan B.
01:12:36.000 ‐‐> 01:12:40.000
Again, this was a publicly submitted plan it's 49 596.
01:12:40.000 ‐‐> 01:12:49.000
And with this, this plan, one of the themes that has been talked about a lot is to
try to give voice to the rural communities.
01:12:49.000 ‐‐> 01:12:55.000
And this is, I think, an effort to do that.
01:12:55.000 ‐‐> 01:13:00.000
You have like a Northern District surrounded surrounding Lodi.
01:13:00.000 ‐‐> 01:13:13.000
You have the Southern District, the magenta district, that includes Tracy and goes
all the way over to Ripon in NASSCOM. I think there was a lot of discussion of this
in Lodi when we were there last.
01:13:13.000 ‐‐> 01:13:23.000
And then you have the, the teal district that has parts of later boom and Tikkun
and. And again you have the to Stockton based districts.
01:13:23.000 ‐‐> 01:13:31.000
Here is the elevated version of the, of the plan where we've included the district
one.
01:13:31.000 ‐‐> 01:13:36.000
That's a VR a component at 50.3% Latino see that.
01:13:36.000 ‐‐> 01:13:55.000
But we have incorporated most of the elements of the public math. Can you see
district five goes from Tracy to ask on district three it's kind of a wraparound
district around Stockton, and I think the interesting thing was this district this
map is that
01:13:55.000 ‐‐> 01:13:56.000
it.
01:13:56.000 ‐‐> 01:14:15.000
Mountain House is linked to lay through a men Tika and intellect into a district of
London, which is a very different construction than the current lines, and you have

district for another district, based in with Lodi a hole in it, and northern
Stockton,
01:14:15.000 ‐‐> 01:14:31.000
as an element and I think this is the one that includes.
01:14:31.000 ‐‐> 01:14:37.000
Well, it's all inclusive in Stockton, except for the pockets.
01:14:37.000 ‐‐> 01:14:41.000
within Stockton that aren't part of the city.
01:14:41.000 ‐‐> 01:14:44.000
Again, here is the current district lines.
01:14:44.000 ‐‐> 01:14:52.000
With this, this plan superimposed on it.
01:14:52.000 ‐‐> 01:14:55.000
I don't know if anybody has questions.
01:14:55.000 ‐‐> 01:15:15.000
But do we do, we have a map that actually shows breakdown where those lines fall.
Yes, I have an HTML version so if we want to go into boundary boundaries were like
what streets, boundaries are, I can pull up the HTML and we can do men.
01:15:15.000 ‐‐> 01:15:17.000
Okay.
01:15:17.000 ‐‐> 01:15:21.000
That'd be great. So, let me just get through the three and then we can start. Yes.
01:15:21.000 ‐‐> 01:15:27.000
So again, here's the breakdown of Plan B.
01:15:27.000 ‐‐> 01:15:33.000
And this deviations a little bit higher, it's 7% total deviation.
01:15:33.000 ‐‐> 01:15:39.000
Again, you can see that district ones Latinos the vibe is 50.3%.
01:15:39.000 ‐‐> 01:15:43.000
The final draft plan that we've.
01:15:43.000 ‐‐> 01:15:50.000
We'd like to present is the district or map id 5541.
01:15:50.000 ‐‐> 01:16:09.000
And you can see here, this, this district see plan, it has the best seven that we
keep saying, and Tracy Mountain House kind of current division of labor of I'm

Antica and district five.
01:16:09.000 ‐‐> 01:16:32.000
Now, you'll see that this is the, the elevated draft plan is very different because
of a lot of couple different things but one of the things being the section to see
which is here district for that really and pause the shift that needed to be done
to
01:16:32.000 ‐‐> 01:16:33.000
make this compliant.
01:16:33.000 ‐‐> 01:16:38.000
And instead of having an overarching seven.
01:16:38.000 ‐‐> 01:16:50.000
It stops short right it has the eastern part and district one and Lodi and lock for
it and Victor, but it doesn't go all the way up to the northern border, including
Dogtown a combo and color Ville.
01:16:50.000 ‐‐> 01:17:02.000
Instead, what happens is district five, kind of does the reverse and Mountain House
Tracy, and all the way up to the north east, Eastern corner of the district.
01:17:02.000 ‐‐> 01:17:13.000
And this really has the most interesting I think district three option where you
have Ripon Antica and Lathrop all whole within district three.
01:17:13.000 ‐‐> 01:17:17.000
and it having an, including French camp.
01:17:17.000 ‐‐> 01:17:22.000
And then comes in, comes up and take some Marotta and Waterloo.
01:17:22.000 ‐‐> 01:17:28.000
This plan was really defined by trying to keep as many cities whole as possible.
01:17:28.000 ‐‐> 01:17:36.000
And using kind of that architecture of the district or map in, in as much as
possible.
01:17:36.000 ‐‐> 01:17:42.000
Again, here's the plan C superimposed on the current district lines.
01:17:42.000 ‐‐> 01:17:50.000
I would say that this is the district plan that has the most differences from, from
the current lines.
01:17:50.000 ‐‐> 01:17:59.000
Do you still have a district five that includes Tracy and Mountain House but it
goes all the way north to the top of the county.

01:17:59.000 ‐‐> 01:18:05.000
You'd have, I think, instead of this is called district one it's for its District
Four.
01:18:05.000 ‐‐> 01:18:08.000
It's a little bit smaller.
01:18:08.000 ‐‐> 01:18:20.000
And then district one into or somewhat similar to the current lines. But the
biggest difference is that district three, that, that includes Ripon Mantega
Lathrop.
01:18:20.000 ‐‐> 01:18:25.000
And part of the rural areas around Stockton.
01:18:25.000 ‐‐> 01:18:48.000
So this district plan has a total deviation of 7% so it's very similar to be
population balancing, and again in this district, or this plan District Four is the
VR a seat, and it's the map is at 50.3.
01:18:48.000 ‐‐> 01:19:02.000
So, with that, I just want to go through the, what you can expect from us going
forward, that these plans are online now that the public can make comment to on
them.
01:19:02.000 ‐‐> 01:19:19.000
And they that those comments will be taken in as we can consider it as we go
forward to the next year and where we have revised district plans.
01:19:19.000 ‐‐> 01:19:38.000
And that all the maps as Commissioner Oscar pointed out will be analyzed for VR a
compliance and and full data set will be provided. So you can understand which ones
might work if you want to elevate elevate those for the next meeting.
01:19:38.000 ‐‐> 01:19:47.000
And everything we're doing is working towards that selection of a wreck recommended
plan to the Board of Supervisors.
01:19:47.000 ‐‐> 01:19:54.000
And I just wanted to provide the timeline so today's The 13th will be coming back
within two weeks.
01:19:54.000 ‐‐> 01:20:06.000
For our next rack meeting. The revised draft plans will come out a week prior on
the 20th for your review and for the public's review.
01:20:06.000 ‐‐> 01:20:17.000
And then we'll have our final meeting on the 10th, where you'll recommend a plan to
the, to the Board of Supervisors, and then the board will take it from there.

