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  Chairman:  Okay.  Well, Redistricting Advisory 1 

Committee, we are in session, and we’ll go straight into Item  2 

No. 1.  Roll Call, Mr. Clerk. 3 

  Mr. Randolph:  Patrick Burns. 4 

  Mr. Burns:  Here. 5 

  Mr. Randolph:  Andrea Altamirano is absent.  6 

Luke Knipe. 7 

  Mr. Knipe:  Here. 8 

  Mr. Randolph:  Mohur Sidhwa. 9 

  Ms. Sidhwa:  Present. 10 

  Mr. Randolph:  Natalie Rose. 11 
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  Ms. Rose:  Here. 1 

  Mr. Randolph:  Matthew Laos. 2 

  Mr. Laos:  Here. 3 

  Mr. Randolph:  Mark Crum is absent.  You have a 4 

quorum, Mr. Chair. 5 

  Chairman:  Okay.  Item No. 2, Approval of the Legal 6 

Action Report from August 23, our first meeting.  Were the - was 7 

that report distributed by e-mail?   8 

  Ms. Rainone:  Did they go out by e-mail? 9 

  Chairman:  I don’t think I ever saw one. 10 

  Ms. Rainone:  I post (inaudible) 11 

  Mr. Randolph:  It was, it was just posted on line, Mr. 12 

Chair, and the Minutes are not available yet, so we can, we can 13 

- 14 

  Chairman:  Continue this item? 15 

  Mr. Randolph:  We can continue that item, do it at 16 

your next meeting. 17 

  Chairman:  Sounds goods.  Item No. 3, Call to the 18 

Audience.  Doesn’t look like we have an audience.  Okay.  I 19 

guess we’ll go straight to Item No. 4, and is Staff gonna lead 20 
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this one off for us? 1 

  Mr. Randolph:  We can, Mr. Chair.  The discussion that 2 

really needs to take place for this Redistricting Advisory 3 

Committee is primarily focused on the splits.  You can review 4 

any part of the redistricting that you want.  That’s entirely up 5 

to your discretion.   6 

  Right now as it stands, the wards are well within the 7 

differential, the maximum population deviation that is allowable 8 

under the federal guidelines.  So if you left those as they 9 

were, there wouldn’t be any problem with just saying it’s fine. 10 

  One of the other things that the City likes us to look 11 

at is, is the splits between the precincts within the wards.  It 12 

helps to alleviate voter confusion, plus it also makes for the 13 

administration elections much easier.   14 

  As I mentioned at the last meeting previously, that 15 

was a pretty simple process because the precincts, there were so 16 

many of them that they had 500 to 1,000 people in a precinct, 17 

and you could take and make multiple moves without really 18 

affecting the ward’s populations themselves. 19 

  Now, most of these precincts have approximately 5,000 20 
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in a precinct because they kind of consolidated the precincts 1 

down.  So once you start moving those and you’re moving them 2 

from ward to another, it can really start skewing the population 3 

figures within a ward.   4 

  So that’s one thing that we’ll have to be cautious of 5 

and, and conscious of as we go through and, and look at those.  6 

So what Randy’s doing is he’s put the split precincts up there, 7 

and - 8 

  Chairman:  Sure. 9 

  Mr. Randolph:  - we also want to keep in mind as we go 10 

through this, particularly in the, in the Ward 5 area right 11 

there is we do have a Council - sitting Council Member that is 12 

in Precinct 48, I believe it is.  I can’t see it. 13 

  Chairman:  And, and that’s one of the split precincts. 14 

  Mr. Randolph:  It’s - 15 

  Ms. Rainone:  Right around this area. 16 

  Mr. Randolph:  It’s not in the split, but if you start 17 

moving precincts around that split, we just want to make sure 18 

that you don’t re-precinct that Council Member out of his ward. 19 

  Chairman:  Okay.  And I know that included in our 20 
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materials, there was a printed map that showed the splits in it 1 

looked like a green striped shaded area. 2 

  Mr. Randolph:  That’s, that’s under Tab No. 5, Mr. 3 

Chair. 4 

  Chairman:  Okay. 5 

  Mr. Laos:  Can I ask a question, Mr. Clerk?  What was 6 

the reduction from the previous number of precincts to the 7 

current number of precincts?  I, I would like to know. 8 

  Mr. Randolph:  Give me just a minute and see if I can 9 

come up with that.  I’ll have to do a little math for you here.  10 

For the City, previously in 2012, the last redistricting, we had 11 

137 prec- –- 167 precincts, and we’re currently down to 135.   12 

  So it wasn’t so dramatic for the City.  For the 13 

County, it was pretty dramatic.  They went from about 400 to 14 

about 290, I believe, so 289 approximately. 15 

  Ms. Rose:  Mr. Clerk, I had a question.  So why the 16 

reduction? 17 

  Mr. Randolph:  So what the County was able to do when 18 

they looked at re-precincting, they took into account not only 19 

the populations, but primarily, they were able to consolidate 20 
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precincts because of the number of people that are on the 1 

permanent early voting list.   2 

  And therefore, they aren’t going to the polling 3 

locations.  And so because of that, they were able to 4 

consolidate those precincts down based on the number of people 5 

who were still going to the polls. 6 

  Ms. Rose:  And just for more my curiosity.  Is there 7 

like a cap in terms of, can, can we have as many precincts as we 8 

want, or is there a cap to it? 9 

  Mr. Randolph:  They, I, I believe at one point in 10 

time, they had close to 500 precincts.  And now they’re getting 11 

down to probably two-thirds of that, if, if - less than that 12 

even, the number of precincts. 13 

  Ms Rose:  Thank you. 14 

  Mr. Randolph:  Uh-huh. 15 

  Mr. Laos:  In reading the material before this, 16 

there’s one other question before we actually start talking 17 

about this.  There was the subject of the prison population.  18 

Based off what I was reading, am I to assume that the prison 19 

population for the City is not included in the numbers?  Thank 20 
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you. 1 

  Mr. Randolph:  So the prison population currently, 2 

when you look at the base, the base map under map - Tab No. 5, 3 

and it shows the total population, that actually includes the 4 

prison population.   5 

  Ms. Sidhwa:  (Inaudible) 6 

  Mr. Randolph:  So the, the minority population that, 7 

that you see here is listed, does include the prison population.  8 

So when the census is done, it includes the prison population, 9 

and it breaks it down by the minority and the Hispanic 10 

populations.  And those are included in these figures. 11 

  So what that does, though, is you have, in Ward 5, you 12 

have approximately 7,000 of this population that are actually in 13 

prison, whether it be at the State complex or the, or the 14 

Federal complex -  15 

  Ms. Sidhwa:  (Inaudible) 16 

  Mr. Randolph:  Right.  Population of that ward, yes. 17 

  Chairman:  Mr. Clerk, do we have the ability with this 18 

map and the mapping software that’s on the screen right now, to 19 

propose “what if” scenarios and see what the impact would be on 20 
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the deviations and the differences? 1 

