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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Monday, November 1, 2021 8:58 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/1/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Anne

Address

Field not completed.

City

Field not completed.

State

Field not completed.

Zip Code

95603

Email

Field not completed.

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

5 - Gustafson

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I strongly support map B.2, which is most reasonable, fair, and
keeps communities together. It is quite apparent that other
maps have been created to protect certain supervisors' reelection prospects. This is appalling and goes against
everything our Constitution stands for!

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Monday, November 1, 2021 5:25 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/1/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Keith Ashbee

Address

1611 Ainsworth Lane

City

Lincoln

State

CA

Zip Code

95648

Email

k_ashbee@hotmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

3 - Holmes

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I am I favor of map B.2

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

1

109

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Judy Bennett <judybennett@wavecable.com>
Friday, October 29, 2021 3:32 PM
Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Placer County Redistricting - Maps

Dear Ms. Colbert:
My husband and I have lived in Placer County for 20 years, and in Penryn for 16 of those years. We have
reviewed the proposed versions of the maps being considered for the planned redistricting, and feel
passionately about keeping both Loomis and Penryn together and in the same District 3.
Please add our comments to those for the Commission’s consideration.
Sincerely,
Jim and Judy Bennett
6725 La Tierra Ct.
Penryn, CA 95663
916.663.3490
judybennett@wavecable.com

1
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Sue Colbert
Subject:

FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for public posting of redistricting data

From: Cheryl Berkema <cheryl.berkema@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, October 18, 2021 12:10 PM
To: Nikki Streegan <NStreega@placer.ca.gov>
Cc: Jane Christenson <JChristenson@placer.ca.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for public posting of redistricting data
Good morning Nikki,
In reviewing the redistricting data a few areas came up that I hope you can help with.
1. In your redistricting staff report for Oct. 14th hearing, you give the population numbers for each city and a total
unincorporated population count, but not the unincorporated population in each current district. It is my understanding
that out of the approximate 400,000 people in Placer County that 100,000 are located in unincorporated Placer. Both of
these views should be easily distinguishable in both the executive summary and the alternative summaries.




Can you please provide unincorporated population numbers for each current district?
Can you please provide the unincorporated counts for each district in the Map alternatives that the County
provided?
The Cities population table provided cities counts but then mixed the Tahoe region in as a city count. For
consistency in the analysis, suggest that city counts remain distinct from unincorporated counts.

2. Additional criteria for map alternatives was provided by Placer County (beyond Federal and State mandated criteria)
refer to maps not provided on the redistricting website, nor are they provided in the staff report.





Criteria: Respect continuity of Community Plan Boundaries, however, the maps for Community Plans were not
provided. Request posting on the redistricting website and including as appendix in staff report.
Criteria: Consider entitled specific plan areas when evaluating potential map boundaries. The specific plan
boundaries were not provided. Request a map of the current districts with an overlay of the specific plans be
provided on the website and in the staff report. Also, while it was pointed out that "future" counts were not
included in the analysis, because the criteria is included, the entitled plans came with Certified EIRs that
projected population counts. Those should be provided with maps of the specific plans. The data may not be
part of the staff's analysis but certainly informs the public.
Criteria: Each district represents a balance of rural and urban constituents. Again, the staff report overview and
the map alternatives should provide the callout of rural unincorporated and urban constituents. The County
should provide this information for all map proposals including those other than county proposed being
evaluated.

3. All public comment from all sources (surveys, online forms, MACs, and hearings) should be provided as they are public
record. When individuals give feedback they are assuming the county is collecting input, no matter the forum.




The Survey form indicates that the data is public record. All survey raw data should be provided as individual
comments have been provided. These comments can inform the reasons for communities and inclusion or
exclusion beyond staff's tally of the results.
The interactive maps record an alternate form of resident feedback for map suggestions and should be
provided. They can also assist residents in forming their own feedback.
1
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The online redistricting form feedback should be provided on the redistricting website and as an appendix in
staff report.
Municipal Advisory Council feedback along with participating resident feedback should be provided as it was
part of the data collection process.
Staff presentations for Public workshops, MACs, and hearings should be posted on the redistricting website.
These help inform the public.

Thank you for incorporating my feedback for providing a matrix to help visualize the results.
Best regards,
Cheryl

2
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Tuesday, November 2, 2021 10:57 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/2/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

David Brame

Address

1008 Silver Saddle Ln

City

Rocklin

State

CA

Zip Code

95765

Email

oldguysrule1612@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I support Option B and urge you to do the same. Option A as
endorsed by the Board is not in the best interests of
constituents.
Placer County is changing. The pandemic brought new
opportunity and an influx of new residents. Even before the
pandemic, families like mine came here for the great schools
and more affordable housing. The population of Rocklin has
grown by over 30,000 people in the few short years we've been
here. Rocklin has become a beacon for families who want a
better quality of life. To keep Rockin divided into 2 Supervisor
districts ignores this, indeed is an affront to those making
Rocklin our home.
Back in the day, Rocklin may have been well-served by having
representation in 2 districts. The population center was along I80. That's not the case anymore. Our town has almost as many
1
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residents as a target supervisory district should have. These
residents bring a lot to the county in terms of taxes, spending
and economic growth. We deserve to be represented as a
whole.
Option B best supports this effort. The rural areas nearby
would also be better represented as their communities are next
for the expansion as our population continues to grow.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

2

114

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Sunday, October 31, 2021 11:15 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

10/31/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Claudia Buderer

Address

314 Union St

City

Roseville

State

CA

Zip Code

95678

Email

m4cfm4cfb@surewest.net

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

1 - Gore

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I do not approve of the blatantly partisan draft maps a, b, c, or
c2!
Districts should consist of contiguous areas with lines that are
as straight as possible and not be drawn to favor a current
supervisor or political philosophy.
Public submittal Maps P or P1 seem to be much more fairly
drawn.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

1
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Sunday, October 31, 2021 7:54 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

10/31/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Helen L Chalmers

Address

512 Winchester Court

City

Roseville

State

CA

Zip Code

95661

Email

helenc857@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

4 - Jones

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

Dear Sirs,
I will keep this brief, as hopefully, with the Sacramento Bee
reporting on this issue, there will be plenty of feedback arriving
from other concerned Placer Country citizens..
1. I am dismayed to find the only notice of this situation was
conveyed through local journalistic coverage.
2. I am displeased that as a taxpaying citizen of Placer County
since 1986, my voice was not heard. Hopefully this
communication will correct that oversight.
3. I am further displeased by what appears to be a political
grab for power with what could be labeled a seemingly lack of
integrity.

1
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4. I object to the current execution of this "redistricting" process
with no concern for whichever political entity intitiated said
process. I have been registered as a lifelong "decline to state"
(political afflliation) for over 4 decades. I am objecting soley on
the strength of what I believe to be the lack of data gathered
based on percentage of county residents,(e.g. what could be
called principled, scientificly-derived, rigour.)
5. My desire would be to see this process disclosed in a more
visibly public venue and the results applied appropriately.
6. My personal input to said process is support for Map P1.
Thank you for this opportunity to be heard.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Sunday, October 31, 2021 7:12 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

10/31/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Steve Chalmers

Address

512 Winchester Ct

City

Roseville

State

CA

Zip Code

95661

Email

stevec@surewest.net

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

4 - Jones

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I am disappointed that I was unaware of the community survey
around Placer County redistricting. I have lived in Placer
County since 1988 and in Roseville since 1995; the City of
Roseville seeks my input on many issues and the only
communications I get from Placer County are in emergencies
and my annual property tax bill. The 240 responses to the
survey indicate only that there is a communications problem
which needs to be fixed, and are a statistically insignificant
survey response.
While I understand Placer County is a complex and evolving
place (and a great place to live), it seems to me that there is a
natural division into two rural areas (East to Tahoe and west
past Lincoln), two more suburban areas
(Roseville/Rocklin/Lincoln), and an awesome semi rural area of
wealthy suburbs (the Granite Bay / Loomis corridor).

1
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(To be crass, and noting the voters will be fickle year to year,
this naturally gives the county two predominantly D districts
(the two suburban ones), and three predominantly R districts
(the two rural ones and the wealthy semi rural suburbs).)
Maps A, B, and C seem to be gerrymandered to achieve
4R/1D. I do not support them for that reason. Because of this
result I do not support the process, and encourage Placer
County to use the process Roseville is using instead, at the
next Census. No supervisor who supports the current process
(past this year, of course) will ever get my vote again. BTW I
was a lifelong, card carrying, moderate R from an R family, but
have reregistered as independent.
Map P1 best captures the flavor of two rural, two suburban,
and one wealthy semi rural district and therefore has my
support, despite some tradeoffs which aren't ideal for the exact
street I live on, and happening to district a key D candidate for
Supervisor into what will inevitably be an R district.
This is a hard problem and I thank the citizens who have
engaged and are working hard on it in good faith.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Saturday, October 30, 2021 12:19 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

10/29/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Beverly Christ

Address

2155 Humphrey Rd

City

Penryn

State

Ca

Zip Code

95663

Email

Gopherflats13@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

3 - Holmes

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

My husband, Larry, and I live in Penryn. We are adjacent to
Loomis. We feel that Loomis and Penryn should remain in the
same district. Most issues concern Loomis and Penryn are the
same. Penryn residents do much of their business in Loomis.
These two cities should not be separated into different districts
they have very common interests.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

1
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Sunday, October 31, 2021 8:18 PM
Sari Husmann; Judi Tichy; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission

Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission
During the Covid-19 Pandemic, Placer County is committed to public participation
in County Government in a manner that is consistent with guidance provided by our
Public Health Official. We have provided this form that can be used to submit
comments to the Planning Commission.
First and Last Name

Thomas Cluster

Email Address (Optional)

tcluster@pacbell.net

Agenda Item (Optional)

Redistricting

Comments

I read the Bee’s editorial. There is no justification for taking that
piece of western Roseville and putting it in District 2. Districts
should not be discontinuous. Sure looks like partisan
gerrymandering to me.

Attach a document

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Saturday, October 30, 2021 7:47 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

10/30/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

dereck counter

Address

829 spur ct

City

rocklin

State

ca

Zip Code

95765

Email

dereck.counter@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

Keep ROCKLIN whole! any plan with Rocklin all together is
best! Keep ROCKLIN together!!!

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Tuesday, November 2, 2021 9:30 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/2/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Holly Cuthbertson

Address

1714 Quail Circle

City

Roseville

State

CA

Zip Code

95661

Email

hollyjc90@hotmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

4 - Jones

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

Northwest Westpark is part of the City of Roseville. It has
absolutely no ties to rural Sheridan or Lincoln. Draw all of
Westpark (as depicted in the attached image) back into the
current supervisorial District 1.
Carving out other parts of District 2 to make the population
back is not in the best interest of Westpark or the City of
Roseville. Respect the existing boundaries per your
established guidelines.

Upload Attachments

PublicComment_Cuthbertson.png
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

1

123

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Chuck-Muriel Davis <chamdavis@yahoo.com>
Friday, October 29, 2021 3:41 PM
Sue Colbert
Jim Holmes; Beverly Roberts
[EXTERNAL] PC redistricting mtg -Nov 4, 2021, -- Comments!

To: Planning Commissioners
RE: the county proposed redistricting maps
Please consider Commissioner DeMattei's request to keep our Loomis Basin
communities intact; that is to keep Loomis and Penryn in the same supervisorial district,
preferable in District 3.
Maps A & C keep the Loomis Basin together; but map B separates Penryn and Loomis
into different districts.
The residents of Loomis & Penryn .....
-share the same elementary school district,
-share the same high school,
-shop at the same Loomis stores,
-go to the same Loomis Basin churches,
- use the same libraries and
- play at the same parks!!!
For over 150 years, Penryn and Loomis have been communities within the
Loomis Basin area!
Please do NOT split Loomis and Penryn into different supervisorial districts.
Sincerely,
Muriel Davis
10/29/21
Penryn
P.S. We also share the stores, churches, schools, and libraries, parks with Rocklin.

1
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 12:43 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/3/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Donna Becker, Dave Becker

Address

480 Stockman Lane

City

Lincoln

State

CA

Zip Code

95648

Email

dbecker9@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

We are residents of Placer County (Lincoln) and strongly urge
the Placer County Planning Commissioners, and the County
Board of Supervisors, to adopt the public submitted Map P1 in
the current redistricting process. P1 keeps Communities of
Interest together and has clear boundaries. P1 is a fair and
equal consideration of the 2020 Census data and the legally
permissible criteria rather than political posturing or
gerrymandering.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Monday, November 1, 2021 9:45 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/1/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Mark Diele

Address

2016 Denton Ctx.

City

Rocklin

State

CA

Zip Code

95765

Email

markdiele1959@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

3 - Holmes

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

Allowing Rocklin representation as one United City makes the
most sense. From our City Council to past Mayors, are all
advocating One City Representation Under One Supervisor.
Most common sense approach is Alternation Plan B.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Monday, November 1, 2021 10:44 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/1/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

George Dykstra

Address

2670 Warbler Lane

City

Lincoln

State

CA

Zip Code

95648

Email

yesdykstra@comcast.net

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:
It is imperative that Placer County maintain its unique
character.
Its integrity is essential.
Mixing Sacramento segments or El Dorado segments poorly
serves everyone.