01:20:17.000 ‐‐> 01:20:42.000
Now what I would love to do is go through changes questions on the, the draft maps,
I have each of the plans as HTML versions that we can zoom in and zoom out, so you
can see major streets and the divisions.
01:20:42.000 ‐‐> 01:20:54.000
So could you just throw up the maps just real quickly and you have given us the
price,
01:20:54.000 ‐‐> 01:20:59.000
have a comment and I think I
01:20:59.000 ‐‐> 01:21:07.000
like do you want to start with this like map district three or districts don't care
which one they are with.
01:21:07.000 ‐‐> 01:21:09.000
When we started the start.
01:21:09.000 ‐‐> 01:21:24.000
So we'll start with Plan A.
01:21:24.000 ‐‐> 01:21:46.000
warning sorry.
01:21:46.000 ‐‐> 01:21:58.000
Okay, what I was gonna say, if you're talking about protection of coin and you look
at this map here this is probably the one map that protects all agricultural land.
01:21:58.000 ‐‐> 01:22:05.000
If you're looking at the three areas one five and three again.
01:22:05.000 ‐‐> 01:22:15.000
Those are your, your three areas that continue to stay but one and five, along with
with three, protect all
01:22:15.000 ‐‐> 01:22:20.000
in the county
01:22:20.000 ‐‐> 01:22:26.000
grand scheme. This is a very interesting map, because it's.
01:22:26.000 ‐‐> 01:22:35.000
I had envisioned and real plus of it is that there is significant ag land in three
of the districts ice.
01:22:35.000 ‐‐> 01:22:52.000
My concern for district five. Is that because of the population in Tracy and
Mountain House area that it will dominate, it would dominate the ISIS attention.

01:22:52.000 ‐‐> 01:23:02.000
Oh, the Ag and rural areas of delta, and the northern part of the county.
01:23:02.000 ‐‐> 01:23:13.000
But get much chin so while ag is in there, that it would be
01:23:13.000 ‐‐> 01:23:15.000
risky.
01:23:15.000 ‐‐> 01:23:22.000
Yes, there's a river islands in five in that scenario or is it not.
01:23:22.000 ‐‐> 01:23:39.000
District five is partially as under the current scenario you have three five and
01:23:39.000 ‐‐> 01:23:42.000
I assume that that answer your question, sir.
01:23:42.000 ‐‐> 01:24:01.000
Chris going off of the previous comment about dominating and dilution we talked a
little bit about this in Lodi this question that was raised of if you, if you
consolidate all of the rural elements into a fewer number.
01:24:01.000 ‐‐> 01:24:19.000
Words an anti dilution to use the terminology strategy, let's consolidate the ag
into the fewer fewest number of districts so that they are guaranteed to have at
least one or two seats where there's a significant a presentation of Ag.
01:24:19.000 ‐‐> 01:24:22.000
The concern is if you do it the other way.
01:24:22.000 ‐‐> 01:24:32.000
You say, Well, let's divide ag equally among all the districts, so that every
single district has some. The question of which is stronger and offline we had a
conversation.
01:24:32.000 ‐‐> 01:24:40.000
I would like to just to clarify that for the record, insofar as questions of
dilution are concerned.
01:24:40.000 ‐‐> 01:24:51.000
Is it generally considered for an interest, like, of any kind, none necessarily act
in general if you have a coin.
01:24:51.000 ‐‐> 01:24:58.000
If you share it among many districts load I moved into a short presentation
everywhere.
01:24:58.000 ‐‐> 01:25:04.000

Where is it considered stronger to consolidate it so that it's insured, to have a
voice.
01:25:04.000 ‐‐> 01:25:08.000
I think to answer that question instead of thinking about stronger or weaker.
01:25:08.000 ‐‐> 01:25:22.000
I look back to the fair maps act, an idea with a fair maps act is that you unify
Can you have interest in one district, so that its voice is most present for the
elected representative of it.
01:25:22.000 ‐‐> 01:25:38.000
So, from that spirit and from what the fair maps act is done. I think its guidance
would be to put as much as a community of interests in a hole in one district,
rather than distributing its interests to the multiples.
01:25:38.000 ‐‐> 01:25:52.000
I think the the secondary idea of having rural portions and every district is
something that kind of predated the notion of the fair maps act.
01:25:52.000 ‐‐> 01:26:05.000
And it's just a different side of the coin and ask a follow up, please. or Can I
ask a follow up please Yes, go right ahead, playing off that response which is what
I anticipated is that you would more than likely want to have.
01:26:05.000 ‐‐> 01:26:17.000
And I know it sounds counterintuitive and I just wanted to have this open issue
addressed, which having ag in more districts hurts ag is the simplest way to kind
of describe that.
01:26:17.000 ‐‐> 01:26:23.000
In other words, you are diluting as interest if you split it up among all five
districts so putting it into.
01:26:23.000 ‐‐> 01:26:27.000
Again, this is a very generalized with all the caveats that are necessary.
01:26:27.000 ‐‐> 01:26:36.000
In principle, we are trying to show a fewer number of districts, or consolidate
that into a smaller number of districts to elevate the voice within those
districts.
01:26:36.000 ‐‐>
So that was that
wherein we could
represented as a

01:26:53.000
is the context of my question. Could we see an analytic tool,
look at let's say this draft map see with population as
heat map feature.

01:26:53.000 ‐‐> 01:27:07.000
So, the concern I have I agree with, with Commissioner hi back five seems
interesting to me, it seems like a kind of a calm, you kind of accomplish what

we're talking about here, that in district five and one, you have two districts
with a significant
01:27:07.000 ‐‐> 01:27:10.000
amount of agriculture present. that's good.
01:27:10.000 ‐‐> 01:27:25.000
My concern, then, is for agriculture, with district five really ultimately diluted
because you have such a high percentage of the population, Justin Tracy that you're
essentially silencing this consolidation of agriculture in the north and west of
the
01:27:25.000 ‐‐> 01:27:26.000
county by.
01:27:26.000 ‐‐> 01:27:38.000
So if I could see a heat map that showed me how much of District five by population
is in Tracy amount house. That would tell me whether I felt confident porting a
map.
01:27:38.000 ‐‐> 01:27:50.000
That was so predominated by Tracy, but that had a huge amount of the agriculture in
the same district, like would that negate that consolidation effect.
01:27:50.000 ‐‐> 01:28:04.000
Does that make sense. Yeah, and I can, I can produce it right now but I can get
that to basically if we can have it by the next meeting that will be just, just a
point you are going to pick up a lot of agricultural and soft Mantega, all the way
to the
01:28:04.000 ‐‐> 01:28:12.000
river, and then all the way up, and then get their mission.
01:28:12.000 ‐‐> 01:28:19.000
I didn't do it. I didn't do I just want to say.
01:28:19.000 ‐‐> 01:28:27.000
Hang on one second.
01:28:27.000 ‐‐> 01:28:28.000
This marriage.
01:28:28.000 ‐‐> 01:28:30.000
Thanks.
01:28:30.000 ‐‐> 01:28:31.000
Can you hear me.
01:28:31.000 ‐‐> 01:28:48.000
Oh good. Another concern I have and looking at these is the Delta, and five goes

all the way up. And again, I don't know how much Tracy and Mountain House are
interested in preserving and protecting the Delta.
01:28:48.000 ‐‐> 01:28:54.000
That would be along the lines of diluting the egg.
01:28:54.000 ‐‐> 01:29:10.000
Okay, we're going to keep the discussion appear, Misha, and then when we get then
towards the end um I bring it back up for for comment from the public so don't
forget your questions.
01:29:10.000 ‐‐> 01:29:22.000
District redskin yeah just to everyone's make a really good points about the ag
especially which is a big concern of mine, you potentially have 313 and five,
possibly ag as well.
01:29:22.000 ‐‐> 01:29:28.000
Yep, I mean, how it comes out and no one knows that it's based on.
01:29:28.000 ‐‐> 01:29:37.000
Not really our within our control but there is potentially three ag districts with
two and four completely being obviously zero chance.
01:29:37.000 ‐‐> 01:29:56.000
That's kind of the question is, should they all have. We're going circular in it
and the conversation which is important but there is potentially three, you know,
with the addition of in district three of Marotta Waterloo Mantega rip and
especially is
01:29:56.000 ‐‐> 01:30:13.000
potentially ag district there. One, I mean, looks very ag related five is a toss
up. But there are some strong, strong, so I will disclosure, a lot of farm
interested in the Delta and it's where we work out of in my family works out of.
01:30:13.000 ‐‐> 01:30:15.000
And we do.
01:30:15.000 ‐‐> 01:30:30.000
Tracy, Tracy does have a strong ag component still as well, I would think it can't
be forgotten as much as Mountain House gets in there with population wise always be
but it will come to individual organizations, how they, you know, the Farm Bureau
does
01:30:30.000 ‐‐> 01:30:41.000
their thing and all that, which isn't really are not in our purview in my opinion
but there is this can be considered a ag centric map as well depending on how you
look at it.
01:30:41.000 ‐‐> 01:30:58.000
And actually I think what's what's happened if you just take a look at this map and