  Mr. Randolph:  Yes, we do. 2 

  Chairman:  Okay. 3 

  Mr. Randolph:  So just as one other side note on the 4 

prison populations.  The federal government allows the cities, 5 

as well as the state allows the cities to determine how they’re 6 

going to count the prison population. 7 

  The City Charter states that we consider all voting 8 

popula- –- all population within our redistricting, not just the 9 

voting population.  And so that’s why when you look at the 10 

city’s redistricting, we actually put that prison population 11 

within the population count for each ward. 12 

  Ms. Sidhwa:  (Inaudible) 13 

  Mr. Randolph:  It, it does.  And, and historically, I 14 

mean it would be up to this Committee whether you wanted to 15 

recommend changing that and adding additional voters, or 16 

additional population to Ward 5 and Ward 1 where the prisons are 17 

found.   18 

  Historically, that has never been - I’m not aware of 19 

it being done previously by a Redistricting Committee.  That 20 
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would just be something that you would need to explain to the 1 

Council how you did that, and why you did that.  Typically, we 2 

go with the census numbers for population and, and go that 3 

direction. 4 

  One, one point in time that it could become really 5 

critical that you look at that would be at the MPD.  The density 6 

is, the deviation is getting really close to that 10%.  But 7 

we’re a long ways from that 10%. 8 

  Mr. Laos:  Since you brought up the issue of Precinct 9 

48 affecting one Council Member, are there any other additional 10 

issues involving splits that came to mind? 11 

  Mr. Randolph:  I believe that, I think it’s actually 12 

246, not 48.  But the other Council Members, I believe, are well 13 

enough within the ward that we wouldn’t have to worry about 14 

those issues.   15 

  And then again, the only other issue is just the 16 

population size within the precincts as we start moving those 17 

around.  And you can play with that here, and you can see how it 18 

will affect the various wards as you move those people around. 19 

  Chairman:  Now just to review, I’m looking at Tab 2 20 
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here, and these sections of the code that establish the legal 1 

mandates of the Committee, if you will, maintaining deviation no 2 

more than 10%, maintain ethnic balance, contiguity, that sort of 3 

thing. 4 

  Mr. Randolph:  Right. 5 

  Chairman:  It’s my understanding that we’re, while 6 

we’re not required to make any changes at all, we, we do have 7 

these mandates, and we do have an opportunity to improve upon 8 

what’s here, if we can.  And eliminating the splits is one of 9 

these mandates. 10 

  Mr. Randolph:  Correct.  Mr. Chair, there is one other 11 

thing of note that as we’re looking at the population of Ward 5 12 

and that prison population, the last annexation that we did that 13 

is not on this, that is not taken into account on any of our 14 

maps is actually in Ward 5, and that adds 1,412 people to Ward 15 

5.    So that increases that population into Ward 5. 16 

  Chairman:  And where, geographically, is, is this 17 

annexation? 18 

  Mr. Randolph:  That’s gonna be off of Swan and 19 

Valencia. 20 
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  Chairman:  Thank you. 1 

  Mr. Laos:  Can I also assume, I know we’ve done a lot 2 

of annexations in the last - seems like that’s been the Mayor’s 3 

number one priority.  Do we have a list of the annexations since 4 

the last redistricting?  And can we - if not, can we get that 5 

list?  Thank you. 6 

  Mr. Randolph:  (Inaudible) under 6. 7 

  Ms. Rainone:  It’s under Tab 7. 8 

  Mr. Randolph:  That’s under Tab 7. 9 

  Mr. Laos:  If I might make a comment about the prison 10 

population.  The reason I ask that question was Mayor and 11 

Council have obviously moved towards a “check the box” policy.  12 

And so I was curious about the fact were they considered part of 13 

the population?  And if they hadn’t been considered part of the 14 

population, I sort of was curious if the Council would want to 15 

consider that. 16 

  But it sounds like they’ve already been doing that.  17 

So that’s sort of in like with their “check the box” policy 18 

already, so it’s nice to see that that’s - that they are 19 

considered.  Thank you. 20 
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  Chairman:  And, Andrea, since you just got here, we 1 

are on Item No. 4, Discussion of Redistricting Options. 2 

  Mr. Laos:  In looking at the total annexation, Mr. 3 

Clerk, what was the total number - I’m sorry, I’m having trouble 4 

finding it here - for all the annexations, what’s the total pop. 5 

increase on all of them since you guys already consolidated it, 6 

because I - 7 

  Mr. Randolph:  The total population? 8 

  Mr. Laos:  Is it eleven - I, I just don’t see where 9 

it’s listed exactly. 10 

  Mr. Randolph:  The total population isn’t listed on 11 

this.  We would have to go back and calculate that.  Most of 12 

these either didn’t have any population, or very minimal 13 

population.  It’s mostly been vacant land. 14 

  Mr. Laos:  Thank you. 15 

  Mr. Randolph:  But we can go, we can go back and we’ll 16 

pull that population for each of those annexations. 17 

  Chairman:  Okay.  So I have a question about the map.  18 

In the, the shaded split area that overlaps Wards - it looks 19 

like 6 and 3, up there, up there right around Fort Lowell and 20 
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Alvernon, you see it’s - I suppose I could point at it - but 1 

it’s right around Fort Lowell and Alvernon.   2 

  It is, it is Grant Road to the, Grant Road to the 3 

south, and what looks like maybe, actually it looks my street, 4 

Monte Vista to the north.  There you go.  That split right 5 

there.  What is the population of that area? 6 

  Mr. Randolph:  So if you look at your second map under 7 

Tab 5 where it shows the splits, there’s some very small numbers 8 

in there that actually shows the population - 9 

  Chairman:  Oh.  Thank you. 10 

  Mr. Randolph:  - between each portion of that split.  11 

So in Ward 3, there would be 4,699. 12 

  Chairman:  I couldn’t even see them. 13 

  Mr. Randolph:  And in Ward 6, there’s 3,893. 14 

  Chairman:  Thank you.   15 

  Mr. Randolph:  So as - so something that you could, an 16 

option that you could potentially look at is that split is in, 17 

in Precinct 72. 18 

  Chairman:  Uh-huh. 19 

  Mr. Randolph:  And then if you look at the split in 20 
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Ward - between Ward 3 and Ward 6 in Precinct 42 - in Ward 3, 1 

there’s 5,676.  And in Ward 6, there’s 4,192.  If you put - the 2 

potential would be to place the - all of Precinct 72 in Ward 6.  3 

  That would put the 4,699 into Ward 6, and all of 4 

Precinct 42 into Ward 3, moving the 4,192.  And so that almost 5 

is the same type of population move, and you just eliminated two 6 

splits. 7 

  Chairman:  Any discussion from the Committee 8 

(inaudible) 9 

  Mr. Laos:  Actually, can you go over that one more 10 

time?  I was - 11 

  Ms. Rose:  Can you show that (inaudible) 12 

  Mr. Randolph:  Sure. 13 

  Mr. Laos:  I know where you’re at, but - 14 

  Mr. Randolph:  So if you, so if you take all of 72   15 

and put it in Ward 6, you’re moving 4,699 people from Ward 3 to 16 

Ward 6. 17 

  Mr. Laos:  Right.  I getcha.   18 

  Mr. Randolph:  And then you go to Ward - Precinct 42, 19 

and do the opposite and move all of 42 to Ward 3, you get 4,192 20 
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(inaudible) 1 