Maintain Placer County's integrity.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
1
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Sunday, October 31, 2021 7:27 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

10/31/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Dawn Engel

Address

1845 Park Oak Dr

City

Roseville

State

CA

Zip Code

95661

Email

fawn_engel@yahoo.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

4 - Jones

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

Map B.2 makes the most sense.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

1
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Bill Halldin <Bill.Halldin@rocklin.ca.us>
Monday, November 1, 2021 3:22 PM
Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] FW: Comment Regarding Alternative A -- Rocklin

Thanks for your note about my comment submitted over the weekend. I hadn't used the omline form for this one on Oct
19 so passing it along for the record.

Sent from my T‐Mobile 4G LTE Device

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Original message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Bill Halldin <Bill.Halldin@rocklin.ca.us>
Date: 10/19/21 4:52 PM (GMT‐06:00)
To: jchristenson@placer.ca.gov, nstreegan@placer.ca.gov
Subject: Comment Regarding Alternative A ‐‐ Rocklin

Good afternoon,
I wanted to follow up on my comments made at the Planning Commission last week. As I know you are aware,
a broad cross‐section of residents in our community believe that Rocklin should be afforded the same
treatment as every other city that can be included in one district. With our population at roughly 71,000,
Alternative B shows that respecting the integrity of Rocklin's community of interest is possible. Our civic
organizations, sports leagues, school district, and recreation all bring our city together as a community of
interest.
That said, I noted and mentioned that Alternative A as designed inadvertently splits the Whitney Ranch
neighborhood of Rocklin, specifically the Whitney Ranch HOA between Districts 2 and 3. If the County were to
move forward with Alternative A, this unintentional split of a neighborhood could be rectified by adding the
remaining HOA neighborhood bordered by Wildcat Blvd., West Oaks and the City of Lincoln into District 3.
Since I don't have all the tools that you have I am not able to determine the exact population of this area ‐‐ I
suspect it is perhaps 3,000 people.
Again, I think it would be most appropriate for the County to move forward with Alternative B but thought it
important to note how Alternative A could be adjusted to keep a neighborhood together.
Bill Halldin
Vice Mayor, City of Rocklin
916-718-1251
Bill.Halldin@rocklin.ca.us

1
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Saturday, October 30, 2021 3:47 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

10/30/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Bill Halldin

Address

967 Anvil Circle

City

Rocklin

State

CA

Zip Code

95765

Email

bill@billhalldin.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

To: Members of the Placer County Planning
Commission/Redistricting Advisory Commission
Placer County Board of Supervisors
I wanted to urge you to move forward with Alternative Map B.
Two of the top three criteria for drawing maps are violated in
Alternatives A and C and unnecessarily so. Specifically, the
second highest priority criteria is given to keeping
neighborhoods united.
Criteria 2: Geographic integrity of a local neighborhood or
community of interest shall be respected in a manner that
minimizes its division,
Alternatives A and C divide Rocklin as a community of interest
and also divide established parts of the Whitney Ranch
1
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Homeowners Association neighborhood based on which side
of West Oaks Boulevard and Whitney Ranch Parkway you
reside on. Some established neighborhoods go into District 2
and 3 and some future development goes into District 2 and 3.
Alternative B not only solves this deficiency and shows that
these two options do not minimize the division of the
neighborhood.
The third highest priority criteria is: Geographic integrity of a
city or census designated place shall be respected in a manner
that minimizes its division,
Alternatives A and C do not meet this criteria, dividing the City
of Rocklin. Only Alternative B keeps all cities that are smaller
than the population of one district within one district. The other
cities -- Lincoln, Auburn, Loomis and Colfax -- have not had to
fight to remain together and no map alternative suggest
splitting them. Why does Rocklin? Roseville, of course, cannot
be contained in one district given that its size is far in excess of
the population of one district.
Again, Alternative B shows that Alternatives A and C do not
minimize the division of incorporated cities. Only Alternative B
does so.
Some might suggest Alternatives A or C result in some districts
being more compact (not District 3). It's important to remember
that on the priority list of criteria compactness comes in at No.
5 (well after communities of interest and protecting the integrity
of incorporated cities).
Finally, Alternative B limits the number of cities any one
supervisor would have to represent to just 2 cities. Alternatives
A & C require one supervisor to represent 3 different cities.
Thank you for your time and attention. Please feel free to
contact me at 916-718-1251 should you have any questions for
me.
Sincerely,
Bill Halldin
Rocklin City Councilmember
916-718-1251

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
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Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 10:49 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/3/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Barbara Hunt5

Address

2454 Walden View Lane

City

Lincoln

State

CA

Zip Code

95648

Email

Field not completed.

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

Placer County Board of Supervisors
Placer County Planning Commission
I am a resident of Placer County and strongly urge the
Commissioners to adopt Map P1 in the current redistricting
process but P1 still requires some easily made adjustments so
that cities/towns are kept intact. P1 keeps Communities of
Interest together and has clear boundaries. P1 is a fair and
equal consideration of the 2020 Census data and the legally
permissible criteria.
Barbara Hunt

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

1
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 1:02 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/3/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Merilee A. Imamoto

Address

1441 Ivy Arbor Ln

City

Lincoln

State

CA

Zip Code

95648

Email

merilee831@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I am a resident of Placer County and strongly urge the
Commissioners to adopt Map P1 in the current redistricting
process but P1 still requires some easily made adjustments so
that cities/towns are kept intact. P1 keeps Communities of
Interest together and has clear boundaries. P1 is a fair and
equal consideration of the 2020 Census data and the legally
permissible criteria.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Sunday, October 31, 2021 4:04 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

10/31/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Lisa Lamantia

Address

3920 Val Verde Road

City

Loomis

State

CA

Zip Code

95650

Email

LisaLamantiaRE@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

3 - Holmes

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

The first comments I would like to make are why was
Supervisor Holmes overstepping his authority in asking to have
a new Map C drawn up that benefits him? Is this a violation of
election law? Why would an elected official be allowed to make
a decison for We The People based on their own personal
agenda rather than listen to the people who elected them to
represent them? Elected officials should not be interferring in
this process!
Map B.2 seems to be the best map for the residents of Placer
County. It brings communities together and does not separate
them. It is non-political and provides unity for the different
areas.
I am concerned that the BOS did not select a independent
committee to decide where the lines should be placed. This is a
decision the residents of Placer County have to live with for the
1
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next 10 years. It's time for the duly elected B.O.S. to act with
integrity and make the right decision for Placer County
residents and not for their own personal gain.
Lisa Lamantia

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Lisa Larkin <lcubed2004@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 2:49 PM
Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan; Dennis Decelle
Placer County - County Counsel; Christine Onesi; Chris Brown
[EXTERNAL] Placer County Map P1 & Alternative Adjusted Maps P1-A, P1-B, & P1-C (alternatives
addressing intact cities)

Hello All Thank you for your reply Nikki about P1 being a qualified map, but not "optimal" on cities intact. The wording of the staff
report was interpreted by many that it was not qualified, so much so, that Gold Country did a story on the staff report and
said that it didn't meet the criteria. This, unfortunately will be taken by many in the public that it is not qualified.
I am in support of the base map P1 because it does a great job keeping our communities of interest together. That needs
to be top priority! If you do need to modify P1 to keep cities intact, it is easily done as shown in the three alternative maps
below. All of these keep communities of interest grouped together AND keep cities intact.
If you feel strongly that cities need to be kept mostly intact, while still keeping communities of interest together as a top
priority, please see some adjusted alternatives below.
These should all fall well below the deviation requirement, have intact cities, and respect communities of interest. You will
be able to zoom in on all the maps with the links provided, as well as export the census block information. You can even
make a copy of the map and make your own adjustments.
Unfortunately the Placer County Map tool was not available during these workshops for the public to utilize so it is what I
had to work with, and the tool that was used on the Sweeney map submission of P1.
P1-A - Revisions - (cities together option 2) 6c63b2338af1






https://app.districtbuilder.org/projects/8b651078-eacd-4c41-9d35-

Most of West Roseville in D1
East Roseville and all of Granite Bay in D4
All of Rocklin and part of Roseville between Hwy 65 and Roseville Pkwy in D3
Loomis, Penryn, Newcastle, and All of Auburn - D5
Lincoln all in D2
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P1-B - Revisions (cities together option 1) - https://app.districtbuilder.org/projects/f5a7410a-6d29-4b33-a928943280bc52d6






Most of West Roseville in D1
East Roseville and all of Granite Bay in D4
All of Rocklin and part of Roseville between Hwy 65 and Roseville Pkwy in D3
Lincoln, Loomis, Penryn all in D2
Newcastle and all of Auburn in D5
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P1-C - Revisions - (cities together option 3) - https://app.districtbuilder.org/projects/84bd7893-fb75-4dd2-85de32a94202d745






Part of West Roseville in D1
Part of West Roseville (west of Fiddyment Rd) and all of Lincoln in D2
East Roseville, Granite Bay, Penryn, Newcastle all in D4
Rocklin and Loomis in D3
All of Auburn in D5

3
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I would request that you send these to the Commissioners and place this in public comment record, and can you please
confirm receipt.
Thanks so much,
Lisa Larkin
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Saturday, October 30, 2021 8:30 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

10/30/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Randy Lee

Address

Field not completed.

City

Field not completed.

State

Field not completed.

Zip Code

95765

Email

randmc23@yahoo.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

Rocklin Whitney Ranch should be grouped with the rest of
Rocklin’s district. Our interests lie together in the city, and not
ties to potential rural interests. Alternative map B is a better
choice and align our city’s interests together.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Saturday, October 30, 2021 8:28 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

10/30/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Kerry Lee

Address

3212 Dakota Ct.

City

Rocklin

State

CA

Zip Code

95765

Email

hall_kerry@yahoo.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

We feel very strongly that all of Whitney Ranch should be in the
same district as the rest of Rocklin. We want to be represented
by someone who is considering all of Rocklin’s unique needs.
The concerns of rural Lincoln are not as similar to the Rocklin
community.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 8:55 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/3/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Jane Lewis

Address

647 Orchid Lane

City

Lincoln

State

CA

Zip Code

95648

Email

pauljanelhsc@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I am a resident of Placer County and strongly urge the
Commissioners to adopt Map P1 in the current redistricting
process but P1 still requires some easily made adjustments so
that cities/towns are kept intact. P1 keeps Communities of
Interest together and has clear boundaries. P1 is a fair and
equal consideration of the 2020 Census data and the legally
permissible criteria.
Jane Lewis
647 Orchid Lane
Lincoln, CA 95648

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 12:54 PM
Sari Husmann; Judi Tichy; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission

Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission
During the Covid-19 Pandemic, Placer County is committed to public participation
in County Government in a manner that is consistent with guidance provided by our
Public Health Official. We have provided this form that can be used to submit
comments to the Planning Commission.
First and Last Name

Town of Loomis

Email Address (Optional)

srabe@loomis.ca.gov

Agenda Item (Optional)

Redistricting item

Comments

Please see attached letter from the Town of Loomis, signed by
Mayor Jeff Duncan.

Attach a document

Town of Loomis Redistricting 11-3-21.pdf
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 11:37 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/3/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Martha Mattson

Address

1944 Andover Lane

City

Lincoln

State

California

Zip Code

95648

Email

martiematson@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

Placer County Board of Supervisors
Placer County Planning Commission
I am a resident of Placer County and strongly urge the
Commissioners to adopt Map P1 in the current redistricting
process but P1 still requires some easily made adjustments so
that cities/towns are kept intact. P1 keeps Communities of
Interest together and has clear boundaries. P1 is a fair and
equal consideration of the 2020 Census data and the legally
permissible criteria.
Martha Mattson
1944 Andover Lane
Lincoln, CA 95648

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
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Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 1:17 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/3/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Karen Meredith

Address

1301 Portello Way

City

Lincoln

State

CA

Zip Code

95648

Email

kensmomkm@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I am a resident of Placer County and strongly urge the
Commissioners to adopt Map P1 in the current redistricting
process.
P1 still requires some easily made adjustments so that
cities/towns are kept intact, such as keeping the entire city of
Lincoln in one district
P1 keeps Communities of Interest together and has clear
boundaries.
P1 is a fair and equal consideration of the 2020 Census data
and the legally permissible criteria.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 9:29 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/3/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Gail MORETTI

Address

107 Turtledove Ct.

City

LINCOLN

State

CA

Zip Code

95648

Email

ralgam@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

As a Placer County resident I am very disturbed about the way
in which the proposed districts were designed by the county
commission. This commission, rather than being an
independent group, have members with an obvious conflict of
interest in the way the maps are designed. Of all the maps
offered, the one submitted by a member of the public is by far
the best choice.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 9:37 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/3/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

RALPH MORETTI

Address

107 Turtledove Ct.

City

Lincoln

State

CA

Zip Code

95648

Email

Field not completed.

