Shayna Sharke

From: Jill Richardson <lilllivinglarge@cox.net>
Sent: Thursday, November 4, 2021 3:29 PM
To: Comment

Subject: Redistricting

Hello,

| want to vote in every local election in Dana Point.

Currently, | only get to vote every other election cycle ( | reside in district #4). | feel that | am not getting equal
representation by voting every other year.

I know that redistricting could change once again the voting cycle here. | want to vote in every local election and
deserve that right to vote..

Please respond how this can be accomplished.
Best Regards,

Jill Richardson

34011 Formosa Drive
Dana Point, CA 92629
C (949) 633-5806
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Shayna Sharke

From: Denise Erkeneff <denisedd@cox.net>
Sent: Wednesday, November 3, 2021 10:50 AM
To: Shayna Sharke

Subject: Dana Point Redistricting Comment

To Whom it May Concern -

City Staff, Mayor Federico, Mayor Pro Tem Muller and Dana Point City
Councilmembers:

Our household is OPPOSED to any prolonged, unfruitful and costly changes, including the potential legal exposures for
changing the already mapped FIVE districts in Dana Point.

Although due to the census every 10 years, the re-evaluated final maps will be tendered to the Council and Public, we
would anticipate that the census data did little to change the current District maps in Dana Point.

We will be keen to see if that data skewed in one direction or another

for any District. Further, the notion that we have seen on social

media and in some comments on neighborhood communications suggest an out and out falsehood - RESIDENTS ARE
NOT DENIED THEIR NORMAL, DEMOCRATIC RIGHT TO VOTE WITH DISTRICTING.

We have ALWAYS had FIVE Councilmembers elected to Dana Point since its incorporation, with 3 on ballot and 2 on
ballot every other two-year election cycle. years.

THIS IS NO DIFFERENT FROM THE CURRENT DEMOCRATIC RIGHT TO VOTE YOUR DISTRICT!
Everybody who is a registered voter in their district, gets to vote for their chosen Council representative.

Lastly, there is another silly notion being spawned that because of the above, democracy isn't very well served and that
Dana Point should ballot elect an overall Mayor.

That false narrative also has several negatives -

ELECTING A MAYOR FOR 4 YEARS IS EXACTLY LIKE ELECTING A KING, KING-MAKER, FOR ALL FOUR YEARS.

Whereas, the current rotation among those we elect to COUNCIL as City Districts serves just fine for that elected group
to assign or choose Council's cermonial Mayor, Mayor Pro-Tem, and council selections for Committees and
organizations/boards our collective council members represent works just fine. Always has.

THE NOTION OF HAVING AN ADDITIONAL MAYOR ALONG WITH 5 DISTRICTS CREATES AN UNEVEN AND UNBALANCED
NUMBER THAT WILL MOST OFTEN RESULT IN STALEMATE, HANDING THE RESIDENTS VERY LITTLE TO NO COUNCIL
ACTIONS ON MANY ISSUES AND DELAYING CITY PROGRESS FOR ITS RESIDENTS.

PUTTING AN ADDITIONAL BALLOT ITEM FOR MAYOR CREATES EXACTLY THE OPPOSITE OF THOSE WHO ARE USING THE
LETTERS TO THE EDITOR, THEIR NEIGHBORHOOD SOCIAL AND EMAIL ACCOUNTS BELLYACHING ABOUT THE LACK OF
"DEMOCRACY" AND "DARK MONEY IN LOCAL POLITICS" ACTUALLY WILL CREATE JUST THAT.
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CREATING YET ANOTHER "VEILED REASON" TO ATTEMPT TO GARNER CONTROL OVER THE CITY COUNCIL IN OUR TOWN
WILL ASSUREDLY RESULT IN A MAYORAL CANDIDATE, THEIR ENDORSEMENTS, DONORS AND PAC'S VERY KEEN ON
RAISING OBSCENE AMOUNTS OF MONEY TO CLAIM A 4-YEAR AGENDA DIRECTING MAYOR!!!

Again, this is a fake and false narrative and something that we see in unfounded social and neighborhood posts to the
contrary.

Thank you for your consideration and time. > Denise Erkeneff > Resident/Homeowner Dana Point, CA



Shayna Sﬂil;ke

From: MARLENE LOPEZ <marlo12@cox.net>
Sent: Sunday, July 18, 2021 4:05 PM

To: Comment

Subject: Council Meeting 7/20/2021

| won't be able to attend the Council meeting on Tuesday, 7/20/2021, however | would like to see Dana Point as ONE
DISTRICT again.