  Mr. Laos:  Okay.  So we’re just offsetting each other. 2 

  Mr. Randolph:  So you’re pretty much offsetting 3 

(inaudible) 4 

  Mr. Laos:  Gotcha. 5 

  Mr. Randolph:  - you eliminate two splits by 6 

(inaudible) the offsets. 7 

  Mr. Laos:  That’s a good plan.   8 

  Mr. Randolph:  There, there’ll be a little bit of 9 

population variation there, but not, not anything real dramatic.  10 

And actually what you would be doing would be the, the increase 11 

would be going into Ward 6, who needs that extra little bit of 12 

population as opposed to Ward 3.  You’d be taking about 700 out 13 

of Ward 3, - 14 

  Mr. Laos:  Uh-huh. 15 

  Mr. Randolph:  - which could afford to give that up. 16 

  Mr. Hammel:  And then on the screen right now, you can 17 

see that I already switched those precincts to those 18 

corresponding wards.  And if you look at the table that’s on the 19 

screen now, and compare it to the one that is on your - in your 20 
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binders, you’ll see the deviation difference. 1 

  Mr. Laos:  Gotcha. 2 

  Ms. Rose:  Mr. Clerk? 3 

  Mr. Randolph:  Yes. 4 

  Ms. Rose:  Are we looking to - I read it (inaudible) 5 

ask these questions.  Are we looking to make these precincts, 6 

slash, wards equal in population?  Is that like the final goal? 7 

  Mr. Randolph:  The, the goal is to keep them as close 8 

to the same population as possible.   9 

  Ms. Rose:  So - 10 

  Mr. Randolph:  But if we can’t get there, you know, - 11 

  Ms. Rose:  Right. 12 

  Mr. Randolph:  - we still want them to have 13 

(inaudible) 14 

  Ms. Rose:  But if there’s - why would - as I’m, as   15 

I’m looking at the map, I actually live in 2, but I grew up in 16 

Ward 6.  So Ward 6 to me is midtown, and there’s more of a 17 

population north in 3?  Is that what - 18 

  Mr. Randolph:  Yes. 19 

  Ms. Rose:  Yes.  Okay. 20 
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  Mr. Laos:  I’m gonna ask for an edification of what 1 

we’re really doing here.  The precincts are determined by the, 2 

the Board of Supervisors.  And we are simply adjusting the wards 3 

map so that Ward 6 would be defined under the new - like if you, 4 

as you suggested, that’s basically what we’re doing.  We’re 5 

basically changing Ward 6's actual map, correct?  I know that 6 

sounds stupid.  I just want to be clear. 7 

  Mr. Burns:  I don’t think we’re just adjusting Ward 8 

6's map.  We’re gonna adjust many, - 9 

  Mr. Laos:  In Ward - 10 

  Mr. Burns:  - many wards’ map, depending on, you know, 11 

if we’re able to get rid of all these split precincts.  12 

(Inaudible) 13 

  Mr. Laos:  Just for what we’re talking about right 14 

now. 15 

  Mr. Burns:  Just - yeah, right now. 16 

  Mr. Laos:  Yeah. 17 

  Mr. Burns:  Yeah. 18 

  Mr. Laos:  What we’re saying is we are to correct the 19 

split issue, we’re recommending, we would be recommending to the 20 
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- I know I’m being simplistic, but in case there were people 1 

listening.  That’s what we should be clear about.  We’re to 2 

correct the split ward.  We would be recommending a change of 3 

the, the ward’s boundaries.  I just want to be clear about it. 4 

  Mr. Burns:  Yes. 5 

  Mr. Laos:  Okay. 6 

  Chairman:  Yeah.  One way of putting it, I think, 7 

would be we’re, we’re looking to eliminate instances in which a 8 

precinct straddles two or more wards.   9 

  Mr. Burns:  Mr. Cochran (sic), I have a couple of 10 

questions.  For example, in Precinct, what is that, 153, I 11 

assume - I, I can’t really get a zoom in on it, but I assume if 12 

all of that were made Ward 1, we wouldn’t be able to do that 13 

because then 186 would be kind of hanging out in the middle of 14 

nowhere and not contiguous really to Ward 3 still, is that 15 

correct?  Or, or would it?  That’s why I’m wondering if there’s 16 

a road that connects right, right in that top right corner 17 

there? 18 

  Chairman:  Can’t tell (inaudible) 19 

  Mr. Burns:  Yeah.  I can’t really - 20 
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  Mr. Randolph:  They do connect, but it’s - 1 

  Mr. Burns:  Yeah.  Okay. 2 

  Mr. Randolph:  It would still be considered 3 

contiguous. 4 

  Mr. Burns:  It would be?   5 

  Mr. Randolph:  It would be. 6 

  Mr. Burns:  Okay. 7 

  Ms. Altamirano:  (Inaudible) 8 

  Chairman:  Andrea, do you have your mike keyed? 9 

  Ms. Altamirano:  No. 10 

  Chairman:  Yeah.  Just a reminder for everybody about 11 

that.  The, the record of the meetings that produces the Minutes 12 

and LAR’s, and all of that stuff it’s - that’s produced from the 13 

audio that we make. 14 

  Ms. Altamirano:  Oh. 15 

  Chairman:  We gotta turn the mikes on so that, so that 16 

what we say can go into the record. 17 

  Ms. Altamirano:  So there isn’t any problem with it 18 

not being - I mean it’s still considered contiguous if 19 

(inaudible) 20 
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  Mr. Randolph:  Yes.  It, it would be contiguous.  The 1 

issue that you’d run into there would be you’d be adding 2 

approximately 2300 - 3 

  Mr. Burns:  Right. 4 

  Mr. Randolph:  - residents into Ward 3 which already 5 

has - 6 

  Mr. Burns:  Right. 7 

  Mr. Randolph:  - the highest population. 8 

  Mr. Burns:  So - 9 

  Mr. Randolph:  And so (inaudible) 10 

  Mr. Burns:  Oh, adding them to Ward 3.  But, no, my - 11 

so my suggestion if, if, if we were to add 153 to Ward 1, and 12 

then 186 would still be considered contiguous to Ward 3 still, 13 

my suggestion would be Precinct 143, to add that over to Ward 3 14 

to try and offset what we’ve just done.  Where, where is that?  15 

It’s - he’s pointing at it on the map right now.  So 143 has a 16 

population of about 1770.  So if you were to add that to Ward 3, 17 

and then give all of 153 to Ward 1 - 18 

  Ms. Altamirano:  May I ask, 143, what are the 19 

boundaries? 20 
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  Mr. Burns:  Looks to be on the, on the eastern, - 1 