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I recently learned of the very biased way the County
Commission drew the new redistricting maps for Placer
County. Instead of using an independent commission, the
Board of Supervisors chose to appoint a self-serving group with
a vested interest in how the maps are drawn. Therefore, I
would say that that map P1, drawn by a member of the public
would be the best option.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Tuesday, November 2, 2021 4:08 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/2/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Shawn A Mulkin

Address

16180 S Rocky Rd

City

Meadow Vista

State

CA

Zip Code

95722-9558

Email

mulkins@wizwire.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

5 - Gustafson

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

My group of church buddies went over this and agree with Map
B.2. This provides for community, not where any one specific
Supervisor lives. Though that was somewhat unethical. Selfish
and not thinking of the best for the county.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Monday, November 1, 2021 8:36 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/1/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Richard D Mullaly

Address

225 Incline Dr Colfax CA 95713 USA

City

Colfax

State

CA

Zip Code

95713

Email

rdmhoghead@wavecable.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

5 - Gustafson

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

After reviewing the re-districting maps my wife, Jan Mullaly and
I support map B.2 a revised version of map B.
Watched the video of Oct 12, 2021 of the Loomis City Council
meeting in which Supervisor Holmes spoke during public
comment regarding that he would be redistricted out of District
3 if any map other the map C is approved. He admitted that he
spoke with County council and with his input devised map C to
include his home address. Enclosed with this comment is a link
to the Loomis City Council meeting where Sup Holmes
promoted map C. His comments begin at around 1:18.00 and I
recommend watching it.
https://youtu.be/kXZ_4rc3NQk
Sup Holmes' action is reprehensible in that he has to pander to
a City Council to help him retain his seat.
1
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Regards,
Richard & Jan Mullaly
225 Incline Drive
Colfax, CA. 95713

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Monday, November 1, 2021 9:19 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/1/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Marianne Quinn

Address

7931 Logan Lane

City

Penryn

State

Ca

Zip Code

95663

Email

Mlquinn33@att.ney

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

3 - Holmes

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

Please keep Loomis and Penryn together.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 9:46 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/3/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Charlotte Rhyan

Address

719 Orchid Lane

City

Lincoln

State

CA

Zip Code

95648

Email

charlotterhyan@att.net

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I am writing to request that you adopt P1. Both my husband
feel strongly that you should keep "like" cities intact with clear
boundaries.
Thank you for your consideration,
Charlotte Rhyan
719 Orchid Lane
Lincoln, CA 95648

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Monday, November 1, 2021 2:28 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/1/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

JENNY RICE

Address

2405 Grass Valley Hwy

City

Auburn

State

CA

Zip Code

95603

Email

jennyrice@wizwire.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

5 - Gustafson

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I believe we should go with map B.2 it would help keep our
community united.
I believe map C should be stricken from the options/records as
it has probably been
Illegally been given as an option.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Sunday, October 31, 2021 10:36 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

10/31/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Sara

Address

Field not completed.

City

Field not completed.

State

Field not completed.

Zip Code

95747

Email

Field not completed.

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

1 - Gore

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

After watching a recent video of Supervisor Holmes, dated
October 23rd, 2021, attending the Loomis Town Council
meeting, I am thoroughly disgusted. Mr. Holmes publicly
admitting, to another governing body no less, that he is
opposed to Map A as it is "losing me out of my district" as Mr.
Holmes currently resides in North Auburn, per his statement.
He also brings issue to Map B, as his home will again be
redistricted to District 5, not his current district. He then
mentions Map C, that he had drawn up, "after a lengthy
meeting with County Counsel " "which would keep me in my
district." "Thats important because I do plan to run for another
term." According to Election Code 21500 section c (2): A
''community of interest" is a population that shares common
social or econoic interests that should be included within a
single supervisorial district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation. COMMUNITIES OF INTEREST DO NOT
INCLUDE RELATIONSHIPS WITH POLITICAL PARTIES,
1
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IMCUMBENTS OR POLITICAL CANDIDATES. Supervisor
Holmes is in blatant violation of the legal code stated above.
Map C should be disqualified for that reason alone. Per Map A,
there is ZERO reason in dividing Rocklin into two districts. It is
one community. It should be represented as ONE
COMMUNITY. Map B2 makes sense. Period.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Monday, November 1, 2021 3:26 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/1/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Janis Scott

Address

414 Winfield Court

City

Roseville

State

California

Zip Code

95747

Email

janismae@rocketmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

1 - Gore

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

Ive heard, as I’m sure everyone else has heard, about the
recent video where Supervisor Holmes spoke at the Loomis
Town Council, where he clearly voiced that he is not in favor of
Alternative Maps A & B. This will move him outside of his
district. Supervisor Holmes mentions that Alternative Map C
was introduced after his lengthy conversation with the City
Council which will keep him in his district, then he can run for
district 3 in 2024.
I’m sure this is illegal in more ways than one, and needs to be
addressed by county council. For far too long this type of
interferences and back door deals by elected officials has
hindered the democratic process, works against the people and
needs to END NOW!
I am in support of Map B.2, it just makes more sense in
bringing communities together, which benefits all, rather than
1

161

keeping them divided such as Map C, which clearly is only for
political gain. We need now, more than ever unity, not division
in these times.
I’m calling on the committee to immediately reject Map C from
all records and conversations since it appears to be created
illegally. I also call for the step down of office for Supervisor
Holmes for his overreach of power that will have an effect on
the county for the next 10 years. In addition, all involved with
the decision making of Map C should step down and/or be
removed for this type of tyranny.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Tuesday, November 2, 2021 9:30 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

2/19/1956

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Randel Spitz

Address

PO BOX 321

City

PENRYN

State

CA

Zip Code

95663

Email

rcspitz@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

3 - Holmes

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

Under no circumstances should
Rocklin/Loomis/Penryn/Newcastle be separated into different
districts. They all share a quality of community and rural life.
Separating these like minded communities would be a sell out
to developers and would destroy our quality of rural life.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
Subject:

FW: [EXTERNAL] Urgent Questions Regarding Staff Analysis

From: Julia Sweeney <juliaasweeney@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, October 29, 2021 2:21 PM
To: Nikki Streegan <NStreega@placer.ca.gov>; Dennis Decelle <DDeCelle@placer.ca.gov>
Cc: Placer County ‐ County Counsel <CountyCounsel@placer.ca.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Urgent Questions Regarding Staff Analysis
Hi Nikki and Dennis,
Thank you for your work on the redistricting. I have some questions I wanted to send your way to help guide my
feedback and participation as a community member.
1. Nikki, can I please have the contact phone numbers and email addresses for the Commissioners?
2. Dennis, for Map P1, staff's analysis identified the following:
o Rocklin is 98% in D3. Which Census Blocks for Rocklin in the map were not included in D3 and what are
their populations? It was the intention to put all of Rocklin into D3.
o Loomis split up. Which Census Blocks from Loomis are not in D4 and what are their populations? The
intention was to protect the more rural community of interest in Loomis and the Loomis residents we
spoke with said they believed there was a clear dividing line for their Community of interest along Sierra
College.
o Auburn not in D5. Which Census Blocks from Auburn are not in D5 and what are their populations?
3. Is Jane Christenson the staff member who created the evaluations for the various maps? I would like to pass on
feedback that the language and metrics used are inconsistent and presented in a way that discriminates against
publicly generated maps. Here are some of my concerns as well as some specific improvements that I believe
could be made (highlighted in yellow):
o Unclear Presentation Regarding Prioritization ‐ Presentation of the document does not clearly identify
that rows of information are to be evaluated in priority order. Preserving Communities of Interest must
be considered a higher priority than maintaining the integrity of cities and CDPs.
I would request that language regarding the prioritization be added to the chart specifically and the full
text of each criterion be included in the first column. It also needs to be more clear that points 6‐11 are
criteria added locally and that those should be considered the lowest priority.
o

Language that discriminates against publicly generated maps ‐ Example: Map A and Map D on Point 3
both identify that the cities of Roseville and Rocklin are divided across multiple districts, however Map
A's description starts with "Yes, all cities and CDPs in one district except for..." and Map D's description
starts with "Partially, all cities and CDPs in one district except for..." and even further, Map B.2 only
divides Roseville across multiple districts and yet it is described as "Partially, all cities and CDPs in one
district except for..." Why is it that the internally created maps all get "Yes" ‐ but the public maps get
"Partially" for less or equal division? What metric is used to determine "No" for Map P1? I would
certainly dispute the graying of the boxes for any of the maps in this row considering all maps divide
cities and CDPs in different ways.
A less subjective presentation of point 3 would be to list the cities and CDPs and show the percentage of
1
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population in each district for each map. That is objective, that is measurable, that addresses the
concern that staff's evaluation is biasing the Commissioners against publicly drawn maps.
o

Criteria Evaluated Inconsistently ‐ Example: For Point 4, all Maps except P and P1 are evaluated with a
simple evaluation of the specific row regarding natural barriers, but Maps P & P1 are presented with an
exception unrelated to the natural barriers—it uniquely includes commentary about the cities and CDPs.
It's also unclear how staff can interpret the small peninsula of Roseville East of 80 in District 4 to not be
a mark against natural barriers. What criteria did staff use to assign a one word "Yes" to every map
except Maps P & P1?
In order to be consistent, boxes in the row about natural barriers should solely evaluate and present
information regarding the natural barriers.

o

Unclear metrics ‐ Example: Point 6 is very unclear what was used to determine "Yes" vs. "No. Significant
changes..." What percentage of Census Blocks changed district numbers in each map?
In order to be more clear, please provide a percentage change of Census Block district assignments.

I know that counsel expressed some concern at the previous meeting about creating a chart evaluating the criteria
because it could appear that staff was guiding the Commissioners on how to weight and evaluate each map—I
absolutely can see why that was raised after going through this staff report and I have concerns that this document is
hindering the ability of Commissioners to consider public input and maps drawn to better preserve Communities of
Interest.
Please let me know if I can schedule a call or in‐person conversation with Ms. Christenson or the member of staff
responsible for presenting this matrix next week. I am hopeful that improvements can be made.
Best,
Julia Sweeney
916‐847‐6471
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Julia Sweeney <juliaasweeney@gmail.com>
Monday, November 1, 2021 4:36 PM
Nikki Streegan; Dennis Decelle
Placer County - County Counsel; Chris Brown; Christine Onesi; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Re: Urgent Questions Regarding Staff Analysis

Hello,
I'm copying Christine Onesi and Chris Brown since I received an out of office reply from Dennis.
Chris or Christine, can you please weigh in on the below questions about the staff's analysis of P1?
 Rocklin is 98% in D3. Which Census Blocks for Rocklin in the map were not included in D3 and what are their

populations? It was the intention to put all of Rocklin into D3.

 Loomis split up. Which Census Blocks from Loomis are not in D4 and what are their populations? The intention

was to protect the more rural community of interest in Loomis and the Loomis residents we spoke with said
they believed there was a clear dividing line for their Community of interest along Sierra College.
 Auburn not in D5. Which Census Blocks from Auburn are not in D5 and what are their populations?
Also, Nikki, if you could give me a call when you get a chance that would be great. I want to make sure I connect with
someone regarding the staff analysis in the next day or two so I can be prepared for Thursday's meeting.
Best,
Julia Sweeney
916‐847‐6471
On Fri, Oct 29, 2021 at 2:20 PM Julia Sweeney <juliaasweeney@gmail.com> wrote:
Hi Nikki and Dennis,
Thank you for your work on the redistricting. I have some questions I wanted to send your way to help guide my
feedback and participation as a community member.
1. Nikki, can I please have the contact phone numbers and email addresses for the Commissioners?