Marlene Lopez
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Shayna Sharke

From: Linda Zaccaro <mzaco@cox.net>
Sent: Sunday, July 18, 2021 2:52 PM
To: Comment

Subject: Tuesdays Council Meeting

As a resident of Dana Point | am against the building of the Sierra Siding Development. It is not needed and would
create undue noise and disruption to our beautiful coastline.

I am also in favor of reuniting Capistrano Beach under one district.

Linda Zaccaro

Sent from my iPhone
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To: Mr. Mayor and City Council Members
From: Barbara Wilson, Dana Point Resident
Regarding Item #3 Redistricting

Districting has forced residents into only being able to voter for 1 council member to represent them every 4
years. The advantage to moving from 5 districts to 4 districts with a Mayor being elected by all voters would
allow for more fair representation of resident interests. Residents would have 2 votes to choose who would best
represent their interests and concerns,

Currently residents feel that their special concerns are not taken into consideration when only 1 of 5 member
council represents them. It would help to know that a mayor elected by all voters would then be responsible to
those in all parts of the City not just a particular district.

With such a configuration it would then be possible to combine neighborhoods with common interests such as
Capistrano Beach and Lantern. District. Districts would be more representative and less divided by arbitrary
boundaries.

Thank you

Barbara Wilson
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Kathz Ward

From: Julian Joshua <julian_joshua@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 20, 2021 3:08 PM

To: Kathy Ward

Subject: Agenda Item 16

Dear City Clerk,

Would you please bring the statement below to the attention of the Council.

3 3 3k 3 2k ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok %k

Three years ago, the Council majority moved with what many residents saw as indecent haste to a redistricting plan in
reaction to a demand letter from a lawyer who had never before, or, to the best of our knowledge, since, brought a
CVRA action. The Council refused out of hand to consider the valid alternative of ‘4 districts plus mayor at large’. The
redistricting did nothing to empower minority voters, but in order to reach the required five districts, it split up one
cohesive natural ‘community of interest’ into two. It reduced Dana Point residents to just one vote every four years. This
disenfranchisement adversely affects the very minority the districting was supposed to protect. To fix the democratic
deficit, | would urge the Council to support Council member Villar's proposal and adopt a ‘four districts plus Mayor at
large’ plan.

Regards,
Julian Joshua
Dana Point Resident

Sent from my iPad
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Shayna Sharke

From: jhreising <jhreising@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 20, 2021 3:13 PM

To: Comment

Cc: Judith Reising

Subject: 7/20/21 Agenda Item 16:Redistricting

Honorable City Council Members,
On Agenda Item 16: Redistricting, | would like to offer my suggestions.

#1. 1 would like to prepose that we adopt a 4 district plan plus a mayor who is elected directly by ALL Dana Point
voters. Then, this elected (by all of us) mayor would be concerned about all the residents of Dana Point, not just his/her
individual district and, thereby, could steer our beautiful city to a united future.

#2. But, if we must stay with the 5 districts, | would like to see the entire 92624 zip-code included in the same

district. The portions of Capistrano Beach which were assigned to District 3 should be reunited with District 5. We are a
shared geographic area that shares social and economic interests. Those of us who live in 92624 would benefit from
being included within a single district for purposes of its effective and fair representation. For example, the Doheny
Village Plan is more pertinent to my concerns and hopes than those who live on the other side of the channel.

Sincerely,

Judy Reising
Dana Point (Capo Beach) Resident since 1979
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Shazna Sharke

From: Alane Kruk <alanekruk@icloud.com>
Sent: Friday, August 6, 2021 2:14 PM

To: Comment

Subject: Districting

To Whom it May Concern:

| believe that because we are a small city, we should return to at large elections and one mayor. We are paying too
much in salaries and not receiving enough services.

Alane Kruk

Sent from my iPhone

Disteichin
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Shaxna Sharke

From: Jill Richardson <jilllivinglarge@cox.net>
Sent: Saturday, August 7, 2021 10:21 AM

To: Comment

Subject: DISTRICTING

Hello,

I'm a Resident here in Dana Point.
And | want to vote in every local election for council members.

Several years ago three city council members made the decision that | can only vote every other election for a city
council member that is in my district (#4).
I strongly oppose this local election process. And | ask that the consideration to vote every election is allowed.

I know with redistricting that voting is a consideration. And | am wanting redistricting and voting here in the city to be
readdressed. Every person deserves the right to vote in local elections every cycle.

Please let me know next steps to ensure that this is done. | welcome any communication for this important issue.
Sincerely,

Jill Richardson
c 949-633-5806

Sent with magic from my iPhone!
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