  Chairman:  That’s the - 2 

  Mr. Burns:  - 6th Avenue? 3 

  Chairman:  Yeah.  That’s, that’s the Dunbar-Spring 4 

Neighborhood.  On the northern, it - yeah.  Northern it’s 5 

Speedway.  Yeah, it’s Dunbar-Spring mostly. 6 

  Ms. Sidhwa:  (Inaudible) 7 

  Ms. Sidhwa:  As long as it’s on (inaudible) 8 

Neighborhood Association. 9 

  Mr. Randolph:  143.  The southern boundary would be 10 

Congress, northern boundary is Speedway.  And then 6th Street on 11 

the east, and I-10 on the west. 12 

  Female Speaker:  (Inaudible) 13 

  Chairman:  Yeah, so that’s Dunbar - Barrio Anita. 14 

  Mr. Burns:  Yeah, it’s just a suggestion if we were to 15 

- because, because the Ward 3 and, you know, the two precincts 16 

in Ward 3, and that (inaudible) Ward 3 and 6 are, I mean, in my 17 

opinion, a little easier to solve, because you’re swapping 18 

population for population, and it’s pretty close.   19 

  The problem with the, the precinct that straddles 20 
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Wards 1 and 3 is you don’t have a second precinct that does the 1 

same thing.  So you can’t - so then you’re kind of looking at 2 

another way to, to adjust the population, so that, that was just 3 

a thought I had.     4 

  (Inaudible conversation.) 5 

  Ms. Altamirano:  I know we like Dunbar-Spring and 6 

Barrio Anita very much. 7 

  (Inaudible conversation.) 8 

  Ms. Altamirano:  However, Tucson Mountains are also 9 

pretty important. 10 

  Chairman:  Yeah. 11 

  Ms. Sidhwa:  It’s relevant. 12 

  Chairman:  Some- –- sometimes what makes logical sense 13 

doesn’t make political sense. 14 

  Ms. Sidhwa:  With consideration for the population. 15 

  Ms. Altamirano:  Did we already discuss Precinct 82, 16 

the population combining those there? 17 

  Mr. Laos:  I have to ask a question.  Does Staff, has 18 

Staff already done some recommendations for us, or is, is, is, 19 

is this how you expect us to do it to basically go at it 20 
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piecemeal? 1 

  Mr. Randolph:  We actually did not make 2 

recommendations for you.  We left the entire process in your 3 

hands. 4 

  Mr. Laos:  Well, can I, can I make a, a recommendation 5 

that, Mr. Chair, that we first, you know, come up with some sort 6 

of process that we want to - dealing with this, if we’re all 7 

looking at the map, and going at this piecemeal, although I 8 

think that we’re doing a good job of it, I’d like to see some 9 

sort of blueprint to where we’re starting and ending. 10 

  Chairman:  Sure.  Well, Matt, one of the reasons that 11 

I called attention to Tab - I think it’s Tab 2 (inaudible), we 12 

are given a copy of the section of the Tucson City Code, 13 

beginning with 10.a.41.  And if you flip the page and you look 14 

at the second page here that begins, “Duties and Functions of 15 

the Committee,” it spells out the mandates that we are given by 16 

the Council in the code, in the Tucson City Code that say what 17 

basically our, our job is here when we sit down to do this. 18 

  And on it, I think there’s, what, A, B, C, D, E, so 19 

five items.  One way to approach what you’re talking about might 20 
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be to decide as a committee what our first priority is, what our 1 

second priority is.  We might decide that we want to set 2 

ourselves to the task of eliminating splits before we try to do 3 

anything else.  But - 4 

  Mr. Laos:  Well, you know, I, I look at it like if I 5 

was doing search and rescue.  We, we define how we’re gonna 6 

actually do it.  We’re gonna either start from the outside and 7 

come in, or we’re gonna go from left to right, or something.  8 

Right now we’re just sort of looking individually at the map and 9 

sort of making suggestions, although the first two, I gotta 10 

admit, were awesome, so - 11 

  Ms. Rose:  Actually, I personally like the idea, I 12 

think it would be a smarter, easier approach to take care of 13 

those splits first, and then let’s go from the inside out, I 14 

guess.  And when we - I mean, yes, technically they’re 15 

individual, but not really ‘cause we eliminating that sort of 16 

equation to make it a whole. 17 

  Chairman:  Yeah.  I feel like the, the two splits we 18 

have between Ward 3 and 6, and then the two splits we have 19 

between Ward 6 and 5 might be the, at least population-wise, I 20 
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don’t know.  I mean there’s other considerations obviously.  But 1 

those might be the easiest ones to, to tackle first.  Sure. 2 

  And my wish from the Committee just in general is that 3 

we not hesitate to discuss whatever ideas pop into our heads.  4 

Let’s not try to be too formal about this.  I think that the 5 

more discussion that we have here, the more we talk about this, 6 

the, the, the richer of a consensus we’re gonna come to and 7 

probably the more good we can, we can do for, for this map, and 8 

in this process when we’re, when we’re done.  We have until 9 

October?  Okay. 10 

  Ms. Rose:  October 1st. 11 

  Chairman:  Okay.   12 

  Mr. Laos:  Well, moving in that vein, is - did we, did 13 

we cross 98 and 118 yet?  Because those two look like they’re 14 

similar to the one that we did - we talked about before, except 15 

they’re on the lower side.  Could we just simply swap? 16 

  Mr. Burns:  Do you mean 98 and 82?  (Inaudible) 17 

  Mr. Laos:  Oh, no.  I was gonna say 98.  Well, 98 and 18 

82 actually make - or you could do 98 and 118 to the east of it.  19 

But either/or probably is gonna be in the same vein.  I think 20 
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you’re right, 98 and 82 is a cleaner one because it doesn’t 1 

involve 4. 2 

  Mr. Burns:  Yeah.  They both, they both share the two 3 

same wards.  Yeah, I feel like giving, or putting all of 98 4 

into, what would it be?  I guess Ward 5.  And then 82 into Ward 5 

6.  I think the population numbers would match up fairly well.  6 

Is that right? 7 

  Mr. Laos:  Well, they’re twice as much in ‘98. 8 

  Mr. Burns:  Yeah.  But you gotta look at the 9 

population numbers that are on either side.  So - 10 

  Ms. Sidhwa:  Deviation numbers? 11 

  Mr. Burns:  It looks like almost 3,000 in a half of 12 

‘98 that’s in Ward 6.  And then you’ve got about 2200 of a half 13 

of 82 that’s in Ward 5.  So you’d be swapping,  you know, with a 14 

deviation of about 800 or so.  Is that right?  Is my thinking 15 

correct on that? 16 

  Mr. Randolph:  By doing that, then does this include 17 

the first split as well?  Or is this just this split? 18 

  Mr. Hammel:  This one includes both, both eighty - 82 19 

and 98. 20 
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  Mr. Burns:  Does it - it doesn’t include 42 and 72? 1 