2. Dennis, for Map P1, staff's analysis identified the following:
o Rocklin is 98% in D3. Which Census Blocks for Rocklin in the map were not included in D3 and what are
their populations? It was the intention to put all of Rocklin into D3.
o Loomis split up. Which Census Blocks from Loomis are not in D4 and what are their populations? The
intention was to protect the more rural community of interest in Loomis and the Loomis residents we
spoke with said they believed there was a clear dividing line for their Community of interest along
Sierra College.
o Auburn not in D5. Which Census Blocks from Auburn are not in D5 and what are their populations?
3. Is Jane Christenson the staff member who created the evaluations for the various maps? I would like to pass on
feedback that the language and metrics used are inconsistent and presented in a way that discriminates against
1
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publicly generated maps. Here are some of my concerns as well as some specific improvements that I believe
could be made (highlighted in yellow):
o Unclear Presentation Regarding Prioritization ‐ Presentation of the document does not clearly identify
that rows of information are to be evaluated in priority order. Preserving Communities of Interest must
be considered a higher priority than maintaining the integrity of cities and CDPs.
I would request that language regarding the prioritization be added to the chart specifically and the full
text of each criterion be included in the first column. It also needs to be more clear that points 6‐11 are
criteria added locally and that those should be considered the lowest priority.
o Language that discriminates against publicly generated maps ‐ Example: Map A and Map D on Point 3

both identify that the cities of Roseville and Rocklin are divided across multiple districts, however Map
A's description starts with "Yes, all cities and CDPs in one district except for..." and Map D's description
starts with "Partially, all cities and CDPs in one district except for..." and even further, Map B.2 only
divides Roseville across multiple districts and yet it is described as "Partially, all cities and CDPs in one
district except for..." Why is it that the internally created maps all get "Yes" ‐ but the public maps get
"Partially" for less or equal division? What metric is used to determine "No" for Map P1? I would
certainly dispute the graying of the boxes for any of the maps in this row considering all maps divide
cities and CDPs in different ways.
A less subjective presentation of point 3 would be to list the cities and CDPs and show the percentage
of population in each district for each map. That is objective, that is measurable, that addresses the
concern that staff's evaluation is biasing the Commissioners against publicly drawn maps.

o Criteria Evaluated Inconsistently ‐ Example: For Point 4, all Maps except P and P1 are evaluated with a

simple evaluation of the specific row regarding natural barriers, but Maps P & P1 are presented with an
exception unrelated to the natural barriers—it uniquely includes commentary about the cities and
CDPs. It's also unclear how staff can interpret the small peninsula of Roseville East of 80 in District 4 to
not be a mark against natural barriers. What criteria did staff use to assign a one word "Yes" to every
map except Maps P & P1?
In order to be consistent, boxes in the row about natural barriers should solely evaluate and present
information regarding the natural barriers.

o Unclear metrics ‐ Example: Point 6 is very unclear what was used to determine "Yes" vs. "No. Significant

changes..." What percentage of Census Blocks changed district numbers in each map?

In order to be more clear, please provide a percentage change of Census Block district assignments.
I know that counsel expressed some concern at the previous meeting about creating a chart evaluating the criteria
because it could appear that staff was guiding the Commissioners on how to weight and evaluate each map—I
absolutely can see why that was raised after going through this staff report and I have concerns that this document is
hindering the ability of Commissioners to consider public input and maps drawn to better preserve Communities of
Interest.
Please let me know if I can schedule a call or in‐person conversation with Ms. Christenson or the member of staff
responsible for presenting this matrix next week. I am hopeful that improvements can be made.
Best,
Julia Sweeney
916‐847‐6471
2
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Julia Sweeney <juliaasweeney@gmail.com>
Tuesday, November 2, 2021 4:48 PM
Nikki Streegan
Dennis Decelle; Placer County - County Counsel; Chris Brown; Christine Onesi; Sue Colbert
Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Urgent Questions Regarding Staff Analysis

Hi Nikki,
Thank you for your reply. The Census Block numbers will be helpful to get when Dennis gets back into the office. I'm
meeting with one of the Commissioners at 2pm on Thursday so even if you can get those to me sometime on Thursday
that would be more helpful than not getting them at all.
Are you able to address my concerns about the staff analysis? Gold Country Media ran a story yesterday that said Map
P1 "did not meet the criteria due to cities being split between two or more districts." My reading of the report indicated
that all maps had more than two districts for the City of Roseville (county‐drawn maps had Roseville in three districts
and all publicly generated maps had Roseville in four districts). Is staff saying that Map P1 does not meet the legal
requirements to be considered? I would disagree with that assessment, but I want to just clarify whether that is in fact
what staff is saying in their report.
Thank you,
Julia
On Tue, Nov 2, 2021 at 8:45 AM Nikki Streegan <NStreega@placer.ca.gov> wrote:
Julia,

Thank you for the email. Dennis will be back on Wednesday, and since there is some time urgency in your email, I
wanted to get back to you. The city limit boundaries are drawn in red on the staff‐provided alternatives in the staff
report at pages 13‐16 of the document at the link below:

https://www.placer.ca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/56065/SR‐F‐PC‐21‐00032‐Redistricting‐Placer‐110421‐ALL‐PDF

The city boundaries show that there is a portion of Rocklin south of I80, and east of Sierra College that is in District 4
under Alternative P1. For Loomis, there is a portion west of Sierra College and north of I80 that is in District 3. For
Auburn, there is a portion near the intersection of Auburn Folsom Rd. and Indian Hill Rd. that is in District 4. I don’t
have population totals for each of those areas identified in your map, but hopefully that helps for identifying the areas.

Thank you,
1
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Nikki Streegan | Senior Planner| Planning Services Division
Community Development Resource Agency
p. 530.745.3577 | f. 530.745.3080 | placer.ca.gov

From: Julia Sweeney <juliaasweeney@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, November 1, 2021 4:36 PM
To: Nikki Streegan <NStreega@placer.ca.gov>; Dennis Decelle <DDeCelle@placer.ca.gov>
Cc: Placer County ‐ County Counsel <CountyCounsel@placer.ca.gov>; Chris Brown <CBrown@placer.ca.gov>; Christine
Onesi <COnesi@placer.ca.gov>; Sue Colbert <SColbert@placer.ca.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Urgent Questions Regarding Staff Analysis

Hello,

I'm copying Christine Onesi and Chris Brown since I received an out of office reply from Dennis.

Chris or Christine, can you please weigh in on the below questions about the staff's analysis of P1?
 Rocklin is 98% in D3. Which Census Blocks for Rocklin in the map were not included in D3 and what are

their populations? It was the intention to put all of Rocklin into D3.

 Loomis split up. Which Census Blocks from Loomis are not in D4 and what are their populations? The

intention was to protect the more rural community of interest in Loomis and the Loomis residents we spoke
with said they believed there was a clear dividing line for their Community of interest along Sierra College.
 Auburn not in D5. Which Census Blocks from Auburn are not in D5 and what are their populations?

Also, Nikki, if you could give me a call when you get a chance that would be great. I want to make sure I connect with
someone regarding the staff analysis in the next day or two so I can be prepared for Thursday's meeting.

Best,
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Julia Sweeney
916‐847‐6471

On Fri, Oct 29, 2021 at 2:20 PM Julia Sweeney <juliaasweeney@gmail.com> wrote:
Hi Nikki and Dennis,

Thank you for your work on the redistricting. I have some questions I wanted to send your way to help guide my
feedback and participation as a community member.
1.Nikki, can I please have the contact phone numbers and email addresses for the Commissioners?
2.Dennis, for Map P1, staff's analysis identified the following:
o Rocklin is 98% in D3. Which Census Blocks for Rocklin in the map were not included in D3 and what are

their populations? It was the intention to put all of Rocklin into D3.

o Loomis split up. Which Census Blocks from Loomis are not in D4 and what are their populations? The

intention was to protect the more rural community of interest in Loomis and the Loomis residents we
spoke with said they believed there was a clear dividing line for their Community of interest along
Sierra College.
o Auburn not in D5. Which Census Blocks from Auburn are not in D5 and what are their populations?
3.Is Jane Christenson the staff member who created the evaluations for the various maps? I would like to pass on
feedback that the language and metrics used are inconsistent and presented in a way that discriminates
against publicly generated maps. Here are some of my concerns as well as some specific improvements that I
believe could be made (highlighted in yellow):
o Unclear Presentation Regarding Prioritization ‐ Presentation of the document does not clearly identify

that rows of information are to be evaluated in priority order. Preserving Communities of Interest
must be considered a higher priority than maintaining the integrity of cities and CDPs.

I would request that language regarding the prioritization be added to the chart specifically and the
full text of each criterion be included in the first column. It also needs to be more clear that points 6‐
11 are criteria added locally and that those should be considered the lowest priority.
o Language that discriminates against publicly generated maps ‐ Example: Map A and Map D on Point 3

both identify that the cities of Roseville and Rocklin are divided across multiple districts, however Map
A's description starts with "Yes, all cities and CDPs in one district except for..." and Map D's
description starts with "Partially, all cities and CDPs in one district except for..." and even further, Map
B.2 only divides Roseville across multiple districts and yet it is described as "Partially, all cities and
CDPs in one district except for..." Why is it that the internally created maps all get "Yes" ‐ but the
public maps get "Partially" for less or equal division? What metric is used to determine "No" for Map
P1? I would certainly dispute the graying of the boxes for any of the maps in this row considering all
3
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maps divide cities and CDPs in different ways.
A less subjective presentation of point 3 would be to list the cities and CDPs and show the percentage
of population in each district for each map. That is objective, that is measurable, that addresses the
concern that staff's evaluation is biasing the Commissioners against publicly drawn maps.
o Criteria Evaluated Inconsistently ‐ Example: For Point 4, all Maps except P and P1 are evaluated with a

simple evaluation of the specific row regarding natural barriers, but Maps P & P1 are presented with
an exception unrelated to the natural barriers—it uniquely includes commentary about the cities and
CDPs. It's also unclear how staff can interpret the small peninsula of Roseville East of 80 in District 4 to
not be a mark against natural barriers. What criteria did staff use to assign a one word "Yes" to every
map except Maps P & P1?
In order to be consistent, boxes in the row about natural barriers should solely evaluate and present
information regarding the natural barriers.

o Unclear metrics ‐ Example: Point 6 is very unclear what was used to determine "Yes" vs. "No. Significant

changes..." What percentage of Census Blocks changed district numbers in each map?

In order to be more clear, please provide a percentage change of Census Block district assignments.
I know that counsel expressed some concern at the previous meeting about creating a chart evaluating the criteria
because it could appear that staff was guiding the Commissioners on how to weight and evaluate each map—I
absolutely can see why that was raised after going through this staff report and I have concerns that this document is
hindering the ability of Commissioners to consider public input and maps drawn to better preserve Communities of
Interest.

Please let me know if I can schedule a call or in‐person conversation with Ms. Christenson or the member of staff
responsible for presenting this matrix next week. I am hopeful that improvements can be made.

Best,

Julia Sweeney
916‐847‐6471

Disclaimer
The information contained in this communication from the sender is confidential. It is intended solely for use by the recipient and
others authorized to receive it. If you are not the recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or
taking action in relation of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful.
This email has been scanned for viruses and malware, and may have been automatically archived by Mimecast Ltd, an innovator
in Software as a Service (SaaS) for business. Providing a safer and more useful place for your human generated data.
Specializing in; Security, archiving and compliance. To find out more Click Here.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Sunday, October 31, 2021 12:24 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

10/31/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Kelly Tajiri

Address

2027 Cassia Way

City

Rocklin

State

CA

Zip Code

95765

Email

kellytajiri@yahoo.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I Prefer Map B.2 but I agree with any of the maps that KEEP
ROCKLIN ALL IN THE SAME DISTRICT. I think this is more
important that a supervisor trying to sway the vote so that he
can remain in his current property. I strongly believe that the
decision should be made based on what is best for ALL, not
what is best for one supervisor. For this reason, I OPPOSE the
new options specifically drawn to keep Supervisor Weygandt in
his current district.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Saturday, October 30, 2021 8:01 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

10/30/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Karen Weaver

Address

5420 English Colony Way

City

Penryn

State

Ca

Zip Code

95663

Email

wcr@zimbracloud.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

3 - Holmes

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

Most supervisory decisions are the same for both cities. To
separate them into different districts would not serve our
common interests.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Sunday, October 31, 2021 8:53 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

10/31/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Jayson Wedge

Address

3312 Sunset Terrace

City

Aubuen

State

CA

Zip Code

95602

Email

jaysonwedge@protonmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

3 - Holmes

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

A recent video appeared where Supervisor Holmes is speaking
at the Loomis Town Council. Supervisor Holmes is clearly not
in favor of Alternative Maps A & B since this will move him
outside of his district. Supervisor Holmes mentions that
Alternative Map C was introduced after he had a lengthy
conversation with the City Council which will remain him in his
district so he can run for district 3 in 2024.
I'm sure this is not legal and needs to be addressed by county
council. For far too long these types of interferences by elected
officials has hindered the democratic process and needs to
stop now!
I am is support of Map B.2 because it makes sense in bringing
communities together rather than keeping them divided such
as Map C which clearly is only for political gain. We need more
than ever unity not division in these times.
1

174

I also call on the committee to immediately reject Map C from
all records and conversations since this appears to be created
illegally. I also call for the step down of office for Supervisor
Holmes for his overreach of power that will have an effect on
the county for the next 10 years. In addition, all that was
involved with the decision making of Map C should step down
and/or be removed for this type of tyranny.
https://youtu.be/kXZ_4rc3NQk

