
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
PAGE 1 

 

 
 

 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES CITIZENS REDISTRICTING COMMISSION (LA County CRC) 

CRC MINUTES FOR SPECIAL MEETING: 

Monday, November 29, 2021, 7:00 pm 

 

VIDEO FILES FOR ENTIRE MEETING POSTED AT: CLICK HERE 

 

Agenda 

AGENDA ITEM 1: CALL TO ORDER 

Thai V. Le, Los Angeles County Citizens Redistricting 

Commission (LA County CRC) Clerk, called the meeting to 

order at 7:00 p.m. He reviewed the process for the 

public to select either English or Spanish access to 

interpreters.  

AGENDA ITEM 2: ROLL CALL 

LA County CRC’s Resolution No. 2021-03 enables the 

Commission to meet virtually in accordance with 

Government Code section 54953(e)(3) to extend the 

time during which the Commission may continue to 

teleconference its meeting without compliance with 

paragraph (3) of subdivision (b) of section 54953 

because of COVID- 19 pandemic and health issues. 

Thai V. Le took roll call. A quorum was present.  

Yes Commissioner Jean Franklin Late: 8:02 p.m. Commissioner Priscilla Orpinela-Segura 

Yes Commissioner David Holtzman Yes Commissioner Hailes Soto 

Yes Commissioner Mary Kenney Yes Commissioner Saira Soto 

Yes Co-Chair Daniel Mayeda Yes Commissioner Brian Stecher 

Yes Commissioner Mark Mendoza Yes Commissioner John Vento 

Yes Commissioner Apolonio Morales Yes Co-Chair Carolyn Williams 

Yes Commissioner Nelson Obregon Yes Commissioner Doreena Wong 

1. Cli   on   nte   et  on   t t e 
 o o  o  you  s  een

2.  ele t  n lis  o     nis 
 ou t en   n   oose to  ute t e o i in l 
 u io  o     le  e  inte   et  on. 

 

              

             
 

                     

                   

                                                                      
                                                                      

               

                 
 

                          

         

1.       li  en l    nte   et  i n      o en su 
  nt ll      no  e e   

2.  li    n l s o  s   ol
Lue o   ue e o t    o   silen i   el  u io o i in l  
     es u     un  inte   et  i n   s  l   .

https://youtu.be/FH9A94ObZEg
https://redistricting.lacounty.gov/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/Resolution_2021-03.pdf
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AGENDA ITEM 3: APPROVAL OF AGENDA – CO-CHAIR CAROLYN WILLIAMS 

The agenda was accepted with no changes. 

AGENDA ITEM 4: CONSENT ITEMS – CO-CHAIR DAN MAYEDA 

Items listed under the consent calendar are considered by the Co-Chairs to be routine in nature and will be 
enacted by one motion unless a commissioner requests otherwise, in which case the item will be removed for 
separate consideration. 

Co-C  i  D n M ye   in i  te  t  t t e Co  ission s oul   eview  n  t  e     o  i te   tion on t e 
Nove  e  22  2021   inutes. Co  issione    iles  oto in i  te  t  t  is vote s oul   e    n e  to “  st in” 
 o  t e Nove  e  15  2021   n  Nove  e  17  2021   inutes. A Co  issione     e    otion t  t w s 
se on e  to     ove t e  inutes wit  t ose    n es. T e  otion   sse . 

Motion Made: Commissioner Brian Stecher 

Motion Seconded: Commissioner Jean Franklin 

Outcome: Approved 

November 22, 2021, Minutes 

Yes Commissioner Jean Franklin Yes Commissioner Priscilla Orpinela-Segura 

Abstain Commissioner David Holtzman Yes Commissioner Hailes Soto 

Yes Commissioner Mary Kenney Yes Commissioner Saira Soto 

Yes Co-Chair Daniel Mayeda Yes Commissioner Brian Stecher 

Yes Commissioner Mark Mendoza Yes Commissioner John Vento 

Yes Commissioner Apolonio Morales Yes Co-Chair Carolyn Williams 

Yes Commissioner Nelson Obregon Yes Commissioner Doreena Wong 

AGENDA ITEM 5: ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS 

5a. Review and Discussion of  DRAFT Map Options, including modifications made by the Ad Hoc Working 

Groups, Co  issione s’ o se v tions, and t e  u li ’s suggested modifications,  and Potential Direction to 

ARCBridge/Staff Regarding Map Modifications — Co-Chairs Dan Mayeda and Carolyn Williams 

Maps Posted for Public Hearing No. 3 for December 1, 2021 

Gayla Kraetsch Hartsough, Executive Director, presented a visualization of the two current map options – Map 