  Mr. Hammel:  No, it does not.  I (inaudible) 2 

  Mr. Randolph:  If not including 42 and 72, that first 3 

split, if you just made this split - 4 

  Mr. Burns:  Uh-huh. 5 

  Mr. Randolph:  - by itself, this would be the 6 

population deviation for Ward 6, and (inaudible) Ward 3?  7 

In Ward 3. 8 

  Mr. Burns:  Okay.   9 

  Mr. Randolph:  That would be the changes for those 10 

two. 11 

  Mr. Burns:  Okay. 12 

  Chairman:  I have a question for Staff.  Precinct 89, 13 

up on the north side, above, above the Ward 6/3 split that we 14 

were talking about earlier, you have a, a little sliver of 15 

Precinct 170.  And I, I assume the precinct is much bigger, but 16 

north of that is unincorporated Pima County. 17 

  Mr. Randolph:  Yes. 18 

  Chairman:  Does the population number that’s printed 19 

there reflect the population of the two precincts, or just of 20 
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89? 1 

  Mr. Randolph:  That would be just of 89. 2 

  Chairman:  Okay.  Is there any way of knowing what’s 3 

in 170?  If we wanted to move 89 - 4 

  Mr. Randolph:  There’s - 5 

  Chairman:  - I would assume we’d have to move 170, 6 

too. 7 

  Mr. Randolph:  There’s 565. 8 

  Chairman:  Okay. 9 

  Mr. Randolph:  So if you moved 89, you - probably if 10 

you moved 89, you’d have to move 170 also - 11 

  Chairman:  Okay. 12 

  Mr. Randolph:  - to keep it contiguous. 13 

  Chairman:  Thanks. 14 

  Mr. Laos:  So I think the one that’s gonna be really, 15 

also difficult, and I could be wrong, is how we think about 118, 16 

which is on the far east split, because it involves both 3 and, 17 

3 and, I guess that’s 4, or - am I correct in that?  Is it 3 and 18 

4?  Yeah, 3 and 4. 19 

  Mr. Randolph:  It would be 6 and 4. 20 
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  Mr. Laos:  Oh, correction.  6 and 4. 1 

  Mr. Burns:  Yeah.  I think that split between 6 and 4 2 

gives us a possibility with Precinct 105, ‘cause that’s really 3 

the only other precinct that borders both of those two wards, to 4 

play around with the population. 5 

  Mr. Laos:  (Inaudible) 6 

  Mr. Burns:  No.  I think the, I think if you were to 7 

make Precinct 118 the whole thing in Ward 4, then to offset 8 

that, 105 could possibly go into Ward 6.  And I mean it’s a 9 

difference of about a thousand, it looks like.  Maybe 1100 or - 10 

yeah.   11 

105's to the left of 118.   12 

  But I, I think it’s the - I mean if you’re looking to 13 

offset the population, it’s the closest you’re gonna be able to 14 

get, and those are really the only two precincts that border 15 

both of those wards. 16 

  Mr. Laos:  Yeah.  I’m just curious what the 17 

neighborhood associations are gonna be thinking about moving 18 

from certain changes like that.  Although they seem very close, 19 

it’s - do we have a list of the neighborhood associations 20 
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affected by - and can we consider that as part of our 1 

considerations legally? 2 

  Mr. Randolph:  You can take it into consideration, but 3 

that shouldn’t be really the focus of this Committee.  That 4 

would be - really when you begin talking about neighborhood 5 

associations, that becomes more of a political decision for the 6 

- 7 

  Mr. Laos:  Okay. 8 

  Mr. Randolph:  - Council and not for the Committee. 9 

  Mr. Laos:  And that’s fine.  That’s fine. 10 

  Mr. Randolph:  You’re more concerned with the 11 

population and the Hispanic minority populations. 12 

  Chairman:  I, I feel as if some of the neighborhoods 13 

will be thankful to not have half of their neighborhood in, in 14 

one ward and half of their neighborhood in another ward, ‘cause 15 

this does cause confusion. 16 

  Mr. Randolph:  Mr. Chair, if you’d like, we could take 17 

those initial three scenarios and put them on the map and just 18 

see what we came out with.  That would eliminate all of the 19 

splits with the exception of the one between Ward 1 and 3. 20 
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  Chairman:  How does everybody feel about doing that? 1 

  Ms. Sidhwa:  Sounds good. 2 

  Mr. Randolph:  We could at least take a look at that, 3 

so - 4 

  Mr. Burns:  And now just to clarify, what were they 5 

again as far as - 6 

  Mr. Randolph:  42 will all go into Ward 3.  All of 72 7 

would go into Ward 6.  82 will go into Ward 6.  98 would go into 8 

Ward 5.  118 would go into Ward 6. 9 

  Mr. Burns:  No. 10 

  Mr. Randolph:  Is that 113? 11 

  (Inaudible conversation.) 12 

  Mr. Randolph:  113 would go into Ward 4.  And then 105 13 

would go into Ward 6.  So that would be your populations, and 14 

your deviation and we could just (inaudible) 15 

  Mr. Burns:  Farther to the right, does it show 16 

minority populations now? 17 

  Mr. Randolph:  Yes.  We can scroll over to the right.  18 

  Mr. Burns:  Excellent.   19 

  Mr. Randolph:  Minority population.  And so they 20 
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change just a fraction, but (inaudible) 1 