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 7:23 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/3/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Linda C Scott

Address

1756 Maple Grove Lane

City

Lincoln

State

CA

Zip Code

95648

Email

lcscottca@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I am a resident of Placer County and strongly urge the
Commissioners to adopt Map P1 in the current redistricting
process. P1 still requires some easily made adjustments so
that cities/towns are kept intact. P1 keeps Communities of
Interest together and has clear boundaries. P1 is a fair and
equal consideration of the 2020 Census data and the legally
permissible criteria.
Linda Scott
1756 Maple Grove Ln
Lincoln, CA 95648

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Amber Beckler <zagnut@hotmail.com>
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 3:30 PM
Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan; Clayton Cook
[EXTERNAL] Public Comment for Nov 4th Redistricting Workshop #2
Redistricting Public Hearing Nov 4 2021 Comments.pdf

Importance:

High

Hello, attached are my comments for the November 4th Redistircting Workshop.
Sue, if you can forward onto the commissioners today, I would greatly appreciate it.
Thanks!
Amber Beckler

1
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November 3, 2021
Dear Placer County Redistricting Committee,
Thank you for the thoughtful deliberation at the first public workshop and for directing County staff to
evaluate all public submitted maps. It was a good idea to create a matrix to simplify the comparison
of the maps against the Voting Rights Act requirements, population parity (5% or less) and the
additional advisory criteria. This helps to better evaluate the nuances and pros and cons of all maps.
I also appreciate how responsive County staff has been through this process.
Requesting your support on:
1. With all due respect to the great work from County staff, I ask that you reject county generated
maps A, B, C and C.2 unless the maps can be updated to include the public input from the first
workshop and the feedback from the commission during deliberation. As mentioned before, I
leveraged much of the County map work but without modifications to County generated maps,
it seems that public input is not being factored into the county staff map process. The issues
that were raised during public comment include conformance to the Compactness rule under
the Voting Rights Act (see supporting analysis below).
2. I ask that you move maps D and B.2 forward to the Board of Supervisors as they conform to the
Voting Rights Act requirements, meet the 5% population criteria, integrate the additional
criteria outlined and balance rural and suburban areas focused on keeping like Communities of
Interest together. There are no doubt adjustments that can be made to Maps D and B.2 to
refine the boundaries as needed. My preference is Map D as it was the final iteration of the
maps I created to further balance rural and suburban while keeping a focus on Communities of
Interest. The district boundaries have a regional focus that represents the diverse mix of rural
and suburban along with planned growth in the next 10 years
In the staff packet for the November 4th workshop, there is no evidence that the public issues
were addressed in the County generated maps, the issues were simply called out in the summary.
The county generated maps should strive to fix issues of conformity to the Voting Rights Act
especially related to Compactness because these issues can be solved for in other ways. There is
evidence that you can not only fix the issues but actually do a better job of conforming to the
higher ranking requirements like preserving Communities of Interest together which is
demonstrated by the public submitted maps.
Supporting Analysis & Clarifications
Based on reviewing the staff packet, the comparison matrix and getting feedback from many
residents across all districts in Placer County over the past 2 weeks, the key issues are outlined below.
1
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 County generated maps A, B and C have the same boundaries in all three “alternatives” for
Districts 1 and 4. So, in essence there are no alternative options for those living in the
represented communities.
 In all County generated maps, Districts 1 and 4 do not fully conform to the Compactness
requirement (VRA #5). The peninsula or “tendril” in District 4 along Roseville Parkway east of I80 and the “carve out” in District 1 in western Roseville are unnecessary.
o For District 4, instead of fixing this issue, staff justified keeping the peninsula and adds
to it with the rationale to maintain a full neighborhood. It is demonstrated in Maps D
and B.2 that the issue can be fixed and accomplish a more compact district by gaining
population by going north. By moving north, it actually reinforces keeping like
Communities of Interest together which better satisfies a higher ranking requirement
(VRA #2). Map D aligns Granite Bay and Loomis along with the eastern portion of
Rocklin and puts that peninsula within District 1, while Map B.2 aligns Granite Bay,
Loomis and the Loomis Basin and aligns Rocklin to that portion of Roseville instead.
These issues are also resolved in Map P1.
o For District 1 the western portion of Roseville can stay together while trading off the
northern portion of Roseville along natural features such as roadways as demonstrated
in Maps D and B.2. This is also resolved in Map P1.
 County generated Map B does not fully conform to the Compactness requirement (VRA #5) or
the Communities of Interest requirement (VRA #2). District 2 is an irregular “C” shape and cuts
all the way across to the county boundary north of Granite Bay. Not only is this not compact
but it groups together drastically different communities of interest that would be better served
with representation that is more proximate.
 In the matrix, for the Compactness requirement, it shows “Yes” for all County generated maps
with the notation on Map B but excludes notations for the irregular shapes in all county
generated maps for Districts 1 and 4 as described above. Per case law, the “tendrils” and
“carve outs” would need to be justified and it has been demonstrated by public submitted
maps that you can achieve more compactness in other ways. It also shows “Yes” for the
Compactness requirement with a notation for Map D that District 3 is “pinched” in the middle.
This is true but the shape of the district is that way because the Communities of Interest of
Loomis and Granite Bay are brought together and kept whole which satisfies the higher ranking
VRA #2 and VRA #3. Per case law, it can be supported that less than perfect compactness is
reasonable if other higher ranking requirements are being satisfied and there are no other
ways to eliminate the minor irregularity and like communities are brought together under one
district.
 In the matrix for the Integrity of Cities and CDPs requirement, it shows “Yes” with notation for
all county generated maps; yet for Maps D and B.2, it shows “Partially” with notations that are
2
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equivalent to the staff generated maps. Why is there a difference? The county maps should
be evaluated with equal treatment compared to Maps D and B.2.
 Can staff clarify how a separate Map B was prepared specifically in response to comments as I
believe were from former public officials in Rocklin? Was that feedback in isolation more
important than all the other survey feedback and early input received? There is a perception
issue here of fairness in that one stakeholder group may have been allowed to direct the
county staff to create a map while other stakeholder feedback was generalized. I can
understand that Rocklin may be interested in preserving the entire city in one district but
clarification on the process for generation of Map B would be helpful.
Thank you for your consideration.
Amber Beckler
Placer County resident

3
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Cheryl Berkema <cheryl.berkema@gmail.com>
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 5:10 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Re: Nov 4 redistricting public feedback

I completely forgot to reiterate my preference for Map D as I indicated in the Oct 21 workshop. If you can please
append that would be great!
Thank you
Cheryl
On Wed, Nov 3, 2021 at 5:05 PM Cheryl Berkema <cheryl.berkema@gmail.com> wrote:
Hello Sue,
My apologies, I had to hit send to get my feedback in. Could you please forward my feedback to the Planning
Commissioners?
Thank you,
Cheryl
On Wed, Nov 3, 2021 at 5:00 PM Cheryl Berkema <cheryl.berkema@gmail.com> wrote:

Dear Placer County Redistricting Committee,

November 3, 2021

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the redistricting maps and process.

Regarding process:
 The Oct 21st workshop did not start at the noticed time as is required by State law. An
empty room for 25 minutes likely lost resident participation.
 Residents were not afforded the opportunity to present their maps. Staff represented all
staff generated maps.
 Staff also recommended Alternative Map A prior to any resident feedback being heard.
This clearly presents a bias and predisposition for Map A. Resident feedback was obviously
dismissed before being heard. Residents that had put forth alternatives were not given the
same opportunity to respond to resident questions about their alternatives. The reason that
there is no email in the room nor anyone to present is not a reasonable excuse. A workshop
should have meaningful dialog from all participants.
 The sample size for the surveys, approximately 260, does not represent valid sample size
for approximately 400,000 residents. The multidisciplinary redistricting committee has had
months to obtain resident feedback. Did staff attempt to attend any public events and solicit
resident input?
 Resident feedback from the October 21st 2021 workshop on the map alternatives was not
incorporated into the Nov 4th workshop staff report.

1
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 Sonoma County not only had a combination of appointed and resident on their
commission, but they also put all maps staff and user generated into the same interactive
system.
Regarding the matrix evaluation of the Map Alternatives:
 The criterion that states Each district represents a balance of rural and urban constituents
with Yes as answers indicates that there were numbers not shared used to make the
analysis. The response could clearly be subjective if non numerical.
 The criterion that states Respect continuity of Community Plan boundaries assumes that
residents can visualize the boundaries of all of the community plans. Many residents are
visual learners, maps should be provided.
 • Consider entitled Specific Plan areas when evaluating potential map boundaries. There
are 2 issues with specific plans: the maps for the specific plans were not provided so any
resident that wanted to draw a map had to understand where all of the specific plans were
physically located. Secondly, the specific plans in Districts one and two that have been
approved by Placer County have a projected population that was part of the environmental
document. Residents should be informed whether they want to exclude the Specific plan
growth areas from their community of interest based upon economic or social interests. The
Specific plan maps should have been provided.
 The staff generated and resident maps were not evaluated fairly. No city represented by
more than two districts was graded differently in resident generated vs staff generated maps.
 No attempt was made by staff to correct issues raised by the public on staff generated A,
B, and C maps.
 The row with CDPs and Cities is overloaded and should be 2 separate rows to clearly
show the responses.
Please include my feedback as part of the administrative record,
Thank you,
Cheryl Berkema
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Thursday, November 4, 2021 11:42 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/4/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

ELLEN DEBACHRILEY

Address

329 SIERRA BLVD

City

ROSEVILLE

State

CA

Zip Code

95678-1734

Email

ellendriley@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

1 - Gore

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I am a resident of Historic Roseville, and have found that we
have been sliced and diced by the city and county to result in
having little or no voice to protect our historic neighborhoods.
We have repeatedly been grouped with newer parts of
Roseville that hold larger populations and completely different
interests from our own. Newer areas focus on revitalization,
growth and affluence. Our smaller populations with voices
trying to protect the history, historical buildings and the quiet,
small town feel that Roseville has been known for, are drowned
out by developers and political influencers.
My primary interest is to allow the historic neighborhoods of
Roseville to remain together so we can be heard when we
speak to the concerns we, as older neighborhoods, share.
Concerns like the lack of sidewalks for our children to use
walking to school, like the building of high rise low income
housing in the middle of a historic district which concentrates
low income people with the potential to become slums, and like
1
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tearing down historic buildings without regard for their historic
value or the overwhelming public support to save them.
Given this priority, I would encourage you to consider Map P1.
Maps A, B, C, C2 all group us with the Maidu and Granite Bay
areas which, as I mentioned, gives greater priority to the
wealthy and drowns out the voices of our smaller, historic
neighborhoods. Not to mention, the historic part of Roseville is
clearly just tacked onto the east side, across I 80, with whom
we have nothing more than the City name in common.
Map B.2 and D at least shows reasonable boundaries,
including us with west Roseville and keeping the majority of
Roseville in one district but it too, combines us with the
sprawling growth and money that will take priority over our
older neighborhoods.
Map P and P1 are the only ones that keep our historic
neighborhoods together and gives us a fighting chance to
address our common interests.
I urge you to choose options P or P1
Ellen Debach-Riley, President of Historic Sierra Vista
Neighborhood Association, member RCONA

Upload Attachments
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Larissa Berry <lzkberry2@gmail.com>
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 3:56 PM
Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan
Gb ca; Leslie Warren; Protect Rural Placer; public-interest@live.com
[EXTERNAL] Redistricting comments - Defend GB

Ms. Colbert,
Please accept Defend Granite Bay comments on the redistricting process. There is an issue with our
organization's email so I am forwarding comments from my personal address.
Larissa Berry

DEFEND GRANITE BAY

As Placer County grows, it is critical that district boundaries are drawn which join communities of like
interests to prevent frustration of community plan goals and policies and to provide for elected officials who
share similar views as their constituents of future development.
While County Staff was responsive in producing a map as requested by multiple elected officials and former
officials from the city of Rocklin, it is disappointing to see that no modifications were made to county
generated maps A, B and C based upon community input and conflicts with the Voter Rights Act.
Maps A, B and C provided no alternatives for Districts 1 and 4. Within these districts are an odd protrusions
and tendril which have not been justified or explained in the staff report.
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1) An odd island South of Blue Oaks in District 1 which “defies the center of gravity” and therefore fails the
indentation test as it is a single protrusion. Courts have held that an ultimate standard for judging an irregular
shape is to recognize that there may be sufficient probative force to call for an explanation. Staff has failed to
explain why this portion of a neighborhood falling below a natural break (Blue Oaks) is being selectively
moved to District 2.
2) The tendril of Roseville along Highway 65 is more culturally cohesive with Rocklin than Granite Bay, yet
was expanded rather than moved to be more similarly represented.
Population distribution within map D, demonstrates that more meaningful VRA requirements can be met than
are met by all county maps containing these 2 anomalies. Housing dispersion within the Roseville tendril is
more similar to the population of Rocklin than to Granite Bay.
While map D does have a different shape, the Supreme Court seems to have construed compactness to indicate
that residents have some sort of cultural cohesion (emphasis added) in common and IF they unite like
communities to guarantee appropriate representation (emphasis added). The hour glass shape profile in Map
D achieves VRA goals and eliminates a tendril of unlike housing in Roseville which is more similar, therefore
more meaningful, and “like” neighborhoods within the City of Rocklin.
Map D meets all VRA requirements while eliminating a “protrusion” that defies gravity and removes rather
than expands a tendril of unlike housing intensity while creating communities of like cultural cohesion.
Respectfully,