all you've done is flip flop. That reverse ale on for, and then given it to five
and then take it along the way back around the other side.
01:30:58.000 ‐‐> 01:31:05.000
Yes, ma'am.
01:31:05.000 ‐‐> 01:31:26.000
I think it would probably be, most of the population in that district five. And I
just wonder from a of travel, you know, and have, you know, and remembers in
01:31:26.000 ‐‐> 01:31:28.000
between 2000.
01:31:28.000 ‐‐> 01:31:47.000
There was a assembly district that popped down into Lodi and it was Lodi Eldorado
hills and just the sheer time it would take for someone to go know drive from one
to another event wise, you know, or representative if you have an event in Tracy
that you
01:31:47.000 ‐‐> 01:32:02.000
need to be at an event in Woodbridge, this year time, say you're traveling at 7pm
on a weekday. You'll never make it. Yeah, yeah, assembly member who were could
never cover that district, no matter how many field reps.
01:32:02.000 ‐‐> 01:32:11.000
Yeah, exactly. Exactly. And so I just eat that does, doesn't make this map does not
make sense.
01:32:11.000 ‐‐> 01:32:21.000
Bridge and Lodi I live in Lodi workout in Woodbridge take five minutes to get from
my house.
01:32:21.000 ‐‐> 01:32:25.000
I would, why would that be
01:32:25.000 ‐‐> 01:32:31.000
five minutes away versus Tracy. On a good day. We take 45 minutes minutes.
01:32:31.000 ‐‐> 01:32:33.000
On a good day.
01:32:33.000 ‐‐> 01:32:37.000
I had one comment. One feature of this map.
01:32:37.000 ‐‐> 01:32:43.000
That, I think, we haven't brought up yet. You mentioned a little bit in your
comments, Chris.
01:32:43.000 ‐‐> 01:32:48.000
The strength of having repin Mantega later up in French camp all in the same

district.
01:32:48.000 ‐‐> 01:32:51.000
From a.
01:32:51.000 ‐‐> 01:33:11.000
Generally speaking, that is extremely attractive element of this map that it seems
like something that I had not considered even possible with the way that Tracy and
Mountain House, we're going to predominate whatever district they were in.
01:33:11.000 ‐‐> 01:33:21.000
I didn't think you could get it done I played with this map for six hours. I never
came up with any map where ribbon Mantega laser but fringe camp were in the same
district.
01:33:21.000 ‐‐> 01:33:29.000
Whoever came up with the original map I give them full credit, and certainly to
your team for elevating it and making it practical in this way.
01:33:29.000 ‐‐> 01:33:40.000
I'm very impressed because I actually, it never even occurred to me as possible,
that you could do that. And I think there's, there's a lot of merit to that.
01:33:40.000 ‐‐> 01:33:53.000
Another thing first, and then Miss English is keeping the city as whole as much as
possible we know we can't keep stocking whole, but it seems to me we shouldn't be
splitting up these little cities like man ticker part of Mountain House.
01:33:53.000 ‐‐> 01:34:02.000
I mean, it seems to me that whenever possible we should keep our cities, whole
excellent point.
01:34:02.000 ‐‐> 01:34:07.000
So back and then we'll go to miss English.
01:34:07.000 ‐‐> 01:34:20.000
Oh, the question on my mind right now in the context of laser up and Mantega and
French camp being is a much in common.
01:34:20.000 ‐‐> 01:34:27.000
As Mantega and laser path, versus later up and Tracy and Mountain House.
01:34:27.000 ‐‐> 01:34:53.000
I have no laser crazy Mountain House and even French camp to some extent on the
commuting corridor and men Kiko more ag oriented, but I don't live in either place,
someone who lives in Mantega, a man on the air, interests, or different interests
between
01:34:53.000 ‐‐> 01:35:02.000
Manti can later when I, when I look at our community, our community to between

ourselves.
01:35:02.000 ‐‐> 01:35:10.000
I'm going to say over the last five to seven years have have grown to work
tremendously, you know in unison.
01:35:10.000 ‐‐> 01:35:27.000
As we continue to look forward. Now, when we take a look at the egg piece of that
and I'm looking self Mantega, all the way to the river, and then start to go west
that's, that's when you pick start to pick up the agricultural piece.
01:35:27.000 ‐‐> 01:35:41.000
When you look at SSG ID, who is the water source of the district that provides
water, to, to, Tracy men Tika.
01:35:41.000 ‐‐> 01:35:47.000
Not sure if they probably put something together with that Tracy I know they were
working with Escalade on that.
01:35:47.000 ‐‐> 01:35:49.000
We continue to see that grow.
01:35:49.000 ‐‐> 01:36:07.000
Now, you know, I also have played around with this and I didn't come up with this
concept, I, I was trying to keep Mantega hole and trying to keep every city old at,
as we continue to go forward.
01:36:07.000 ‐‐> 01:36:24.000
The last one that I played around with was that mapped it was taking Mantega I
excuse me, Tracy Mountain House, up through Lathrop, and then towards north and
then out by the airport.
01:36:24.000 ‐‐> 01:36:41.000
Keeping it on the west side of the airport and then over to the Delta, Delta side
and and more or less kept for and I even dropped the lines down so I took in man
Tikkun and everything else and then started getting by the airport and starting to
think
01:36:41.000 ‐‐> 01:36:53.000
we've got a map similar to what I was looking at as we continue to look and move on
and go forward but you know you start looking at the numbers.
01:36:53.000 ‐‐> 01:37:01.000
And I've had people, you know, asking me about, Well how about this I can we can't
do this and I'm going to blame me.
01:37:01.000 ‐‐> 01:37:05.000
I'm not going to jail for anyone.
01:37:05.000 ‐‐> 01:37:10.000

Those numbers are those districts are going to stay contiguous.
01:37:10.000 ‐‐> 01:37:20.000
You know, we're not going to drop somebody out in left field, and then have
somebody else go pick that up I go, that this doesn't work.
01:37:20.000 ‐‐> 01:37:23.000
And what is continuous.
01:37:23.000 ‐‐> 01:37:27.000
So you explain it to them you know and what you're trying to accomplish.
01:37:27.000 ‐‐> 01:37:49.000
And there's some very interesting points on here I'm like others that I'd look at
this and I said that's that's that reverse L. And, and I'm thinking, well we gave
up district for and you go all the way to Walnut Grove and for now you've taken
five and
01:37:49.000 ‐‐> 01:37:56.000
all the way up and taking that responsibility.
01:37:56.000 ‐‐> 01:38:01.000
Like some other speakers that have committed that on a good day.
01:38:01.000 ‐‐> 01:38:10.000
You might spend a considerable amount of time on the road and yet you're trying to
cover it because you get to the outlying areas.
01:38:10.000 ‐‐> 01:38:14.000
One out there and your population basis just up there.
01:38:14.000 ‐‐> 01:38:21.000
So you just have to keep drawing those lines, in order to get you there
01:38:21.000 ‐‐> 01:38:23.000
is English.
01:38:23.000 ‐‐> 01:38:34.000
Can you hear me. Yes, ma'am. I agree with answers I think she mentioned at the last
minute in Lodi about keeping.
01:38:34.000 ‐‐> 01:38:53.000
Oh, great job because I'm like at low status like, no, but then this is the one
that is keeping the citizen tab, and even though man Tika and Tracy are still
growing and population, you know, I mean, things are going to change dress in the
next five years.
01:38:53.000 ‐‐> 01:39:00.000
I know Mountain House is closer to the county but Tracy does have a huge population
of Ag. It really does.