  Mr. Burns:  Not a, not a lot, though.  Yeah.  I think 2 

in terms of population and minority representation, those, those 3 

changes are pretty solid. 4 

  Mr. Laos:  (Inaudible)  Do you want to go ahead just, 5 

even though it’s contiguous - I mean even though it would change 6 

it to not contiguous, I’m just curious if you, just to look at 7 

the numbers, if you just simply made it all part of Ward 1. 8 

  Ms. Altamirano:  180 (inaudible) 9 

  Mr. Randolph:  Ward 150, or Precinct 153? 10 

  Mr. Laos:  183. 11 

  Chairman:  I think that’s (inaudible) the precinct 12 

that you’re looking at is 153.  It looks like it. 13 

  Mr. Laos:  Oh, I’m sorry.  My eyes are getting worse 14 

day by day. 15 

  Mr. Randolph:  So moving that all into Ward 1?  Okay. 16 

  Ms. Sidhwa:  (Inaudible) 17 

  Mr. Laos:  I’m just curious. 18 

  (Inaudible conversation.) 19 

  Mr. Laos:  Man, my eyes are getting worse.  20 
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(Inaudible)  1 

  Chairman:  What, what does that do to the overall 2 

deviation?  3 

  Mr. Randolph:  It’s, it’s 2.50 for Ward 1. 4 

  Chairman:  Okay. 5 

  Mr. Laos:  That’s a huge change. 6 

  Ms. Sidhwa:  (Inaudible) 7 

  Mr. Laos:  That goes from point one to two point - 8 

  Chairman:  Yeah. 9 

  Mr. Laos:  Wow.   10 

  Ms. Sidhwa:  (Inaudible) 11 

  Mr. Laos:  It may not (inaudible) it’s not contiguous.  12 

It’s not even possible. 13 

  Ms. Altamirano:  Is there, Mr. Clerk, is there a 14 

perfect, quote, unquote, “perfect number” that we need to meet 15 

when it comes to like Hispanic population? 16 

  Mr. Randolph:  No.  Basically the current population, 17 

the Hispanic and the minority population that you have on that 18 

base map, we want to try and stay within that - 19 

  Ms. Altamirano:  Within those - 20 
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  Mr. Randolph:  - plus or minus a few percent.  I mean 1 

as long as you’re comfortable with that, I think it’s, it’s 2 

fine. 3 

  Ms. Altamirano:  Okay. 4 

  Mr. Randolph:  So if it moves one or two percent, 5 

that’s really not diluting that, that population at that point. 6 

  Ms. Rose:  And how - oh, it went up to 78?  Or what, 7 

what did it go up to? 8 

  Ms. Sidhwa:  (Inaudible) 9 

  Mr. Randolph:  Right.  So the Ward 1 Hispanic 10 

population would have gone from 70.88 to 70.34.  So that would 11 

be (inaudible) 12 

  Ms. Rose:  Oh. 13 

  Ms. Altamirano:  (Inaudible) 14 

  Ms. Laos:  It’s a small decrease, yeah. 15 

  Ms. Rose:  Oh.  Okay.  I looked at (inaudible) 16 

  Mr. Burns:  Mr. Clerk, I’m looking at Item A on this 17 

list of mandates here, and it says maintain a maximum deviation 18 

across the six wards no greater than 10%.  Obviously, we’re well 19 

below that right now.  I’m just curious.  Historically, how high 20 
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has it been? 1 

  Mr. Randolph:  I believe the last deviation, we were 2 

at 3.4. 3 

  Ms. Rose:  Yeah. 4 

  Mr. Laos:  Yeah.  That’s (inaudible) 5 

  Mr. Randolph:  We’re, we’re usually under five 6 

percent. 7 

  Mr. Burns:  Okay.  So did we kind of rule out moving 8 

Precinct 143 somewhere then if we were to put all of 153 into 9 

Ward 1?  I know that we brought up the Dunbar-Spring 10 

Neighborhood.   11 

  I mean, looking at the population now, you know, as we 12 

have it set currently, Ward 1 has 2.5% over.  Ward 6 now has 2., 13 

almost 2.5% under.  If Precinct 143 were to be moved into Ward 6 14 

at this point, what would that do?  Can we see what that would 15 

look like by any chance? 16 

  Mr. Randolph:  Pat, you mean 153? 17 

  Mr. Laos:  No. 18 

  Ms. Rose:  No. 19 

  Mr. Burns:  No.  I mean 143 - 20 
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  Mr. Randolph:  Oh. 1 

  Mr. Burns:  - because it has a similar, similar 2 

population trade. 3 

  Mr. Laos:  I forgot where it was again. 4 

  Mr. Burns:  Okay, so - 5 

  Mr. Randolph:  It’s in the downtown. 6 

  Mr. Laos:  Thanks. 7 

  Mr. Burns:  So, so now that Ward 6 - 8 

  Mr. Laos:  There it is. 9 

  Mr. Burns:  - so now that Precinct 143's been moved 10 

into Ward 6, we’ve now brought two percentage points off of both 11 

Wards 1 and 6, which is pretty good.  And, and, and the only 12 

ward where we’re over one percent deviation of the population 13 

target now is Ward 5.  So that’s just a suggestion to, to offset 14 

what we possibly might do with Precinct 153 with the, the Ward 15 

1, Ward 3 split. 16 

  Mr. Laos:  143 is - so you’re recommending 6 versus, 17 

versus - 18 

  Mr. Randolph:  It’s directly below -  19 

  Mr. Laos:  3. 20 
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  Mr. Randolph:  - South Tucson. 1 

  Mr. Laos:  Could, could 143 go under 3?  (Inaudible) 2 

  Mr. Burns:  Well, I, I think the problem with, with 47 3 

is if you were to give it to Ward 1 in the scenario, it’d add 4 

even more population.  We’ve already done that by - 5 

  Ms. Altamirano:  (Inaudible) 6 

  Mr. Burns:  Okay.  Yeah.  Yeah.  I mean, 143 just 7 

makes sense because with the scenario we have now fixing the 8 

splits that all cross with Ward 6 and 3 and, and 4 and 9 

everything, 143 just made sense to, to balance out the, the 10 

population difference with both of those.   11 

  Chairman:  I have a question for Staff about the map 12 

that’s in front of me, and some of the numbers that are printed 13 

on it.  If you look at the southeastern-most area of Ward 1, 14 

where you see Precincts 248 and 52, there are, there’s one 15 

population number printed in the 248 precinct, and then there 16 

are two different populations, or what looks like that in 52.  17 

What’s going on there? 18 

  Mr. Randolph:  Previously, in 2012, the, the software 19 

we’re using, those used to be two different precincts that were 20 
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combined into Precinct 52.  So the software that we’re using 1 

still uses the population totals - 2 

  Chairman:  I see. 3 

  Mr. Randolph:  - from the census from when they were 4 

taken. 5 

  Chairman:  So 52 is 34-36 plus 21-33, whatever that 6 

would be? 7 

  Mr. Randolph:  Correct.  And that total is shown. 8 

  Chairman:  And then I assume that 248 is a larger 9 

precinct than what we see on the map, and it’s unincorporated 10 

County on the other side of the boundary?  Thank you. 11 

  Mr. Randolph:  And, Mr. Chair, you’ll notice in, in 12 

153, Ward 1, it’s split the same way where you have the two 13 

numbers, 671 and the 1664, so it’s - 14 

  Chairman:  Yeah.  Okay. 15 

  Mr. Randolph:  - 2300 in that - 16 

  Chairman:  Thank you. 17 

  Mr. Randolph:  - portion. 18 

  Mr. Laos:  So, Mr. Chair, do we need a legal from the 19 

City Attorney on 153 if we - it’s contiguous or not, if it’s - 20 
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  Chairman:  I, I, I don’t feel like I can offer an 1 