The Defend Granite Bay Board and members
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 7:18 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/3/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Virginia C Haradon

Address

648 Gold Strike Ct

City

Lincoln

State

CA

Zip Code

95648

Email

vharadon@sbcglobal.net

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

Placer County Board of Supervisors
Placer County Planning Commission
I am a resident of Placer County and strongly urge the
Commissioners to adopt Map P1 in the current redistricting
process but P1 still requires some easily made adjustments so
that cities/towns are kept intact. P1 keeps Communities of
Interest together and has clear boundaries. P1 is a fair and
equal consideration of the 2020 Census data and the legally
permissible criteria.
Thank you.
Virginia Haradon
648 Gold Strike Court
Lincoln, CA 95648
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 7:27 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/3/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Lynne Snyder

Address

2676 Black Hawk Ln.

City

Lincoln

State

California

Zip Code

95648

Email

snydershome50@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

Placer County board of Supervisors
Placer County Advisory Redistricting Commission
I urge you to adopt Map P1 with modifications to keep in tact
cities/towns and to recognize communities of interest.
Examples of these modification possibilities can be seen in
Maps P1-A,P1-B and P1-C. The boundaries are clearest in
Map P1.
Map P1 is a fair and equal representation of the 2020 Census
data and the legally permissible criteria for your consideration.
Thank you for your consideration.
Lynne Snyder
2676 Black Hawk Ln
Lincoln, Ca. 95648

Upload Attachments
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 10:58 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/3/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Sharon Sumrak

Address

23350 Barnes Lane

City

Colfax

State

CA

Zip Code

95713

Email

allsumraks@outlook.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

5 - Gustafson

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

As a resident of Placer County I see Map B.2 as the best
option. It keeps the districts more aligned with their
communities. This map allows Rocklin to be within one district
represented by one supervisor which will allow better city
county relations. I also see that this map keeps each district
equal with a good ratio of urban and rural populations. I
strongly endorse that Map B.2 be voted on by all the
supervisors in the best interest of the residents of Placer
County.
I have lived in Placer County for over 20 years and seen the
growth. I lived in Roseville for over 17 years and saw how
Roseville expanded and how the city of Roseville has annexed
county land to increase the size of Roseville. I am sure that the
Board of Supervisors had a hand in this expansion. This growth
was good but it is continuing to urbanize more of an area that
was rural.
1
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The role of the Board of Supervisors is a very important one
and I hope that each take an objective look at the maps and
vote for Map B.2. which is in the best interest of the residents
of Placer County.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 4:11 PM
Sari Husmann; Judi Tichy; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission

Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission
During the Covid-19 Pandemic, Placer County is committed to public participation
in County Government in a manner that is consistent with guidance provided by our
Public Health Official. We have provided this form that can be used to submit
comments to the Planning Commission.
First and Last Name

Scott Vaughan

Email Address (Optional)

vaughan@quiknet.com

Agenda Item (Optional)

Redistricting proposals

Comments

The process used by the county to determine the supervisorial
boundaries for redistricting is flawed. The current process
should be abandoned and a new unaffiliated external body
should perform the study and make the recommendations.
Even if you believe the process has been completed without
bias, the public perception is that it has not. Some of the
proposed boundary maps are discontinuous and appear to
favor existing supervisors. Its time to start over!

Attach a document

Field not completed.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 7:23 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/3/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Linda C Scott

Address

1756 Maple Grove Lane

City

Lincoln

State

CA

Zip Code

95648

Email

lcscottca@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I am a resident of Placer County and strongly urge the
Commissioners to adopt Map P1 in the current redistricting
process. P1 still requires some easily made adjustments so
that cities/towns are kept intact. P1 keeps Communities of
Interest together and has clear boundaries. P1 is a fair and
equal consideration of the 2020 Census data and the legally
permissible criteria.
Linda Scott
1756 Maple Grove Ln
Lincoln, CA 95648

Upload Attachments
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Amber Beckler <zagnut@hotmail.com>
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 3:30 PM
Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan; Clayton Cook
[EXTERNAL] Public Comment for Nov 4th Redistricting Workshop #2
Redistricting Public Hearing Nov 4 2021 Comments.pdf

Importance:

High

Hello, attached are my comments for the November 4th Redistircting Workshop.
Sue, if you can forward onto the commissioners today, I would greatly appreciate it.
Thanks!
Amber Beckler
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November 3, 2021
Dear Placer County Redistricting Committee,
Thank you for the thoughtful deliberation at the first public workshop and for directing County staff to
evaluate all public submitted maps. It was a good idea to create a matrix to simplify the comparison
of the maps against the Voting Rights Act requirements, population parity (5% or less) and the
additional advisory criteria. This helps to better evaluate the nuances and pros and cons of all maps.
I also appreciate how responsive County staff has been through this process.
Requesting your support on:
1. With all due respect to the great work from County staff, I ask that you reject county generated
maps A, B, C and C.2 unless the maps can be updated to include the public input from the first
workshop and the feedback from the commission during deliberation. As mentioned before, I
leveraged much of the County map work but without modifications to County generated maps,
it seems that public input is not being factored into the county staff map process. The issues
that were raised during public comment include conformance to the Compactness rule under
the Voting Rights Act (see supporting analysis below).
2. I ask that you move maps D and B.2 forward to the Board of Supervisors as they conform to the
Voting Rights Act requirements, meet the 5% population criteria, integrate the additional
criteria outlined and balance rural and suburban areas focused on keeping like Communities of
Interest together. There are no doubt adjustments that can be made to Maps D and B.2 to
refine the boundaries as needed. My preference is Map D as it was the final iteration of the
maps I created to further balance rural and suburban while keeping a focus on Communities of
Interest. The district boundaries have a regional focus that represents the diverse mix of rural
and suburban along with planned growth in the next 10 years
In the staff packet for the November 4th workshop, there is no evidence that the public issues
were addressed in the County generated maps, the issues were simply called out in the summary.
The county generated maps should strive to fix issues of conformity to the Voting Rights Act
especially related to Compactness because these issues can be solved for in other ways. There is
evidence that you can not only fix the issues but actually do a better job of conforming to the
higher ranking requirements like preserving Communities of Interest together which is
demonstrated by the public submitted maps.
Supporting Analysis & Clarifications
Based on reviewing the staff packet, the comparison matrix and getting feedback from many
residents across all districts in Placer County over the past 2 weeks, the key issues are outlined below.
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 County generated maps A, B and C have the same boundaries in all three “alternatives” for
Districts 1 and 4. So, in essence there are no alternative options for those living in the
represented communities.
 In all County generated maps, Districts 1 and 4 do not fully conform to the Compactness
requirement (VRA #5). The peninsula or “tendril” in District 4 along Roseville Parkway east of I80 and the “carve out” in District 1 in western Roseville are unnecessary.
o For District 4, instead of fixing this issue, staff justified keeping the peninsula and adds
to it with the rationale to maintain a full neighborhood. It is demonstrated in Maps D
and B.2 that the issue can be fixed and accomplish a more compact district by gaining
population by going north. By moving north, it actually reinforces keeping like
Communities of Interest together which better satisfies a higher ranking requirement
(VRA #2). Map D aligns Granite Bay and Loomis along with the eastern portion of
Rocklin and puts that peninsula within District 1, while Map B.2 aligns Granite Bay,
Loomis and the Loomis Basin and aligns Rocklin to that portion of Roseville instead.
These issues are also resolved in Map P1.
o For District 1 the western portion of Roseville can stay together while trading off the
northern portion of Roseville along natural features such as roadways as demonstrated
in Maps D and B.2. This is also resolved in Map P1.
 County generated Map B does not fully conform to the Compactness requirement (VRA #5) or
the Communities of Interest requirement (VRA #2). District 2 is an irregular “C” shape and cuts
all the way across to the county boundary north of Granite Bay. Not only is this not compact
but it groups together drastically different communities of interest that would be better served
with representation that is more proximate.
 In the matrix, for the Compactness requirement, it shows “Yes” for all County generated maps
with the notation on Map B but excludes notations for the irregular shapes in all county
generated maps for Districts 1 and 4 as described above. Per case law, the “tendrils” and
“carve outs” would need to be justified and it has been demonstrated by public submitted
maps that you can achieve more compactness in other ways. It also shows “Yes” for the
Compactness requirement with a notation for Map D that District 3 is “pinched” in the middle.
This is true but the shape of the district is that way because the Communities of Interest of
Loomis and Granite Bay are brought together and kept whole which satisfies the higher ranking
VRA #2 and VRA #3. Per case law, it can be supported that less than perfect compactness is
reasonable if other higher ranking requirements are being satisfied and there are no other
ways to eliminate the minor irregularity and like communities are brought together under one
district.
 In the matrix for the Integrity of Cities and CDPs requirement, it shows “Yes” with notation for
all county generated maps; yet for Maps D and B.2, it shows “Partially” with notations that are
2
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equivalent to the staff generated maps. Why is there a difference? The county maps should
be evaluated with equal treatment compared to Maps D and B.2.
 Can staff clarify how a separate Map B was prepared specifically in response to comments as I
believe were from former public officials in Rocklin? Was that feedback in isolation more
important than all the other survey feedback and early input received? There is a perception
issue here of fairness in that one stakeholder group may have been allowed to direct the
county staff to create a map while other stakeholder feedback was generalized. I can
understand that Rocklin may be interested in preserving the entire city in one district but
clarification on the process for generation of Map B would be helpful.
Thank you for your consideration.
Amber Beckler
Placer County resident
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Cheryl Berkema <cheryl.berkema@gmail.com>
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 5:10 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Re: Nov 4 redistricting public feedback

I completely forgot to reiterate my preference for Map D as I indicated in the Oct 21 workshop. If you can please
append that would be great!
Thank you
Cheryl
On Wed, Nov 3, 2021 at 5:05 PM Cheryl Berkema <cheryl.berkema@gmail.com> wrote:
Hello Sue,
My apologies, I had to hit send to get my feedback in. Could you please forward my feedback to the Planning
Commissioners?
Thank you,
Cheryl
On Wed, Nov 3, 2021 at 5:00 PM Cheryl Berkema <cheryl.berkema@gmail.com> wrote:

Dear Placer County Redistricting Committee,

November 3, 2021

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the redistricting maps and process.