01:39:00.000 ‐‐> 01:39:15.000
And we have to watch out for the water and there are people that want to preserve
our wildlife and we actually have wildlife right outside of Tracy, and people are
constantly fighting for that, you know, from Tracy I can't speak for Mountain
House.
01:39:15.000 ‐‐> 01:39:19.000
But,
01:39:19.000 ‐‐> 01:39:33.000
I mean, this might work. This one or be I didn't really take a look at because I
don't have the monitor here, but this one goes back to what I was saying that the
last meeting keeping the cities and tack and even though it looks funny there but
it does
01:39:33.000 ‐‐> 01:39:51.000
keep the cities and towns. It is the question, how far off would I be without
looking at the say that Tracy and Mountain House, you're probably approaching one
routine 120 number mean, I bought on.
01:39:51.000 ‐‐> 01:39:54.000
Yeah.
01:39:54.000 ‐‐> 01:39:56.000
Close. Yeah.
01:39:56.000 ‐‐> 01:40:01.000
117 500 approximately.
01:40:01.000 ‐‐> 01:40:05.000
Yes, ma'am. And then Mr grand scheme.
01:40:05.000 ‐‐> 01:40:09.000
I'm ready to move on to draft plan.
01:40:09.000 ‐‐> 01:40:11.000
A or this.
01:40:11.000 ‐‐> 01:40:14.000
We don't spend all of our time just on this one.
01:40:14.000 ‐‐> 01:40:26.000
Plan. Yes, sir. Yeah, just a couple things real quick. For one, stocking is, I mean
we're keeping a lot of the car stocked and as I start Tony ins are up here but it's
split into three.
01:40:26.000 ‐‐> 01:40:34.000
At this time, from what I can see, it's putting three in all of them. Okay, well,
it's inevitable at this point, I guess. Salute.

01:40:34.000 ‐‐> 01:40:41.000
Well, well it's it's not the worst thing I was just pointing out what you're saying
what keeping the season, you know,
01:40:41.000 ‐‐> 01:40:51.000
and also the port of stock and then as can we zoom in on that. I believe the
Porsche takedown is currently split which I think is not the best thing,
01:40:51.000 ‐‐> 01:41:01.000
and serious logistical hub and they might be dredging that at some point to get
some bigger ships and should probably be in one district, as you were saying, yeah.
01:41:01.000 ‐‐> 01:41:16.000
Yeah, that would work yeah correct so that looks like it's all one district is that
my my rant, I think it's in district for you correct yeah so yeah I think so we can
make sure that the whole port is contained in one district.
01:41:16.000 ‐‐> 01:41:27.000
Yeah, that hasn't been submitted to community insurance, I believe it split it
split up as to whether you consider the port proper or the outside of Port, it is
split into.
01:41:27.000 ‐‐> 01:41:31.000
It is a Trent logistical.
01:41:31.000 ‐‐> 01:41:39.000
Big time deal, and it should be in one district. And then my final question is who
will appear who appeared drew this map someone through this man.
01:41:39.000 ‐‐> 01:41:44.000
It's a very good someone. There's 14 maps submitted I don't want to know how many
came from up here.
01:41:44.000 ‐‐> 01:41:57.000
But this is a, this is really the reason we're talking about this map so much is
because it is it's fun map I think a lot of us make spend too much time when we get
on district are adjusting what the current map is versus thinking out of the box.
01:41:57.000 ‐‐> 01:41:59.000
But luckily, that's your job not ours.
01:41:59.000 ‐‐> 01:42:01.000
And that's it we can move on.
01:42:01.000 ‐‐> 01:42:10.000
And this is the airport and forth.
01:42:10.000 ‐‐> 01:42:16.000
Emily my question. Do you want to move to draft. Yeah, let's go to a.

01:42:16.000 ‐‐> 01:42:20.000
We're getting back to you.
01:42:20.000 ‐‐> 01:42:22.000
Pardon.
01:42:22.000 ‐‐> 01:42:32.000
Okay. We'll get to you get a
01:42:32.000 ‐‐> 01:42:38.000
district five.
01:42:38.000 ‐‐> 01:42:39.000
Okay.
01:42:39.000 ‐‐> 01:42:57.000
We'll get back, we'll get back to you. Yes, go ahead. Okay, so this is Plan A, and
I think one of the things about this, this, this, this plan is again it unifies all
cities, except for Stockton, it just, it's a different combination right you don't
have
01:42:57.000 ‐‐> 01:43:05.000
the laser Mantega ribbon. Whole, but you do have Mountain House Tracy and laser
pole in this plan.
01:43:05.000 ‐‐> 01:43:17.000
You have Mantega hole with French camp, and the eastern part in district three, and
then you have, again that district one that you'll see all the time, and district
two I think the difference with this one.
01:43:17.000 ‐‐> 01:43:22.000
Is it includes that central Delta part portion.
01:43:22.000 ‐‐> 01:43:37.000
And then again you have that Northern District with Lodi northern Stockton again
another portion of the Northern Delta within the within the county and the rural
areas surrounding Lodi.
01:43:37.000 ‐‐> 01:43:45.000
Now I'd like to convey how much I liked this map, and No, I did not submit it.
01:43:45.000 ‐‐> 01:43:59.000
But it has to strongly ag district, four and three, which I think.
01:43:59.000 ‐‐> 01:44:07.000
Hello and and two and five have significant ag issues in them, as well.
01:44:07.000 ‐‐> 01:44:14.000
I like the fact that those who are part of the computing

01:44:14.000 ‐‐> 01:44:28.000
of our county, which will continue to grow over time but given that size right now,
this seems to be a very nice way of letting that community interest, have a strong
voice.
01:44:28.000 ‐‐> 01:44:35.000
So, I just like to give my thumbs up.
01:44:35.000 ‐‐> 01:44:42.000
You are You are correct it now have moved the egg basis into
01:44:42.000 ‐‐> 01:44:46.000
the five into
01:44:46.000 ‐‐> 01:44:48.000
a question Sherwin.
01:44:48.000 ‐‐> 01:45:08.000
Hang on a second Mr more wit will go to Mr and Miss Baird and then the MR Morwenna.
And do we have anyone on this side. Thank you, just a very brief question, Chris,
is there a way for the three draft plans that were presented to show again another
analytic
01:45:08.000 ‐‐> 01:45:14.000
that will just help us to kind of conceive of how these are different,
01:45:14.000 ‐‐> 01:45:16.000
like to know the longest line.
01:45:16.000 ‐‐> 01:45:28.000
If we can do a GIS kind of a trick to, to just measure what is the longest line in
each district and compare that between the maps, I'd like to know. In other words,
I'm looking for compactness.
01:45:28.000 ‐‐> 01:45:29.000
Yeah.
01:45:29.000 ‐‐> 01:45:40.000
So, if you, if we look, if we recall the distance between Tracy, and the northeast
part of industry in the plan see that we just were talking about previously.
01:45:40.000 ‐‐> 01:45:51.000
The distance is quite significant. This one I think has the feature of being more
compact closer to circles and squares then to, you know, odd dimension.
01:45:51.000 ‐‐> 01:46:03.000
And so I would like some way of quantifying that impression I get that this map,
the five districts are more like a circle, and the other ones are more like weird
angles.