opinion on that question. 2 

  Mr. Randolph:  Mr. Chair, what we can, what we can do 3 

is if you would like, we can, for your next meeting, we can 4 

bring these various options back and maps that are blown up a 5 

little bit bigger.  And in the interim, I will take a blown-up 6 

map to the attorney and make sure that they’re comfortable with 7 

that being contiguous.   8 

  I - from looking at the map, I believe that it is, but 9 

then again, it’s kind of hard to tell from these maps.  So we 10 

can take that to the attorneys and make sure that 186 would 11 

still be contiguous with Ward 3 at that point. 12 

  Chairman:  I’d like to know what the sense of the 13 

Committee is about that.  And I’d also like to know if, if there 14 

are any other areas that you see on the map where we, where we 15 

might want to get an opinion.  16 

  There are, there - this paper map in front of us only 17 

achieves such a fine level of detail and I found myself asking 18 

questions like down here in, in Ward 5, in Precinct 231, we have 19 

what looks like a County island.   20 
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  But I guess it’s not because, because it looks like a 1 

tiny little area of separation on the north side of what looks 2 

like the island.  And I’m just giving that as an example. 3 

  Mr. Randolph:  I’m sorry, Mr. - you mean the little 4 

white area there? 5 

  Chairman:  The little white area. 6 

  Mr. Randolph:  Yes, sir.  That is a County island. 7 

  Chairman:  That is a County island. 8 

  Mr. Randolph:  I believe, actually, I believe that’s 9 

the prison. 10 

  Chairman:  Ah.  Okay. 11 

  Mr. Randolph:  That’s, that’s the prison area.  Oh, 12 

no, it’s not either. 13 

  Mr. Burns:  Mr. Chair, I, I have one more scenario 14 

actually that I just looked at, and I, you know, I haven’t 15 

really thought of different considerations yet.  But if we were 16 

to do the other way around, which was give all of one forty - 17 

153 to Ward 3, all of it, instead of Ward 1, another option 18 

would then be to bring in Precinct 43 into Ward 1 to help offset 19 

the population as well instead of having to swap the Dunbar-20 
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Spring area over to Ward 6.  So that’s, that’s another option 1 

for offsetting population if you were to give that split to the 2 

other ward instead.  3 

  Mr. Randolph:  Would you like for me to add 153 all to 4 

Ward 3, and then 43 to Ward 1, with the, with the existing 5 

changes just to see what it would look like? 6 

  Chairman:  Yeah.  And then we would also have to put 7 

143 back into Ward 1 for this scenario, so - 8 

  Mr. Randolph:  One other, Mr. Chair, one other option 9 

with the way that you have it set right now is if 186 is not 10 

contiguous, the population between 186 and 225 you could put 11 

into Ward 1.  That’s 568 people - 12 

  Chairman:  Okay. 13 

  Mr. Randolph:  - between those two.  So you could drop 14 

that entire section down to Ward 1 as well. 15 

  Chairman:  Oh.  Got it. 16 

  Mr. Randolph:  So you could take that entire long 17 

section and drop it into Ward 1 and that’s 568. 18 

  Chairman:  Okay.  So we would still be fine - 19 

  Mr. Randolph:  Then you’d be - 20 
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  Chairman:  - with the deviation in population.  Okay. 1 

I seem to recall that that area was part of Ward 1 until the 2 

previous redistricting.  Am I imagining that? 3 

  Mr. Randolph:  Could be. 4 

  Ms. Rainone:  Mr. Chair, it was part of Ward 1 back in 5 

July of 2012. 6 

  Chairman:  Thank you. 7 

  Mr. Burns:  And then the map and the table right now 8 

is, is the scenario that we just spoke about. 9 

  Chairman:  Excellent.  Thank you. 10 

  Ms. Rose:  (Inaudible) 11 

  Chairman:  So - oh, go ahead. 12 

  Ms. Rose:  No, no.  (Inaudible) 13 

  Chairman:  It just looks to me like in terms of 14 

population numbers, the previous scenario, five of the six wards 15 

were a lot closer to the, to the target population than they are 16 

now, but they’re still reasonable, so - I don’t want to 17 

interrupt Pat’s line of inquiry here, but I did want to make 18 

sure that Matt’s question didn’t get lost in the record.   19 

  I believe we are asking Staff to find out from the 20 



 Redistricting Advisory Committee 

 Meeting  08/29/16 

 

 

43 

attorney if 186 would be considered contiguous with what 1 

(inaudible) look like 31 and 34.  I just wanted to make sure 2 

that that was - 3 

  Mr. Randolph:  Yes.  We, we will definitely follow up 4 

on that. 5 

  Chairman:  Thanks. 6 

  Ms. Altamirano:  I had a question.  And this might be 7 

off base a bit.  But I’m just looking back at 105, ‘cause I’m 8 

just thinking out loud.  I, I, myself, lived in 105 for about 9 

ten years, and recently moved out of, of that precinct.  When I 10 

moved in, I was in Ward 5, and then it moved to Ward 4.  And now 11 

we’re possibly talking about moving it into Ward 6.   12 

  So my question is, and I’m pretending people are here, 13 

is do members of the general public, do they contact the Clerk’s 14 

Office about it?  I mean do they, you know, I guess for lack of 15 

a better word, care that - I mean this kind of gets bounced 16 

around.  It’s a fairly Latin - high Latino area that I lived in, 17 

so I’m just sort of curious if this is, you know, an issue? 18 

  Mr. Randolph:  So if you are going to make changes to 19 

the redistricting, then we’re required to hold one public 20 
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hearing which we advertise, and we would specifically make sure 1 

that we’d get the word out to the ward offices and the indivi- –2 

- the neighborhoods that are impacted, the neighborhood 3 

associations that are impacted. 4 

  Typically, we have not had much of a turnout, if any, 5 

at the public hearings.  Individual neighborhoods do contact the 6 

ward offices.  In the previous redistricting, we had one 7 

neighborhood that was very strong in their recommendations to 8 

the Council on not wanting to be split.   9 

  So that then becomes the decision of the Council 10 

whether or not to take that up and make that the recommendation 11 

of the Committee was still put forward to make that change, and 12 

the Council accepted that recommendation in the end.  So as far 13 

as the input from the public in previous rounds of redistricting 14 

it has been limited. 15 

  Ms. Altamirano:  Okay.  Thank you. 16 

  Chairman:  Any further discussion from the Committee 17 

on Item 4, Discussion of Redistricting Options? 18 

  Ms. Rose:  (Inaudible) 19 

  Chairman:  I’m sorry.  Could you key your mike? 20 
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  Ms. Rose:  We, we didn’t - this is just to look at, 1 