Option B-1 and Map Option F (a modification of Map Option A-1) – that are under consideration for Public 

Hearing No. 3 on Wednesday, December 1, 2021.  
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In compliance with Elections Code section 21534, subd. (c)(4)(B)), the current two map options (labeled as 

Map B-1 and Map F) are posted on the LA County CRC website: https://redistricting.lacounty.gov/. They can 

also be found on the redistricting hub (https://redistricting-lacounty.hub.arcgis.com/ )  

Map details in a PDF format are attached to this Agenda and linked below: 

▪  u e viso i l Dist i t M   B-1 
▪  u e viso i l Dist i t M   F 

NOTE: Members of the public interested in viewing submitted plans in the redistricting mapping software can 

follow the instructions in this video once logged into the redistricting mapping software. Viewing the 

submitted plans in the mapping software allows for a more in-depth exploration of the plans, including 

identifying specific communities and cities. Members of the public can also use the software to save their own 

version of the draft maps, make modifications, and submit for the public and Commissioners to view. To view 

the map option details in the mapping software format, use these links: 

▪  u e viso i l Dist i t M   B-1 ( s i L ye  View) 
▪  u e viso i l Dist i t M   F ( s i L ye  View) 

The Scorecard of Map Options on the map options is posted on the LA County CRC website and redistricting 

map hub as well.  

https://redistricting.lacounty.gov/
https://redistricting-lacounty.hub.arcgis.com/
https://redistricting-lacounty.hub.arcgis.com/documents/option-b-1/explore
https://redistricting-lacounty.hub.arcgis.com/documents/option-b-1/explore
https://redistricting-lacounty.hub.arcgis.com/documents/option-f/explore
https://redistricting-lacounty.hub.arcgis.com/documents/option-f/explore
https://youtu.be/jTIumMEC5Ks
https://redistricting-lacounty.esriemcs.com/redistricting/index.html
https://redistricting-lacounty.hub.arcgis.com/datasets/option-b-1-esri-layer-view/explore?location=33.815600%2C-118.295500%2C7.99
https://redistricting-lacounty.hub.arcgis.com/datasets/option-b-1-esri-layer-view/explore?location=33.815600%2C-118.295500%2C7.99
https://redistricting-lacounty.hub.arcgis.com/datasets/option-f-esri-layer-view/explore?location=33.815600%2C-118.295500%2C7.99
https://redistricting-lacounty.hub.arcgis.com/datasets/option-f-esri-layer-view/explore?location=33.815600%2C-118.295500%2C7.99
https://redistricting.lacounty.gov/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/ARCBridge-Scorecard-Options-PlansB_F.pdf
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Ad Hoc Working Group on Maps 

At the November 22, 2021, special meeting, the Commissioners approved the formation of two Ad Hoc 

Working Groups to refine Maps B-1 and F, respectively. The Ad Hoc Working Groups prepared draft Maps OP 

064, OP 065, and OP 066 as conceptual frameworks for further refinement, public comment, and 

software/criteria testing. 

▪ Co-C  i  D niel M ye     esente   n ove view o  t e  i st A   o  Wo  in  G ou ’s     o     n  
 o i i  tions to M   B-1 (new M   OP 064) wit     o us on  ee in   ities  n  unin o  o  te    e s 
to et e .  

▪ Co-C  i  C  olyn Willi  s   ovi e    si il   ove view o  t e se on  A   o  Wo  in  G ou ’s wo   
wit   n e    sis on “uns littin ”  ities  n  unin o  o  te    e s in M   F (new M   OP 065).  

▪ Co  issione    i    oto   ovi e     on e tu l ove view o  t e    n es    e to M   F (new M   OP 
066)  in lu in  e ten in   D 2 to t e o e n to in lu e LAX   o i i  tions to t e N   o tions o  t e  FV  
 n  ot e   o i i  tions.  

These new map options are posted on the LA County CRC website: https://redistricting.lacounty.gov/. They 

can also be found on the redistricting hub (https://redistricting-lacounty.hub.arcgis.com/ ) The Scorecard of all 

Maps Submitted is also available there.  