01:46:03.000 ‐‐> 01:46:19.000
We can produce, there's a couple different ways you can measure compactness, and
we'll do the standard measures for each of the drafts. And the other thing that I
think will do as well is the number of city splits in between the plan so you can
see that
01:46:19.000 ‐‐> 01:46:24.000
in a number, rather than just visually. Thank you for this bear.
01:46:24.000 ‐‐> 01:46:27.000
I like, I like this map a lot.
01:46:27.000 ‐‐> 01:46:47.000
Not only does it not split most of the cities but it gives a couple of districts
the Delta when it runs, two out of the West, and then four, and it's a great fit
for the district with Lodi, which has all that rural or old wine country and then
the Delta,
01:46:47.000 ‐‐> 01:47:00.000
I think it's like this map a lot. The only thing that makes me laugh is that I see
that Victor and lock for it or split I mean how many people does Victor have 25
maybe, you know, probably have more horses and people convicted.
01:47:00.000 ‐‐> 01:47:10.000
But, anyway, that's hilarious but I don't think Victor will mind will go to Mr
Morrow wit and then we'll come to the
01:47:10.000 ‐‐> 01:47:23.000
announcement that it's 745 just to bring time to your attention. Thank you, sir
more with. Yeah, Chris, could you could use zoom in a little bit on that for us
home here.
01:47:23.000 ‐‐> 01:47:28.000
What what part of the map, well just the whole thing I mean a little bit.
01:47:28.000 ‐‐> 01:47:37.000
So, just, well just be a little easier. So Tracy basically does Tracy Mountain
House and later, is that when I see.
01:47:37.000 ‐‐> 01:47:47.000
Yes. Okay. And then, man Tikka takes in man TK ask on Ripon, and then goes up
north.
01:47:47.000 ‐‐> 01:48:02.000
Yes. Ok. And then, so that that that was the big.
01:48:02.000 ‐‐> 01:48:15.000
of the cities and also it makes more sense for five the other previous map was way
too too large of an area geographically to cover I believe for any representative.

01:48:15.000 ‐‐> 01:48:26.000
It feels like this, this map seemed draft a seem to be a lot more compact and
doesn't do as much splitting of the Seas except for Stockdale, of course.
01:48:26.000 ‐‐> 01:48:35.000
But yeah, I think this is a thing that was one of my favorite when we talked about
the first time around. So, that's all. Thank you.
01:48:35.000 ‐‐> 01:48:48.000
Could you zoom in on on and Mantega is that I'm just wanting to note that the
Airport Road did is that line actually only.
01:48:48.000 ‐‐> 01:49:00.000
Let me get down arrow tracks down to answer this question will go to Mr Gretzky
yeah the Pennsylvania railroad tracks along the city limits party.
01:49:00.000 ‐‐> 01:49:02.000
It's the.
01:49:02.000 ‐‐> 01:49:10.000
It appears to follow the railroad tracks along the city limits between laser up and
then take it.
01:49:10.000 ‐‐> 01:49:12.000
All right.
01:49:12.000 ‐‐> 01:49:23.000
Yeah. Can we go back to the mapping question possible.
01:49:23.000 ‐‐> 01:49:25.000
Yeah, so right here, I mean we.
01:49:25.000 ‐‐> 01:49:32.000
What I liked about the other map, which I did not think I would really like the
other map until we got into it.
01:49:32.000 ‐‐> 01:49:37.000
The Delta split up three different ways here.
01:49:37.000 ‐‐> 01:49:41.000
We're one community really Delta water fights.
01:49:41.000 ‐‐> 01:49:44.000
That's a community interest.
01:49:44.000 ‐‐> 01:49:55.000
I mean, the political entity at this point, I mean, not for any particular side but
it's it's a very unified front, I think, in all Delta rights and water rights.

01:49:55.000 ‐‐> 01:50:05.000
And that's where all those battles are going to be, I think with the amount of
stuff that I've seen approving the Planning Commission, you're gonna see a lot of
growth in the Mountain House area so you're looking at and you think you got three,
possibly
01:50:05.000 ‐‐> 01:50:08.000
four ag seats and you could be very disappointed.
01:50:08.000 ‐‐> 01:50:21.000
Over the next coming years. Just because it might not be there to two will get
swallowed up by stocked and you won't have that won't be a seat,
01:50:21.000 ‐‐> 01:50:39.000
it, it looks good on paper but we should take a hard look at it because there's a
lot of things that I see that would be where I think we were talking about where
you're at just gets chewed up you think you got a bit in every, every district.
01:50:39.000 ‐‐> 01:50:44.000
But when it comes down to it that voice could be small.
01:50:44.000 ‐‐> 01:50:46.000
That is an excellent point.
01:50:46.000 ‐‐> 01:50:54.000
Because when you start talking about the water on the delta and, and that is out
there.
01:50:54.000 ‐‐> 01:50:58.000
Well I mean you know as well but we are our current water restrictions.
01:50:58.000 ‐‐> 01:51:15.000
And so, Tracy farmer and the Delta farmer, we are one in the same as far as, you
know, my customers are the same as theirs and we are Delta. We consider ourselves
Delta concert, and you want to Tracy farmer adult the farmer farmer.
01:51:15.000 ‐‐> 01:51:19.000
You know, so you're on the islands. Right.
01:51:19.000 ‐‐> 01:51:23.000
This Benito.
01:51:23.000 ‐‐> 01:51:27.000
I
01:51:27.000 ‐‐> 01:51:32.000
would love to see.
01:51:32.000 ‐‐> 01:51:34.000
Oxford.

01:51:34.000 ‐‐> 01:51:44.000
Now,
01:51:44.000 ‐‐> 01:51:50.000
I mean areas.
01:51:50.000 ‐‐> 01:51:56.000
And
01:51:56.000 ‐‐> 01:52:03.000
I go out there don't get lost.
01:52:03.000 ‐‐> 01:52:11.000
But I would also be interested to see a map of
01:52:11.000 ‐‐> 01:52:33.000
interest in the county, like, where the wine grape growers are versus cherries
versus Vegas. Like, if you are almonds apples. Is there any type of math that
because I think those are also communities of interest that we should try to keep
rowers together,
01:52:33.000 ‐‐> 01:52:38.000
and
01:52:38.000 ‐‐> 01:53:02.000
I sent out an email via the Chief of Staff of Jacqueline's office to his broad
constituents, really hoping to get just what you're talking about. The Lodi
community did send in community of interest maps related to culture sort of the
wine.
01:53:02.000 ‐‐> 01:53:10.000
But I did not see anything else come in, related to the fruit and nuts.
01:53:10.000 ‐‐> 01:53:20.000
Missing Lisa Did you have anything going to go back over to Mr. Oscar.
01:53:20.000 ‐‐> 01:53:26.000
This man
01:53:26.000 ‐‐> 01:53:34.000
is it better to have the port and the airport in,
01:53:34.000 ‐‐> 01:53:36.000
or is it better to.
01:53:36.000 ‐‐> 01:53:40.000
They are both,
01:53:40.000 ‐‐> 01:53:43.000

but
01:53:43.000 ‐‐> 01:53:51.000
no no it's just, that's why I asked if they were most important was in.
01:53:51.000 ‐‐> 01:53:53.000
We're going.
01:53:53.000 ‐‐> 01:54:06.000
Chris could we see in the next meeting. I know you're scribbling notes on a to
where two things are accomplished on the north part of this map.
01:54:06.000 ‐‐> 01:54:17.000
It would it be possible and again I'm not sitting in front of district or right now
so I don't know, but could lock for be moved into the same district as Lodi
01:54:17.000 ‐‐> 01:54:34.000
while simultaneously consolidating the delta and only two districts that are those
are my notes. Yeah, I think Mr Gretzky's point. And it's funny this point, we're
both aligned with where I was going with the map, if there was a way to modify two
and
01:54:34.000 ‐‐> 01:54:46.000
and trim and five and three in such a way that you could actually maintain the
integrity of the map. But keeping the Delta not split into three but two and
consolidating and Rockford with Lodi.
01:54:46.000 ‐‐> 01:54:54.000
So, just as a question for this map to a to.
01:54:54.000 ‐‐> 01:55:03.000
Would it make more sense to put the Delta portion in district two north and a
district four with Lodi or south into district five with Tracy.
01:55:03.000 ‐‐> 01:55:05.000
Without Tracy, Tracy data.
01:55:05.000 ‐‐> 01:55:09.000
And, and then I, I'm pretty sure.
01:55:09.000 ‐‐> 01:55:23.000
Thanks to Commissioner Baird that I could easily move Victor over into district
three, but Lockwood's a little bigger. I don't know if the population with balance.
01:55:23.000 ‐‐> 01:55:28.000
To do that, but we can try that one, the run.
01:55:28.000 ‐‐> 01:55:44.000
Switch maybe if we move Longford into for, we'd move. Was it maraca maraca sorry
there with you, either would we're into into three, but I mean locker probably