Regarding process:
 The Oct 21st workshop did not start at the noticed time as is required by State law. An
empty room for 25 minutes likely lost resident participation.
 Residents were not afforded the opportunity to present their maps. Staff represented all
staff generated maps.
 Staff also recommended Alternative Map A prior to any resident feedback being heard.
This clearly presents a bias and predisposition for Map A. Resident feedback was obviously
dismissed before being heard. Residents that had put forth alternatives were not given the
same opportunity to respond to resident questions about their alternatives. The reason that
there is no email in the room nor anyone to present is not a reasonable excuse. A workshop
should have meaningful dialog from all participants.
 The sample size for the surveys, approximately 260, does not represent valid sample size
for approximately 400,000 residents. The multidisciplinary redistricting committee has had
months to obtain resident feedback. Did staff attempt to attend any public events and solicit
resident input?
 Resident feedback from the October 21st 2021 workshop on the map alternatives was not
incorporated into the Nov 4th workshop staff report.
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 Sonoma County not only had a combination of appointed and resident on their
commission, but they also put all maps staff and user generated into the same interactive
system.
Regarding the matrix evaluation of the Map Alternatives:
 The criterion that states Each district represents a balance of rural and urban constituents
with Yes as answers indicates that there were numbers not shared used to make the
analysis. The response could clearly be subjective if non numerical.
 The criterion that states Respect continuity of Community Plan boundaries assumes that
residents can visualize the boundaries of all of the community plans. Many residents are
visual learners, maps should be provided.
 • Consider entitled Specific Plan areas when evaluating potential map boundaries. There
are 2 issues with specific plans: the maps for the specific plans were not provided so any
resident that wanted to draw a map had to understand where all of the specific plans were
physically located. Secondly, the specific plans in Districts one and two that have been
approved by Placer County have a projected population that was part of the environmental
document. Residents should be informed whether they want to exclude the Specific plan
growth areas from their community of interest based upon economic or social interests. The
Specific plan maps should have been provided.
 The staff generated and resident maps were not evaluated fairly. No city represented by
more than two districts was graded differently in resident generated vs staff generated maps.
 No attempt was made by staff to correct issues raised by the public on staff generated A,
B, and C maps.
 The row with CDPs and Cities is overloaded and should be 2 separate rows to clearly
show the responses.
Please include my feedback as part of the administrative record,
Thank you,
Cheryl Berkema
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Thursday, November 4, 2021 11:42 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/4/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

ELLEN DEBACHRILEY

Address

329 SIERRA BLVD

City

ROSEVILLE

State

CA

Zip Code

95678-1734

Email

ellendriley@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

1 - Gore

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I am a resident of Historic Roseville, and have found that we
have been sliced and diced by the city and county to result in
having little or no voice to protect our historic neighborhoods.
We have repeatedly been grouped with newer parts of
Roseville that hold larger populations and completely different
interests from our own. Newer areas focus on revitalization,
growth and affluence. Our smaller populations with voices
trying to protect the history, historical buildings and the quiet,
small town feel that Roseville has been known for, are drowned
out by developers and political influencers.
My primary interest is to allow the historic neighborhoods of
Roseville to remain together so we can be heard when we
speak to the concerns we, as older neighborhoods, share.
Concerns like the lack of sidewalks for our children to use
walking to school, like the building of high rise low income
housing in the middle of a historic district which concentrates
low income people with the potential to become slums, and like
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tearing down historic buildings without regard for their historic
value or the overwhelming public support to save them.
Given this priority, I would encourage you to consider Map P1.
Maps A, B, C, C2 all group us with the Maidu and Granite Bay
areas which, as I mentioned, gives greater priority to the
wealthy and drowns out the voices of our smaller, historic
neighborhoods. Not to mention, the historic part of Roseville is
clearly just tacked onto the east side, across I 80, with whom
we have nothing more than the City name in common.
Map B.2 and D at least shows reasonable boundaries,
including us with west Roseville and keeping the majority of
Roseville in one district but it too, combines us with the
sprawling growth and money that will take priority over our
older neighborhoods.
Map P and P1 are the only ones that keep our historic
neighborhoods together and gives us a fighting chance to
address our common interests.
I urge you to choose options P or P1
Ellen Debach-Riley, President of Historic Sierra Vista
Neighborhood Association, member RCONA
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Larissa Berry <lzkberry2@gmail.com>
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 3:56 PM
Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan
Gb ca; Leslie Warren; Protect Rural Placer; public-interest@live.com
[EXTERNAL] Redistricting comments - Defend GB

Ms. Colbert,
Please accept Defend Granite Bay comments on the redistricting process. There is an issue with our
organization's email so I am forwarding comments from my personal address.
Larissa Berry

DEFEND GRANITE BAY

As Placer County grows, it is critical that district boundaries are drawn which join communities of like
interests to prevent frustration of community plan goals and policies and to provide for elected officials who
share similar views as their constituents of future development.
While County Staff was responsive in producing a map as requested by multiple elected officials and former
officials from the city of Rocklin, it is disappointing to see that no modifications were made to county
generated maps A, B and C based upon community input and conflicts with the Voter Rights Act.
Maps A, B and C provided no alternatives for Districts 1 and 4. Within these districts are an odd protrusions
and tendril which have not been justified or explained in the staff report.
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1) An odd island South of Blue Oaks in District 1 which “defies the center of gravity” and therefore fails the
indentation test as it is a single protrusion. Courts have held that an ultimate standard for judging an irregular
shape is to recognize that there may be sufficient probative force to call for an explanation. Staff has failed to
explain why this portion of a neighborhood falling below a natural break (Blue Oaks) is being selectively
moved to District 2.
2) The tendril of Roseville along Highway 65 is more culturally cohesive with Rocklin than Granite Bay, yet
was expanded rather than moved to be more similarly represented.
Population distribution within map D, demonstrates that more meaningful VRA requirements can be met than
are met by all county maps containing these 2 anomalies. Housing dispersion within the Roseville tendril is
more similar to the population of Rocklin than to Granite Bay.
While map D does have a different shape, the Supreme Court seems to have construed compactness to indicate
that residents have some sort of cultural cohesion (emphasis added) in common and IF they unite like
communities to guarantee appropriate representation (emphasis added). The hour glass shape profile in Map
D achieves VRA goals and eliminates a tendril of unlike housing in Roseville which is more similar, therefore
more meaningful, and “like” neighborhoods within the City of Rocklin.
Map D meets all VRA requirements while eliminating a “protrusion” that defies gravity and removes rather
than expands a tendril of unlike housing intensity while creating communities of like cultural cohesion.
Respectfully,

The Defend Granite Bay Board and members
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 7:18 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/3/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Virginia C Haradon

Address

648 Gold Strike Ct

City

Lincoln

State

CA

Zip Code

95648

Email

vharadon@sbcglobal.net

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

Placer County Board of Supervisors
Placer County Planning Commission
I am a resident of Placer County and strongly urge the
Commissioners to adopt Map P1 in the current redistricting
process but P1 still requires some easily made adjustments so
that cities/towns are kept intact. P1 keeps Communities of
Interest together and has clear boundaries. P1 is a fair and
equal consideration of the 2020 Census data and the legally
permissible criteria.
Thank you.
Virginia Haradon
648 Gold Strike Court
Lincoln, CA 95648
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 7:27 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/3/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Lynne Snyder

Address

2676 Black Hawk Ln.

City

Lincoln

State

California

Zip Code

95648

Email

snydershome50@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

Placer County board of Supervisors
Placer County Advisory Redistricting Commission
I urge you to adopt Map P1 with modifications to keep in tact
cities/towns and to recognize communities of interest.
Examples of these modification possibilities can be seen in
Maps P1-A,P1-B and P1-C. The boundaries are clearest in
Map P1.
Map P1 is a fair and equal representation of the 2020 Census
data and the legally permissible criteria for your consideration.
Thank you for your consideration.
Lynne Snyder
2676 Black Hawk Ln
Lincoln, Ca. 95648

Upload Attachments
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 10:58 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/3/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Sharon Sumrak

Address

23350 Barnes Lane

City

Colfax

State

CA

Zip Code

95713

Email

allsumraks@outlook.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

5 - Gustafson

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

As a resident of Placer County I see Map B.2 as the best
option. It keeps the districts more aligned with their
communities. This map allows Rocklin to be within one district
represented by one supervisor which will allow better city
county relations. I also see that this map keeps each district
equal with a good ratio of urban and rural populations. I
strongly endorse that Map B.2 be voted on by all the
supervisors in the best interest of the residents of Placer
County.
I have lived in Placer County for over 20 years and seen the
growth. I lived in Roseville for over 17 years and saw how
Roseville expanded and how the city of Roseville has annexed
county land to increase the size of Roseville. I am sure that the
Board of Supervisors had a hand in this expansion. This growth
was good but it is continuing to urbanize more of an area that
was rural.
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The role of the Board of Supervisors is a very important one
and I hope that each take an objective look at the maps and
vote for Map B.2. which is in the best interest of the residents
of Placer County.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 4:11 PM
Sari Husmann; Judi Tichy; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission

Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission
During the Covid-19 Pandemic, Placer County is committed to public participation
in County Government in a manner that is consistent with guidance provided by our
Public Health Official. We have provided this form that can be used to submit
comments to the Planning Commission.
First and Last Name

Scott Vaughan

Email Address (Optional)

vaughan@quiknet.com

Agenda Item (Optional)

Redistricting proposals

Comments

The process used by the county to determine the supervisorial
boundaries for redistricting is flawed. The current process
should be abandoned and a new unaffiliated external body
should perform the study and make the recommendations.
Even if you believe the process has been completed without
bias, the public perception is that it has not. Some of the
proposed boundary maps are discontinuous and appear to
favor existing supervisors. Its time to start over!

Attach a document

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Thursday, November 4, 2021 2:11 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/4/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Jeff Paik

Address

2597 Ranchland Way

City

Roseville

State

CA

Zip Code

95747

Email

j.peapod@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

1 - Gore

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

Why is it that all the proposed options include the
Westpark/Fiddyment Farm area to be redistricted to District 2?
Our community belongs with the rest of Roseville, as that's
where we go to work, shop, and play. The eastern part of
Roseville are already part of District 4 and I propose that more
should be moved to accommodate growth in District 1. We
here in West Roseville should not be moved to a District that
does not include our city and instead puts us with a city that we
have very limited connections to.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Thursday, November 4, 2021 1:40 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/4/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Neil Pople

Address

121 Talmont Circle

City

Roseville

State

CA

Zip Code

95678

Email

fnpople2020@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

4 - Jones

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I'm concerned about the proposed maps that are being
recommended to the Board being partisan in nature. The
residents of West Roseville have more in common with the
folks of Central Roseville than they do with folks from Lincoln.
We have to consider communities and their relation to the rest
of the proposed districts before settling on a new map. Our
goal is to be non-partisan and consider the needs of the
community over the preservation of political fortunes. The
maps being proposed by the commission are already garnering
bad regional press, and the potential for legal action could end
up costing the County untold millions in legal fees (something
that wouldn't look good both politically and fiscally).
The County, specifically the people of West Roseville, deserve
representation with the community they are a vital part of.
There isn't even a main thoroughfare from that specific part of
town with the City of Lincoln, further separating the interests
1
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and needs of those two communities. Attention should be paid
to major roads, highways and streets when drawing a fair map,
as well as the centers of population.
You have a big task and I wish you the best, but please take
into consideration that you are drawing a map that is far more
partisan than you need.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Thursday, November 4, 2021 2:18 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/4/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Barbara Smith

Address

915 FAWN CREEK TRL

City

AUBURN

State

CA

Zip Code

956036071

Email

smithbarbv@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

5 - Gustafson

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

My name is Barbara Smith, and I am a resident of Auburn. I
write today in support of Alternative Map P1. Of all the map
proposals submitted, it comes closest to being equitable as
well as presenting the best opportunity for fairly elected
representatives. P1 maintains the integrity of communities of
interest. It has good solid boundaries that make sense. It may
require a few adjustments but overall, it improves on the other
submitted proposals.
Fairness and equity should be your guiding principle when
recommending a map to the Board of Supervisors, ensuring
that voters can choose their representatives, not the other way
around. Unfortunately, the Board undermined their own
credibility on these principles when they refused to support an
independent commission to complete the redistricting process.
Concerns about the independence and fairness of the process
1
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were further confirmed with the release of the initial map
proposals. Of note is the way Maps A, B, C, & C2 all feature
the same West Roseville carve-out into District 2. It appears
obvious, despite protestations to the contrary, that this was
done to favor the current District 1 Supervisor. Not only does it
remove a potentially viable electoral challenger from her
district, but these proposals would also move that individual
and the West Roseville region into a district where their voices
will be effectively diluted by partisan considerations. The
current District 3 Supervisor stated at a Loomis Town Hall
meeting that after seeing the first two proposals, A and B,
which would move him out of his current district and into
District 5, he consulted County Counsel, resulting in Alternative
C. By meddling in the process to the extent that an entirely new
map was drawn, we can only conclude that the current
supervisors are exerting undue influence. How can we be
certain that any proposed map not submitted by citizens hasn’t
been drawn to show favor to one or more existing office
holders.
Maps A, B, and C are tainted by special interests and partisan
issues. NO map is perfect, but the submitted proposal P1 will
provide the best option and should be the only proposal
recommended to the Board of Supervisors. Independence and
integrity deserve more than lip service. Demonstrate that
you’ve listened to the citizens and make the fairest choice.

Upload Attachments
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Sari Husmann
Andrea Dashiell
Sue Colbert
FW: [EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission
Friday, November 5, 2021 8:35:59 AM

Best Regards,

Sari
From: noreply@civicplus.com <noreply@civicplus.com>
Sent: Thursday, November 4, 2021 5:18 PM
To: Sari Husmann <shusmann@placer.ca.gov>; Judi Tichy <jtichy@placer.ca.gov>; Sue Colbert
<SColbert@placer.ca.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission

Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission
During the Covid-19 Pandemic, Placer County is committed to public participation
in County Government in a manner that is consistent with guidance provided by
our Public Health Official. We have provided this form that can be used to submit
comments to the Planning Commission.
First and Last Name

Nick Brooks

Email Address (Optional)

nick@cbsunridge.com

Agenda Item (Optional)

County Supervisors

Comments

To whom it may concern,
My name is Nick Brooks and I live in Sun City Roseville. I really
think we need more time to digest these proposed new borders. I
don’t believe B-2 is a good alternative as that would lead to 4
supervisors for Roseville which is too many.
We would appreciate you giving us more time to comment.
.Thank you for your consideration,
Nick Brooks

Attach a document

Field not completed.
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Sari Husmann
Andrea Dashiell
Judi Tichy; Sue Colbert
FW: [EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission
Friday, November 5, 2021 8:36:32 AM

Best Regards,

Sari
From: noreply@civicplus.com <noreply@civicplus.com>
Sent: Thursday, November 4, 2021 3:32 PM
To: Sari Husmann <shusmann@placer.ca.gov>; Judi Tichy <jtichy@placer.ca.gov>; Sue Colbert
<SColbert@placer.ca.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission

Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission
During the Covid-19 Pandemic, Placer County is committed to public participation
in County Government in a manner that is consistent with guidance provided by
our Public Health Official. We have provided this form that can be used to submit
comments to the Planning Commission.
First and Last Name

Bruce Houdesheldt

Email Address (Optional)

Field not completed.