 

                                                        
                                                                    

                                              

https://redistricting.lacounty.gov/
https://redistricting-lacounty.hub.arcgis.com/
https://redistricting.lacounty.gov/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/ARCBridge-Scorecard-All-58-Plans-11-22-2021.pdf
https://redistricting.lacounty.gov/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/ARCBridge-Scorecard-All-58-Plans-11-22-2021.pdf
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The draft Ad Hoc Working Group map options (e.g., Map OP 066) needed to be adjusted to eliminate 

deviations greater than 10% between the highest and lowest population districts. Gayla Kraetsch Hartsough 

pointed out that some of the worksheets outlined changes that did not appear on the maps, such as: 

▪ M   064  oes not in o  o  te Note 19  w i   in i  te  Ce  itos  G tew y  ities   n  No w l  we e 
 ove  to  D4 to   l n e  o ul tion   on  t e  ist i ts  n  to in  e se  o ul tion in  D4. 

▪ Option F has Sylmar, San Fernando, and part of Sun Valley in SD 3 already. The Ad Hoc Working Group 

made some adjustments in that area.  

The Commissioners asked clarifying questions and then Public Comments were received. 

Public Comments 

Public comment – see recordings  on “VIDEO FILE FOR ENTIRE MEETING POSTED” at the start of the minutes:  

1.  tu  t W l   n  V CA–   e e s   n lin  o   FV in M  s 64  60   n  66  ut not 65 

2. L w en e Mu  t -  i  –  n M   OP 066 – questions L         ei  ts in  D 1  not    t o    n G   iel 

V lley (ne   W ittie ) 

3.  s  el Gonz lez –  LA  esi ent;  isli es M   B  e  use o    ve se i    t on A  i  n A e i  n 

 o ul tions  o  equity  n   e  esent tion) 

4.   n    Guz  n –  LA  esi ent;  isli es M   B 

5. M  lene Buen ost o  A tive   n G   iel V lley– su  o ts in lu in  Po on  in  D 1 in M   F;  isli es 

M   B 

6.    ni A      LA Voi e & T e Peo le’s Blo  – o  oses M   B;     s Bl     n  L tino  o  unities into 

 Ds 

7. C  is Rowe – su  itte  w itten  o  ents; wo  in  on out e    to Los An eles City  MPOW R LA 

8. M  i  B enes   nne City  t u  le ( C ) – M   F   s ele ents o  M   A  ut  u t e     ust ents nee e ; 

 isli es M   B 

9. Mi   el C ee  City o  Monte ello – P e e s M   F;   ese ves  GV  isto i   o  unities;   n  ontinue to 

 oll  o  te wit  CO s 

10. De e   teele   o i l Justi e Le  nin   nstitute – wo  s on Bl   /B own yout ;  o not  onsi e  M   B; 

 on e ns o  equity 

11. B i n   e i  City o  W ittie   City M n  e  – Li e M   F  n  t e nei   o in   ities wit  s   e  

 esou  es  n  se vi es wit  W ittie  
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12. J   y Cont e  s  Co  unity Co lition & Peo le’s Blo  – A  inst M   B; ot e     s   ve 3  ino ity 

 Ds.  out  LA ve y  i  e ent   o   o st l  o  unities. 

13.  en y Pe ez –   st LA  esi ent; o  oses M   B; su  o ts M   F wit   evisions 

14. D niel Ji enez   C  – Disli es M   B  o   out  Cent  l LA  o  unity;  is  v nt  in  t e  

15. Ti    n ov l  M yo  o  t e City o  Po on  – Li es  o i ie  M   F; s   e  o  on inte ests  lon  t e 

  eew y 

16.  liz  et  “Liz” Lu o  Monte ello  esi ent –    ily live in   st LA  o  60+ ye  s;   il  en s lit  etween 

LAU D  n  Monte ello Uni ie     ool Dist i ts;  o  unities  losely  li ne  wit    st LA  n  

Monte ello;  o not se    te Monte ello   o   D 1 

17. Ale  Vill lo os  BP     st LA  esi ent  n   usiness e son – su  o ts M   F; w nts   st LA in  D 1; 

Monte ello s oul   e  in in  D 1 wit  ot e       ent  o  unities 

18. M yo  Bill B  n   M yo  o  Re on o Be    – t yin  to  ee     n es to    ini u ;  oes not li e  FV 

wit  Re on o Be   ; M   B   s 3 L tino  ist i ts;   e e s M   B;  ee s CO s to et e  wit  less 

 evi tion 

19. Roso  oto  No t  W ittie   esi ent – su  o ts M   A  n    o ess use  to  evelo  it; M   F is in t e 

 i  t  i e tion; se    te    ien    ei  ts  n  Rollin   ei  ts   o  L         ei  ts  not si il   

20.  te   nie   i   Rowl n   ei  ts  esi ent –   e e s M   F; o  oses  e ovin  Monte ello  n  L        

 ei  ts   o   D 1 

21.  en y Fun  – Develo e  M   F;  lso  evelo e  M   063  w i   is si il   to M   066; so e  ee      

on  n  t en    e  in lists 

22. Cynt i   te nquist  M yo  P o Te   City o  Te  le City – Kee  Te  le City in  D 5 

23. P ul P  zi    MCA – su  o ts M   F  ut wit  Monte ello in  D 1 

24. A  i n  Quinones     ien    ei  ts – Kee     ien    ei  ts wit   D 4; ou   o  unity is unique  

 ive se   n  wo  s on issues t  t   e unique to t is   e . 