belongs more with Lodi anyway.
01:55:44.000 ‐‐> 01:55:55.000
I think that you can make that happen because you can loosen up on to bring four
and five together and you've got the two entities that are taking care of the
Delta.
01:55:55.000 ‐‐> 01:56:00.000
Yes, ma'am. And then we're going to wrap it up and then we're going to go back to
public comment.
01:56:00.000 ‐‐> 01:56:13.000
A brief plug for Marotta I from two different circumstances I have gotten the sense
that Marotta would much prefer to be associated with Lodi.
01:56:13.000 ‐‐> 01:56:17.000
Do you have anything else. Yes, sir.
01:56:17.000 ‐‐> 01:56:29.000
Yeah. Okay, so we're looking at three examples, we really worked with any of the
others that have been submitted.
01:56:29.000 ‐‐> 01:56:41.000
And these are the ones we've elevated but if, if you're interested in having us
elevated and other public map. We can do that at the next sharing
01:56:41.000 ‐‐> 01:56:53.000
that final quick comment on this map, if it doesn't take up to population, you get
a five come along, almost two ribbon, taking in like that's the rural area below,
South America, correct.
01:56:53.000 ‐‐> 01:56:54.000
Okay.
01:56:54.000 ‐‐> 01:57:08.000
I think this is another great thing, if there's any other changes you'd like me to
try and the revision of this one, or it seems like everyone kind of like see if
there's any other changes.
01:57:08.000 ‐‐> 01:57:11.000
We haven't talked about be at all.
01:57:11.000 ‐‐> 01:57:15.000
Should I really be away.
01:57:15.000 ‐‐> 01:57:31.000
No, no. In fact, I'm gonna probably send you another one that's got repin in it
because I've been playing around with that so then do we want to move to the plan B
so we can talk through that and make j like talk through changes.

01:57:31.000 ‐‐> 01:57:37.000
If I'm looking, are we holding it to our timetable sir.
01:57:37.000 ‐‐> 01:57:48.000
We are able to go past 8pm, I believe this Sheriff will probably vacate, but
otherwise. So, those who are comfortable, we can go past.
01:57:48.000 ‐‐> 01:57:58.000
As the hour. Okay, motion for another 15 minutes, gather that ok with everyone. 15
minutes,
01:57:58.000 ‐‐> 01:58:02.000
continue on.
01:58:02.000 ‐‐> 01:58:10.000
So before we leave a any other last thoughts
01:58:10.000 ‐‐> 01:58:13.000
or hang on, we'll get to you, ma'am.
01:58:13.000 ‐‐> 01:58:17.000
We'll get to you
01:58:17.000 ‐‐> 01:58:21.000
know he's not closing.
01:58:21.000 ‐‐> 01:58:24.000
No we're not leaving
01:58:24.000 ‐‐> 01:58:30.000
now. Yeah.
01:58:30.000 ‐‐> 01:58:35.000
But you're going to have your opportunity to speak ma'am and public.
01:58:35.000 ‐‐> 01:58:37.000
Thank you very much for being here.
01:58:37.000 ‐‐> 01:58:40.000
Yes, ma'am.
01:58:40.000 ‐‐> 01:58:55.000
One thing that we haven't gone into depth on is the division between the North and
South Stockton and whether or not there's potentially communities of interests that
are being violated by that division we sort of treated district.
01:58:55.000 ‐‐> 01:58:57.000
One, as six.
01:58:57.000 ‐‐> 01:59:09.000

But there's no time today to have that but I do hope that at the next meeting we
can go into depth in the city of Stockton
01:59:09.000 ‐‐> 01:59:11.000
name is Jeffrey.
01:59:11.000 ‐‐> 01:59:13.000
Yes, definitely.
01:59:13.000 ‐‐> 01:59:17.000
But ok so this again is draft plan B.
01:59:17.000 ‐‐> 01:59:22.000
It has this is the one that's this plan splits the most cities.
01:59:22.000 ‐‐> 01:59:30.000
You can see that district five is very different than all the other ones we've
seen. It includes Tracy.
01:59:30.000 ‐‐> 01:59:39.000
This part like very small part of a throw a little. The southern portion of Mantega
and then includes all written in Ashkelon.
01:59:39.000 ‐‐> 02:00:00.000
And with the, with the trade off being that you're that you have this central kind
of rural district that wraps around Stockton foods most of way through most of
Mantega Mountain House and then Waterloo London Peters, and farming 10, with most
of the
02:00:00.000 ‐‐> 02:00:14.000
I think probably in this in district three, and then you have another district
district for that has the northern Delta Lodi Marotta and northern section again
and then again you have that.
02:00:14.000 ‐‐> 02:00:32.000
The one D two combo of this time district two is all of Stockton, this is probably
how you will see that change and plan A where the delta will be drawn down, and
you'll district to end up looking a lot like this one in that new.
02:00:32.000 ‐‐> 02:00:57.000
Hm. This is my least favorite map, because it divides laser from Antica and takes
out more and more Stockton and I like the other ones because it keeps the city
whole more
02:00:57.000 ‐‐> 02:00:59.000
guy.
02:00:59.000 ‐‐> 02:01:10.000
Yeah, I agree. I think that also I don't think we got to bigger different
communities and Mountain House in London, or in the same district and it's like

there yeah polar opposites.
02:01:10.000 ‐‐> 02:01:18.000
Yeah, I mean, it don't show the same one from London, because I don't want the
emails,
02:01:18.000 ‐‐> 02:01:22.000
just spinning.
02:01:22.000 ‐‐> 02:01:32.000
Not a bit the same reason why I think, Oxford
02:01:32.000 ‐‐> 02:01:35.000
on house.
02:01:35.000 ‐‐> 02:01:39.000
I don't. And I don't think
02:01:39.000 ‐‐> 02:01:44.000
in the south, or defeat
02:01:44.000 ‐‐> 02:01:48.000
or Mountain House
02:01:48.000 ‐‐> 02:02:03.000
in Mountain House, where do they shop the shop in trace life in Tracy,
02:02:03.000 ‐‐> 02:02:04.000
Chris.
02:02:04.000 ‐‐> 02:02:21.000
I'm just thinking, always dangerous. I know, but if we could see a be to where
there was a way to move that horizontal line across Mantega if there was a way to
somehow, move it, and making a visual here with my hands Chris.
02:02:21.000 ‐‐> 02:02:26.000
A making a visual here with my hands Chris. We could slide it this way.
02:02:26.000 ‐‐> 02:02:37.000
Somehow, if you brought down house in and traded it for some of the Eastern
portions of the current be drawn district five in this map.
02:02:37.000 ‐‐> 02:02:41.000
Would that be sufficient.
02:02:41.000 ‐‐> 02:02:54.000
So that you're moving Escalade and repin into three and Green Mountain House into
five, like I don't know how the populations match up to some extent if you do that,
well, that's, that's Plan A.