it’s not last meeting (inaudible) 2 

  Chairman:  Oh, yeah.  Absolutely.  I, I - we haven’t, 3 

we haven’t made any decisions today, and I don’t anticipate 4 

that, that we’re, that we’re anywhere near there yet. 5 

  Ms. Rose:  I’d like to just write down the numbers 6 

with these two changes with the changes of moving 153 to Ward 3, 7 

or to Ward 1, and then this option.  This is giving - which 8 

option was it? 9 

  Mr. Burns:  I think this option gives all of 153 to  10 

Ward 3, and then moves Precinct 43 into Ward 1.   11 

  Chairman:  Just take a picture of the screen. 12 

  Mr. Randolph:  Yes.  Right now on the screen, I have 13 

Ward 1 all selected, so you can see that Precinct 43 is now in, 14 

in Ward 1 as well as the previous of 143 will switch back to  15 

Ward 1. 16 

  Ms. Rose:  Oh, okay. 17 

  Mr. Burns:  Is there, is there any way we can - so 18 

we’ve - I feel like most of the discussion lately has been 19 

centered around what to do with Precinct 153, and how to offset 20 
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those population changes.  And we’ve got the two scenarios so 1 

far. 2 

  Can we get e-mails perhaps before the next meeting 3 

what the population breakdown looks like in both of those 4 

scenarios (inaudible) 5 

  Mr. Randolph:  Yes.  What we would do is we can, we 6 

can generate maps for - that have a little more detail on this 7 

so that you can see those.  And we’ll generate the various 8 

options with the population changes as well as the overall 9 

deviation for the city.  And we’ll send those out to you prior 10 

to the next meeting. 11 

  Ms. Rose:  And Ward 1 has the extra population, just 12 

due to other previous redistricting?  Is that why we’re a little 13 

over? 14 

  Mr. Randolph:  Currently, the way that it currently 15 

stands right now is Ward 3 has the largest population.  Ward 1, 16 

2 and 4 are pretty much even currently, so - 17 

  Chairman:  Any further discussion from the Committee 18 

on Item No. 4?  Okay.  Gonna move on to Item No. 5.  (Inaudible) 19 

  Ms. Rose:  And may I have a copy of - 20 
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  Chairman:  Oh, I’m sorry. 1 

  Ms. Rose:  - the agenda? 2 

  Chairman:  I didn’t think to print one myself, but you 3 

can have - 4 

  Ms. Rose:  Oh. 5 

  Chairman:  - a copy of mine.  That’s okay.  There are 6 

no other items left. 7 

  Ms. Rose:  (Inaudible) 8 

  Chairman:  After, after the one that we’re currently 9 

on, we, we just have future meetings - 10 

  Ms. Rose:  Oh. 11 

  Chairman:  - and agenda items, and then adjournment. 12 

  Mr. Rose:  I don’t need it. 13 

  Chairman:  You’re, you’re welcome to my copy, - 14 

  Ms. Rose:  That’s okay. 15 

  Chairman:  - but, but we’re just about done. 16 

  Mr. Laos:  The hardest part. 17 

  Chairman:  Okay.  So, so just, just to be clear.  No, 18 

no further discussion on Item 4?  Okay. 19 

  Ms. Rose:  Other than we’re gonna get everything e-20 
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mailed that we just discussed the changes that we talked about. 1 

  Chairman:  Yes. 2 

  Ms. Rose:  Okay.  That’s perfect.  Thank you. 3 

   Chairman:  All right.  Well, future meetings, and we 4 

do have a holiday coming up.  We know that some of us have plans 5 

for the - now, Mr. Clerk, is Mayor and - what is Mayor and 6 

Council doing about the holiday? 7 

  Mr. Randolph:  The Council meeting will be on 8 

Wednesday, the 7th. 9 

  Chairman:  Okay.  So - 10 

  Mr. Burns:  I’ll just throw out there.  Next week, 11 

personally I’m only available on Wednesday to meet, but then the 12 

week after that, I’m pretty much free I think just about every 13 

evening, so - but, you know, if you guys feel to schedule a 14 

meeting without me next week, that’s, that’s fine. 15 

  Chairman:  It, my sense just from what I’ve heard from 16 

you, and also I’m gonna be out of town over the weekend, and 17 

won’t be back until Tuesday, is that we might have trouble 18 

getting a quorum together on one of the available days next 19 

week.  Would anybody object to putting our next meeting off 20 
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until the following week? 1 

  Ms. Rose:  No, I wouldn’t.   2 

  Mr. Burns:  I’d be okay with that. 3 

  Chairman:  Any objections from Staff?  Okay.  And, Mr. 4 

Clerk, is - get a calendar in front of me here.  Is, is Mayor 5 

and Council meeting - are they still meeting every two weeks? 6 

  Mr. Randolph:  The, - 7 

  Chairman:  Okay. 8 

  Mr. Randolph:  - the next meeting would be the 20th, 9 

so you’d have that entire week of the 12th available. 10 

  Chairman:  Okay.  So if we wanted to meet here on the 11 

Tuesday of that week, which I guess is, what, the 9th? 12 

  Mr. Randolph:  The 13th. 13 

  Chairman:  The 13th?  What am I looking at?   14 

  Mr. Randolph:  Looking at August? 15 

  Chairman:  I was looking in the wrong month.  So 16 

Tuesday, the 13th, does that work for everybody? 17 

  Ms. Rose:  Works - yeah. 18 

  Ms. Sidhwa:  Yeah. 19 

  Ms. Altamirano:  Yes. 20 



 Redistricting Advisory Committee 

 Meeting  08/29/16 

 

 

50 

  Chairman:  Okay.  So our next meeting will be at 5:30 1 

here in the Council Chamber on Tuesday, September 13th?  Okay.  2 

Any future agenda items?  Any further discussion on this item? 3 

  Mr. Laos:  I move that we close the agenda. 4 

  Chairman:  Is that, that a motion to adjourn? 5 

  Mr. Laos:  A motion to adjourn. 6 

  Chairman:  Do I have a second? 7 

  Ms. Rose:  I second. 8 

  Chairman:  All in favor? 9 

  (Affirmative.) 10 

  Chairman:  All opposed?  The ayes have it.  We’ve 11 

adjourned. 12 

  (Meeting was adjourned.) 13 

 14 

 15 

 16 

 17 

 18 

 19 

 20 
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