25. Ri      M  tinez – Li es M   66  e  use it  ee s Po on  to et e  wit  Di  on  B   

26. Ki      uels  Co  unity Co lition – Do not su  o t M   B;   wt o ne  n  C  son not  e  esente  

w e e it s oul   e; 3  Ds   ve 3 CVAPs w e e w ite  o ul tion l   e ;   e e  M   F 

27.  s   el C st o –    inst M   B ( ives w ite vote s too  u    owe );   e e  M   F 

28. Jessi   P n u o   C  – o  ose M   B;   in  Monte ello      into  D 1 in M   F 

29. Ru y Rive     C   Lynwoo  – M   F s oul   e  ove   o w    wit  so e e its 

30. Osv l o Do in uez – City Te    e  n    st LA  esi ent. O  oses M   B. 

31. Jo n Men oz   Po on  F i Ple  –  out  Po on   n  Po on    e  i  e ent;  i  not  et  el    o  

su e viso s;   e e s M   B 
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32. Punn  vin  e    t  T  i Co  unity Develo  ent Cente    esi ent o  T  i Town – Disli es M   B – 

s lits T  i Town  C in town  Little To yo 

33. Je nette  llis Royston  Po on   esi ent – li es M   F;  ee  Po on  in  D 1 

34. J        ini n   o  e  M yo  o  Monte ello – su  o ts M   F;  ee  Monte ello in  D 1 

Commissioner Discussions 

The Commissioners did a round robin approach where Commissioners took turns to share their observations 

on each of the maps. Equitable distribution of economic assets (e.g., universities, ports, LAX, etc.) and services 

(e.g., schools, parks) in each of the SDs were pointed out. The Commissioners wanted to be sure they do not 

dilute the voting power of historic minority communities. 

The Commissioners discussed the Ad Hoc Working Groups’    s. One Ad Hoc Working Group adjusted Map 

OP 066 (also Map G), based on public input and their own COI knowledge, so that the maximum deviation 

criterion was met. The following adjustments were made: 

▪ Assi ne   yl    to  D 5. 

▪ Assi ne  Co  e  e   o   D 1 into  D 4 

▪ Assi ne  Monte ello   o   D 4 into  D 1 

▪ Assi ne  L         ei  ts  n  L         ei  ts  sl n    o   D 1 to  D 4 

▪ Assi ne  P los Ve  es  st te  R n  o P los Ve  es  Rollin   ills  Rollin   ills  st tes   n  

unin o  o  te    e s o  West iel    o   D 4 to  D 2 

▪ Assi ne  C  son  n  West C  son   o   D 2 into  D 4 

A motion was made and seconded to: 

▪ Replace Map B-1 with Map B-2 (Map OP 064) 

▪ Replace Map F with Map F-1 (Map OP 065) 

▪ Add Map G (Map OP 066) 

The motion passed. 

Motion Made: Co-Chair Carolyn Williams 

Motion Seconded: Commissioner Mary Kenney 

Outcome: Approved 

  

Yes Commissioner Jean Franklin Yes Commissioner Priscilla Orpinela-Segura 

Abstain Commissioner David Holtzman Yes Commissioner Hailes Soto 
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Yes Commissioner Mary Kenney Yes Commissioner Saira Soto 

Yes Co-Chair Daniel Mayeda Yes Commissioner Brian Stecher 

Yes Commissioner Mark Mendoza Yes Commissioner John Vento 

Yes Commissioner Apolonio Morales Yes Co-Chair Carolyn Williams 

Yes Commissioner Nelson Obregon Yes Commissioner Doreena Wong 

The Co-Chairs requested that the Ad Hoc Working Group for Map F meet and make further refinements on 

Thursday-F i  y    se  on  u li  in ut  t We nes  y’s Pu li   e  in  No. 3 and to ensure Map F-1 and Map 

G meet the maximum deviation criterion. 

5b. Discussion and possible formation of an Ad Hoc Working Group to review the draft year-end Technical 

Report (a work in progress) — Co-Chair Carolyn Williams 

A motion was made and seconded to form an Ad Hoc Working Group to review the draft Technical Report. 