02:02:54.000 ‐‐> 02:03:04.000
Well, not, not quite. I'm saying, while maintaining this northern schema of the, of
the Delta to do the feature of this that's that's if you could zoom back out.
02:03:04.000 ‐‐> 02:03:11.000
The feature of this that is desirable, in my view, I agree this map is extremely
problematic for a number of reasons.
02:03:11.000 ‐‐> 02:03:26.000
The things that are good about this are many, the northern part of the district,
the partner one of the county is all calc, the delta is largely in one district
with the western part of District Four, but if the delta is less split up in this
map.
02:03:26.000 ‐‐> 02:03:33.000
The two Stockton districts are more compact and more containing have only Stockton,
as much as possible.
02:03:33.000 ‐‐> 02:03:44.000
The where this map is problematic I view is in the bottom part of the map, and the
fact that Mountain House and Tracy are divided the fact that later been an antique
are divided.
02:03:44.000 ‐‐> 02:03:48.000
And we're putting an Escalade and with Tracy and we were talking about London and
Mountain House.
02:03:48.000 ‐‐> 02:03:52.000
Anybody been desk on and talk to somebody from Tracy at the same time.
02:03:52.000 ‐‐> 02:04:10.000
That's a, that's a brawl. So, if there will be a way to move down house in
exchanging it with three and 5% of the Eastern portions of the current five in this
map, but maintaining this element in the north of 42 and one.
02:04:10.000 ‐‐> 02:04:25.000
I think you could have something really desirable because I think there's your
Gretzky's concerned about, about the Delta would be addressed by having a district
three that somewhat looked like this at least on the western portion.
02:04:25.000 ‐‐> 02:04:35.000
You kind of want a mash up of the Northern District of district of Plan B. With
this,
02:04:35.000 ‐‐> 02:04:41.000
like, district five and three in in plan.
02:04:41.000 ‐‐> 02:04:47.000
A with like the to Stockton see it's much more compact without the Delta.

02:04:47.000 ‐‐> 02:05:05.000
We can explore like an A or B to or, you know, to try to get all of those elements
in there. I guess my question is do you like the idea of Tracy, to ask one, because
I think that's the trade off right like you move Mountain House into five, then
ribbon
02:05:05.000 ‐‐> 02:05:15.000
and so on have to go into three for population balance that that's explicitly what
I'm at a graph or implicitly asking for Mountain House into five in exchange for
ribbon and Escalade yada three.
02:05:15.000 ‐‐> 02:05:19.000
You do that with the map.
02:05:19.000 ‐‐> 02:05:21.000
If again.
02:05:21.000 ‐‐> 02:05:26.000
We still have this problem from the last 10 years of Mantega being split and my
friends and then Tikka.
02:05:26.000 ‐‐> 02:05:43.000
If we come out and says, America is still split on 120. I mean, they're gonna. I
mean, we are cherries. Yeah, talk to us about already started blaming the whole
that element of this map is almost a non starter for this map because it's, it's
meant to
02:05:43.000 ‐‐> 02:05:56.000
about this for a decade, it's a non starter here. Care McMorrow it online is asking
to be recognized in the canyon welcome Mr Mooney and then we'll come back to Mr
Morrow it.
02:05:56.000 ‐‐> 02:06:15.000
Okay, so can we, we can go on into district or and tweak any of these maps, and
then resubmit it as an alteration of plan so that you could look at them later.
02:06:15.000 ‐‐> 02:06:17.000
These plans.
02:06:17.000 ‐‐> 02:06:27.000
Precisely aren't in disruptor at this point, we just have the draft plans on the,
on the website, make him do it, but you can make me do it.
02:06:27.000 ‐‐> 02:06:34.000
Okay, well I'm what I'm saying is I mean if if you because you've got a map number
there Can we can't go to that.
02:06:34.000 ‐‐> 02:06:49.000
You can they're just not exactly the same. I think the biggest difference right is
that the one that we superimposed on all of these plans and then had to create

changes to create the draft plans, yeah I guess what, you know what I'm saying is
if we could
02:06:49.000 ‐‐> 02:07:01.000
go in and make tweaks that we wanted to and comments and then comes the, they come
back to you and you can look at it and yeah, and you're upset. I don't want to just
save some.
02:07:01.000 ‐‐> 02:07:06.000
We can we can do some adjustments ourselves.
02:07:06.000 ‐‐> 02:07:23.000
They are on there on, I'm Miss misspoke so they are there, and you can do that.
Okay, and then we could put a note that it's from us or something or, or you could
just email the body saying, I've submitted plan, 1234.
02:07:23.000 ‐‐> 02:07:25.000
Okay. Okay.
02:07:25.000 ‐‐> 02:07:40.000
It'll have the map where you can put in a title that says draft plan B and all my
ulterior Mooney. Okay, yeah. So we'll go to Mr Morrow witness it back, and then
missing English.
02:07:40.000 ‐‐> 02:07:48.000
Just a quick comment you know the last halfway say, I like to, as well.
02:07:48.000 ‐‐> 02:07:50.000
But
02:07:50.000 ‐‐> 02:08:06.000
I kind of agree with Mitchell's to some degree, Mitchell's what he had just said as
well, you know, bringing making me and take a whole but giving mouse to district
five it's pretty hard not to include Mountain House with district five just
geographically
02:08:06.000 ‐‐> 02:08:16.000
makes senses. Allow the same folks, kind of goes to that commuter, but the last
plan, and I realized Mr Gretzky was made a good point very good point about the
Delta.
02:08:16.000 ‐‐> 02:08:28.000
My question is that, can we run like a almost a vein between the three districts to
bring one together I mean is that too odd.
02:08:28.000 ‐‐> 02:08:34.000
Um This question is for Chris. Is it. Can you bring the Delta together.
02:08:34.000 ‐‐> 02:08:44.000
Like, like it was a kind of a long narrow stretch I know it doesn't. Is that going

to work does that work. I mean, so that you can kind of keep that having three
districts on the Delta.
02:08:44.000 ‐‐> 02:08:49.000
And it was kind of bouncing back and forth from the other map but
02:08:49.000 ‐‐> 02:09:00.000
that that illustrated a lot in district five in plan see we have a delta will
unified in the plan.
02:09:00.000 ‐‐> 02:09:13.000
Because that's unfortunately that just makes district five extremely large and I
think a little bit unmanageable for an elected to handle. Um, I think you just get
kind of lost, you'd be spending all your time and Tracy and then you lose all the
other
02:09:13.000 ‐‐> 02:09:14.000
places as well.
02:09:14.000 ‐‐> 02:09:31.000
I'm just, but I do see the I see the understanding of the Delta and how important
it is not to have three different votes necessarily on an item that could easily
be, you know, knocked down to two so I'm just, I just know there's a way to, you
know, it
02:09:31.000 ‐‐> 02:09:44.000
know, it would be a little odd but it would serve a purpose a community of interest
which would be the Delta people there. I just, I'd have to go on there I guess and
kind of lines around to see how the population is because it's just, you know space
02:09:44.000 ‐‐> 02:09:59.000
doesn't really count for population but I'm just, you know, trying to keep certain
things together and water is very very important to our region.
02:09:59.000 ‐‐> 02:10:16.000
I don't see, you know, right now we have an issue but you never know down the line
with electives what changes and what goes on. So that was my question, I think, in
map Plan A to from all the comments from Commissioner Grabowski and others to unify
more
02:10:16.000 ‐‐> 02:10:20.000
of the Delta in that Tracy district and D five.
02:10:20.000 ‐‐> 02:10:32.000
I think would get too much of the Delta being in one district, you'd still have
part of it in the a map in the district for Tracy district, but it wouldn't be
split up into three.
02:10:32.000 ‐‐> 02:10:41.000
As in, I think in the as it is here, and in a rich, you know, currently.