Gayla Kraetsch Hartsough has  een wo  in  on t e  e o t t  ou  out t e ye    s   “wo   in   o  ess.”   e 

has prepared a draft executive summary, chapters that  es  i e t e LA County CRC’s ye  -long work efforts, 

and appendices of Commissioner-approved documents. The documentation of the final map vis-à-vis the 

criteria will require a quick turnaround to be added to the final report. 

Commissioner David Holtzman made two suggestions: 1) develop a different title for the report and 2) only 

produce a short report that shows how the final map meets criteria as per the Election Code. Co-Chair Carolyn 

Williams pointed out that the title of the report can be dealt with later. Commissioner Apolonio Morales 

suggested the Ad Hoc Working Group include representation from each of the prior Ad Hoc Working Groups. 

Bruce Adelson, the LA County CRC’s le  l e  e t on t e Votin  Ri  ts A t  in i  te  t  t t is  in  o   e o t 

that provides a document of record of the work done is a classic technical report prepared in the past and 

useful if questions arise later or during litigation. 

Public comment – see recordings  on “VIDEO FILE FOR ENTIRE MEETING POSTED” at the start of the minutes:  

▪ C  is Rowe  ointe  out t  t t e Los An eles City Coun il Re ist i tin  Co  ission (LACCRC)  e o t w s 
 o e t  n 1 000    es. 

Commissioner David Holtzman made an amendment to the motion to rename from the “Ad Hoc Working 

Group – Technical Report” to the “Ad Hoc Working Group – Technical Report of the Basis of the Decisions 

Made Based on Elections Code section 21534, subd. (b)(3)…”. The amendment was seconded but failed. 

Amendment Made: Commissioner David Holtzman 

Amendment Seconded: Commissioner Brian Stecher 

Outcome: Failed 
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Abstain Commissioner Jean Franklin No Commissioner Priscilla Orpinela-Segura 

Yes Commissioner David Holtzman No Commissioner Hailes Soto 

Yes Commissioner Mary Kenney No Commissioner Saira Soto 

No Co-Chair Daniel Mayeda Yes Commissioner Brian Stecher 

No Commissioner Mark Mendoza No Commissioner John Vento 

No Commissioner Apolonio Morales No Co-Chair Carolyn Williams 

No Commissioner Nelson Obregon No Commissioner Doreena Wong 

The Commissioners had Thai V. Le take roll call on the original motion. The motion passed. 

Motion Made: Commissioner Priscilla Orpinela-Segura 

Motion Seconded: Commissioner Brian Stecher 

Outcome: Approved 

  

Yes Commissioner Jean Franklin Yes Commissioner Priscilla Orpinela-Segura 

Abstain Commissioner David Holtzman Yes Commissioner Hailes Soto 

Yes Commissioner Mary Kenney Yes Commissioner Saira Soto 

Yes Co-Chair Daniel Mayeda Yes Commissioner Brian Stecher 

Yes Commissioner Mark Mendoza Yes Commissioner John Vento 

Yes Commissioner Apolonio Morales Yes Co-Chair Carolyn Williams 

Yes Commissioner Nelson Obregon Yes Commissioner Doreena Wong 

Co-Chairs Dan Mayeda and Carolyn Williams requested that Commissioners email them if they would like to 

serve on the Ad Hoc Working Group for the Technical Report. 

AGENDA ITEM 6:  X     V          ’         – GAYLA KRAETSCH HARTSOUGH, PH.D. 

Gayla Kraetsch Hartsough repeated the upcoming public hearing dates and times: 

▪ We .  De . 1  t 6:30  – Pu li   e  in  No. 3/   e i l Meetin  
▪ Tues.  De . 7  t 6:30  – Pu li   e  in  No. 4 (D y 30) 

She reminded the public that the LA County CRC wanted to hear from them, noting that they need to sign up 

by 8:00 pm to make oral public comments. 

Commissioner Jean Franklin expressed her desire for greater participation, particularly among the African 

American community, at our upcoming public hearings. 

AGENDA ITEM 7: ADJOURNMENT – CO-CHAIR DAN MAYEDA 

Co-Chair Mayeda adjourned the meeting at 10:11 p.m. 
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To sign up for receiving future LA County CRC notices, go to: redistricting.lacounty.gov 

To submit input to the public hearings, including signing up for speaking before the Commission, go to: 

https://forms.gle/2SDZSxEuKNZ3ZU1KA 

http://www.redistricting.lacounty.gov/
https://forms.gle/2SDZSxEuKNZ3ZU1KA