02:10:41.000 ‐‐> 02:10:56.000
Well, just saying simplistic terms I think it's like Mr. Potato Head you want to
kind of move it around and do things that, you know, as best as you can but
definitely want to keep certain groups of people and, you know, strong as they can.
02:10:56.000 ‐‐> 02:11:07.000
So I, I agree with you at somebody has to take on more share of it five makes
sense, but it definitely was a little it was a bit choppy on the other one I was
having three.
02:11:07.000 ‐‐> 02:11:26.000
You know, different electives I could see that big an issue. Okay, thank you. Hey
Miss my back by two, confirm what access we will have to versus your maps between
now and the next meeting.
02:11:26.000 ‐‐> 02:11:37.000
I assume, from the prior conversation will be able to see these draft plans, A, B
and C and potentially take some and tweak them and put our name on them.
02:11:37.000 ‐‐> 02:11:58.000
But you'll be coming up with new plans for us to discuss at the next meeting. Will
we also have those in district dar or disappear, so that we can dive in and look at
the additions between these districts and assessing what roads what communities
railroads,
02:11:58.000 ‐‐> 02:12:01.000
etc. are used for.
02:12:01.000 ‐‐> 02:12:15.000
Yeah, yes we'll do the same thing going forward and you'll also have the HTML
version, so that you can. It's like a web app that you can zoom in on and it will
be on distributor as it is now.
02:12:15.000 ‐‐> 02:12:22.000
And they'll be published seven days prior so you'll have that stretch to study up.
02:12:22.000 ‐‐> 02:12:32.000
If you go looking for these maps in district or right now, they'll be under the
draft section, and they'll all have the preface of analytics.
02:12:32.000 ‐‐> 02:12:42.000
And some of them.
02:12:42.000 ‐‐> 02:12:54.000
We can also email you the links to these. But
02:12:54.000 ‐‐> 02:12:56.000
yeah, sorry. Okay.

02:12:56.000 ‐‐> 02:13:00.000
So if you get to work in progress you want to hit low drafts.
02:13:00.000 ‐‐> 02:13:05.000
And you can see blow analytics.
02:13:05.000 ‐‐> 02:13:11.000
And they each of the plans that we discussed are here.
02:13:11.000 ‐‐> 02:13:32.000
They're not ABC I'm sorry but the letters ra is to the lowest numbers of 48 331 is
a 49 596 is be. And 5541 is see, and I renamed them so that I could say them
faster.
02:13:32.000 ‐‐> 02:13:37.000
English. I know you wanted to bring it down to two.
02:13:37.000 ‐‐> 02:13:43.000
I know that you mentioned that earlier but on Plan B, because I know we're talking
about that.
02:13:43.000 ‐‐> 02:13:50.000
If you want to keep Antica on one.
02:13:50.000 ‐‐> 02:14:09.000
Eliminate Escalade and add Mountain House. If you look at that because of the
population of Antica and the population a mountain house, and you put Escalade on
district three, I think, is I was a mess in my in playing around not messing around
I'm sorry
02:14:09.000 ‐‐> 02:14:11.000
playing around with the map.
02:14:11.000 ‐‐> 02:14:31.000
It was Mountain House Tracy Ripon and and not including that ticket because it did
throw off the population when I did that. So if you keep Ashkelon Mantega three
Mountain House Tracy and I believe it was ripping and looking at the map now, and I
think
02:14:31.000 ‐‐> 02:14:47.000
I had a little bit of lace up tickets in that Bama subpopulation I might be
incorrect on that but keeping in tackled and said the last time I did keep Mantega
in line Mountain House, Tracy and ribbon.
02:14:47.000 ‐‐> 02:14:50.000
And I believe Ashkelon I had it on number three.
02:14:50.000 ‐‐> 02:15:05.000
I might have been off a little on the numbers but that's my suggestion if that
works out. This roster, Chris, I can I am in to my previous request to comport with

missing wishes, comment, yeah if we, if we could add Mountain House to district
from this
02:15:05.000 ‐‐> 02:15:23.000
map, I see a version where Mountain House is added to five. But the southern
portion of men tks pushed into three so that balances that we can population and
achieves the, the elimination of the non starter of men taking remaining to look at
our chair
02:15:23.000 ‐‐> 02:15:37.000
does not have a connection, you're going to drop so this is going to be, it's
heavily populated in that South area. And so you get it down far enough into the
farming community drop that into five, but you're going to have to pull up Mountain
House which
02:15:37.000 ‐‐> 02:15:43.000
is probably approaching that 20,000 mark that that will have to work on.
02:15:43.000 ‐‐> 02:15:47.000
Any other questions up here.
02:15:47.000 ‐‐> 02:15:54.000
I'm going to go back to the audience. Any questions from the audience.
02:15:54.000 ‐‐> 02:16:03.000
Star I cannot take your question, because you're an alternate, and I and according
to what I was been told.
02:16:03.000 ‐‐> 02:16:22.000
Can you talk to our attorney. And then, and then she can provide you whatever
information that question that you will ask, but I want to go to the audience to
ask him, any questions that there were here.
02:16:22.000 ‐‐> 02:16:34.000
This is a procedural question it may benefit director go ahead and hear if it's
appropriate to just differentiate, okay.
02:16:34.000 ‐‐> 02:16:38.000
So why don't we go ahead and we'll work with you.
02:16:38.000 ‐‐> 02:16:46.000
But I did want to just make sure so thank you. and thank you for keeping me out of
trouble.
02:16:46.000 ‐‐> 02:16:49.000
Any anyone else that.
02:16:49.000 ‐‐> 02:17:08.000
And I apologize that Michelle is not here that we can open up those, those
questions but I'd like to maintain order, allowing today people up here, I'll get

all their questions and everything answered then open it back up to the public.
02:17:08.000 ‐‐> 02:17:23.000
So the public can have the opportunity for for their comments there any questions,
any probably come in, bring it back up to the front any commissioners have any
comments.
02:17:23.000 ‐‐> 02:17:25.000
Yes, ma'am.
02:17:25.000 ‐‐> 02:17:35.000
I can't resist, finding out that I did submit a map, but it was way late, it was
yesterday afternoon, it has the initials P.
02:17:35.000 ‐‐> 02:17:37.000
Right.
02:17:37.000 ‐‐> 02:17:41.000
Any questions on this side.
02:17:41.000 ‐‐> 02:17:50.000
Okay, ladies and gentlemen, thank you very much for being here this evening, short
one. Yes sir, before we adjourn.
02:17:50.000 ‐‐> 02:18:08.000
If the rack members don't object is are you comfortable with us extending rack
meetings, two, and three, to 9pm, to give you that extra time. Sure. I don't have
any problems is what is what is everyone else me it's, we're looking at the benefit
they're
02:18:08.000 ‐‐> 02:18:19.000
getting revolve a high pay. So, I would like to. Yeah, I mean if I'm adding more
time. I don't have a problem adding more time.
02:18:19.000 ‐‐> 02:18:22.000
Is this the sheriff's department.
02:18:22.000 ‐‐> 02:18:32.000
What is the situation with him. I want to make sure that they're here during any
time that will run in here, we'll, we'll have them, arrange to okay with us.
02:18:32.000 ‐‐> 02:18:38.000
Yes, ma'am.
02:18:38.000 ‐‐> 02:18:40.000
630 to nine.
02:18:40.000 ‐‐> 02:18:49.000
We're trying, if we want to shave a half hour we could go six to 830, that's that's
what I'd be for that I have a modeling on two young kids forensics, need to put

them to bed got an alternate out there we got a little guy here, there's a couple
here
02:18:49.000 ‐‐> 02:19:03.000
I need to put them to bed and I've got an alternate out there we got a little guy
here, there's a couple here and and I can we can we do any 815 or 830 if we need to
extend 15 minutes that's fine I don't mind prime explain with that I've got it.
02:19:03.000 ‐‐> 02:19:09.000
I'm, I'm good with anything that the patient wants to do. Okay.
02:19:09.000 ‐‐> 02:19:39.000
Thank you. Sure. thank you very much, meeting is adjourned.