Agenda Item (Optional)

Field not completed.

Comments

Looking at the proposed Redistricting Maps, I am concerned
about Maps D and B.2 which carves the City of Roseville into 4
Supervisorial Districts. It will lead to increased confusion among
the public and inefficiency in delivery of constituent services. In
Map B.2 my neighborhood on the West side of Highway 65 is
lumped in with Rocklin, which would not meet the community of
interest definition as I understand it. Because Map D is not a
layer on the Interactive Map tool I was not clear if Diamond Oaks
Road or Pleasant Grove Blvd. was the dividing line, but in either
case you it divides Neighborhoods which share common
amenities like regional parks.

Attach a document

Field not completed.
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Comments Received
After Packet Distribution

Redistricting Placer
(PLN21-00032)

Planning Commission
November 10, 2021

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

General Woodward <dan.woodward@arnold-air.org>
Monday, November 8, 2021 7:38 PM
Sue Colbert
Clayton Cook; EJ Ivaldi; Michael Spelis; Nikki Streegan; Suzanne Jones
[EXTERNAL] COMMENTS FOR THE RECORD WEDNESDAY

Sue,
Good morning.
Please enter the following note into the record for Wednesday evening’s meeting. In addition, please forward the note
to Anders so that, if Clayton concurs, Anders can read the statement.
+++++++++++
Anders,
I am sorry that I am once again unable to attend the meeting on Wednesday evening. I understand that during the last
meeting you expressed an interest in ensuring that absent commissioners had an opportunity to have their voices heard.
If Clayton concurs, I ask that you read the following statement so that all the commissioners, the public, and the staff,
can hear my perspective on Map D.
I appreciate the opportunity that you have provided me to make a statement, despite having a different view on which
map should be supported as the recommendation.
With appreciation, Dan Woodward
+++++++++++
Fellow commissioners, staff, and members of the public. I apologize that I am unable to be with you this evening. I have
reviewed the staff packages from previous meetings and some of the videos and I appreciate the work everyone is doing
to establish a recommendation from the various district maps available.
Further, I also appreciate the fact that the commissioners established as a matter of public record, the desire to have
absent commissioners make their voices heard through a comment.
I will be brief.
I favor Map D as the recommendation from the commission. I also understand another commissioner favors Map D as
well.
Map D is consistent with state and federal guidelines and meets all requirements for redistricting.
It eliminates a long‐standing peninsula in district 4 and aligns district 4 with communities to the north that are more
consistent with current district 4 communities than those in East Roseville.

1

I understand Map D was singled out by the commission, through a motion at the last meeting, as a map that would not
be considered tonight for recommendation to the supervisors. I respect the commissioner that made that motion and all
commissioners who voted for it.
However, I am concerned that singling out map D this way, might make it less likely to be considered a viable option by
the supervisors in the future. In my opinion, it would make more sense for the commission to consider all the Maps this
evening and establish a single recommendation for the supervisors.
I understand that Map D may not be the recommendation. However, I believe it should be considered this evening with
all other maps so that every map is on an equal playing field when going forward to the supervisors, with the exception
of the one you elect to identify as the commission recommendation tonight. I think that is best consistent with due
process and our advisory role.
With that in mind, I respectfully request that any commissioner enter a motion for consideration that reverses the
decision of the commission at the last meeting and that re‐establishes Map D as a map for discussion and consideration
as the recommended map this evening. Further, I respectfully request that the other commissioners support this
motion.
With appreciation for your consideration, Commissioner Dan Woodward

‐‐
DANIEL P. WOODWARD
Brig Gen, USAF (Retired)
Co‐Executive Director, Arnold Air Society and Silver Wings
202‐999‐5173
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 10, 2021 3:42 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/10/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Terry Brady

Address

2032 Ashton Drive

City

Roseville

State

CA

Zip Code

95747

Email

tmisc10@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

1 - Gore

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Please visit our Get Map Files page to view all draft map
alternatives, including the public generated maps.
Comment:

I strongly encourage that the BOS for placer adopt the
following highbrid District map. "B.2-P1C Hybrid" (That is "B dot
2 P1 C Hybrid"). This map has bee supported by many who live
in Placer County and is the best at meeting our combined goals
for each group of residents. It focuses on keeping like minded
with like goals citizens who have common concerns and needs
and a geographical set of boundaries that best keeps us
together.
I strongly support this refined map that best represents the
citizens of Placer County. Not one that was created to support
1

an agenda.
Thanks
Terry Brady
360-588-6103

Upload Attachments
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Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Bonnie London <teamlondon2113@gmail.com>
Wednesday, November 10, 2021 2:41 PM
Sue Colbert
Nikki Streegan; jchristensen@placer.ca.gov; Dennis Decelle
[EXTERNAL] PC Redistricting meeting tonight

Placer County Planning Commissioners and Redistricting Staff,
I completely understand how difficult it’s been to get public engagement and input during a
pandemic. We’ve experienced similar challenges during our General Plan update, but it’s
fundamentally the most important component of this process. Thank you for your hard work but top
of mind is "does the final map reflect the will of the people?”. The only way for it to do so is for the
public to be part of the map shaping process. Thankfully, members of the public have shown up,
provided input and even created new maps which is no easy feat! Your job now is to incorporate the
valuable feedback you’ve received and show residents that our county government listens, is
responsive and functions to serve the public.
I appreciate the efforts from community members who’ve spent a great deal of time and effort to
further refine and improve the district maps. No one knows their community better than the people
who live there.
I also think one of the chairpersons made an important point that cities already have direct
representation through local elections, and cities have jurisdictional control over one of the most
important issues faced by all which is land use. The county provides services which cities do not, such
as public health and human services, and makes land use decisions for those in unincorporated
Placer County. These are important distinctions which should be factored in when defining county
supervisor district boundaries. Please look beyond individual jurisdictional lines and prioritize
communities of interest needs.
I agree wholeheartedly with Chairperson Hauge’s comment at the last meeting that the staff and
public maps were “a good starting point”. I encourage all of you not to view each map as a final
product which must be picked over another, but instead evaluate which parts of each map best
meet the priorities of the Voting Rights Act and merge these best parts together. I’m sure it’s a
challenging task, but the final version should be a culmination of staff’s hard work to meet the legal
requirements, public input to delineate communities of interest, and to align with the goal of
redistricting which is to promote equal representation for all.
Thank you,
Bonnie London
Loomis, CA
Sent from my iPhone
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jane Negri <grammynegri@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, November 10, 2021 2:06 PM
Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Redistricting Committee Meeting Tonight

My name is Jane Negri and I have been attending the Redistricting Meetings. I did send in a comment on the
form but I think that might have just been for comments on the maps.
I will be unable to attend tonight due to a prior commitment. The Nov 4 meeting should be disregarded and the
list to go forward to the BOS should be reevaluated tonight. There were so many mistakes and distractions
made that this "final" list of the evening is questionable. Mr Johnson asked twice to have Map D included ,
which was supported by public comment, and was ignored by Mr Herzog. Mr Herzog included Map A in the
list even thought it was discussed at the beginning of the meeting and thought that it should not be included
because it did not contain any of the suggestions from the public and it did not bring any desired updates.
Several of our Planning Commissioners were not available to attend. And we were not able to receive input
from them. This Redistricting Map will stand for 10 years and effect many lives. It should not be decided from a
vote that resulted from a very disorganized meeting with many distractions that didn't even include the input
from the members that were present.
Placer County meetings should always have an IT person on site to take care of problems such as the split
screen, no matter what time the meeting takes place. I was shocked that no one present could fix this problem
and the whole meeting lost focus. I urge you to disregard any decisions made during this meeting. Since not all
Commissioners were represented fairly in the vote, the vote should not stand.
I was supporting Map D and Map B2. This is my public comment for Nov.10, 6pm for The Redistricting
Meeting. Thank You, Jane Negri
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jane Negri <grammynegri@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, November 10, 2021 2:23 PM
Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] New Hybrid Map B.2-P1C

Redistricting Meeting Tonight
It has just come to my attention that a new Hybrid Map B.2-P1C has been developed by the public in an effort
to present a truly appropriate map for Placer County Redistricting. Reviewing the changes made I would like to
change my public comment to support this new map developed by Placer County citizens to meet the needs of
Placer County. Thank You, Jane Negri
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 10, 2021 1:59 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/10/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Linda Smolich

Address

4624 Vista Dr.

City

Loomis

State

CA

Zip Code

95650

Email

lmsmolich@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

3 - Holmes

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Please visit our Get Map Files page to view all draft map
alternatives, including the public generated maps.
Comment:

Dear Commissioners:
I support the adoption of the alternative map, B.2-P1C Hybrid.
This map distributes our districts in a reasonable and
responsible manner.
Please consider this alternative to the submitted options. It will
greatly improve our representation.
Thank you from a resident and business owner,
1

Linda Smolich

Upload Attachments
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Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

2

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ann Martin Bowler <amartinbowler@gmail.com>
Wednesday, November 10, 2021 9:38 AM
Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan; Dennis Decelle
[EXTERNAL] I support the New Placer County Public Map B.2-P1C Hybrid

Dear Commissioners,
I already sent an email to each of you saying I supported both map B2 and map P1C and now I am
sending an email supporting the new map, named B.2‐P1C Hybrid. This map has taken the best
of both maps and combined them into one very fine map. This map puts communities of interest
together as much as possible so that supervisors will have a reasonable chance of representing
their constituents' needs.
I am grateful to each of you for listening to the concerns of Placer County citizens and for your
work to create a truly good map.
I hope map B.2‐P1C

Hybrid is approved as soon as possible.

with thanks,
Annie Bowler
Granite Bay

1

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 10, 2021 11:38 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/10/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Sarah Brichler

Address

123 Birdsall Ave

City

Auburn

State

CA

Zip Code

95603

Email

brichler@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

5 - Gustafson

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Please visit our Get Map Files page to view all draft map
alternatives, including the public generated maps.
Comment:

Upload Attachments

I support map B.2-P1C Hybrid, which leaves Auburn whole and
keeps communities of interest intact. I do not support the maps
provided by staff to date. Please prevent Placer County from
making the news again for maps that do not reflect the
intention of the Voting Rights Act. Thank you!
Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

1

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 10, 2021 1:16 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/10/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Anna Marie Cypert

Address

4760 Echo Ridge Rd

City

Rocklin

State

CA

Zip Code

95677

Email

cypertanna@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

3 - Holmes

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Please visit our Get Map Files page to view all draft map
alternatives, including the public generated maps.
Comment:

I'm writing in to show my support for the following proposed
redistricting map:
I fully support the proposed B.2-P1C Hybrid Map!
Thank you

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 10, 2021 11:11 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/10/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Kerry Jones

Address

3786 Magnolia St

City

Loomis

State

CA

Zip Code

95650

Email

kerry_m_jones@msn.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

3 - Holmes

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Please visit our Get Map Files page to view all draft map
alternatives, including the public generated maps.
Comment:

Please put the B.2-P1C Hybrid map forward as it best meets
public desires and communities of interests!
All of the public map makers collaborated over the last 4 days
to bring together map B.2 and P1C - both the publicly
supported maps. (Sweeney, Larkin, Beckler, Nadar)
The new map submitted to Staff/Commissioners yesterday
combined all the best pieces from both maps.
This map is FAR superior to any staff map presented, brings
the best parts of map B.2 and P1C together, and resolves most
1

all of Placer County resident concerns.
It puts Roseville in 3 districts instead of 4 (that comes from
P1C) - and communities of interest are kept together as best as
possible.
It puts Loomis in D4 with Granite Bay, Penryn, and New Castle.
It keeps Rocklin whole.
It puts ALL of Auburn together in D5.
Thank you,
Kerry Jones

Upload Attachments
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kerry Jones <kerry_m_jones@msn.com>
Wednesday, November 10, 2021 11:18 AM
Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan; Dennis Decelle
[EXTERNAL] Say yes to B.2-P1C Hybrid Map!

Please put forward the new B.2-P1C Hybrid Redistricting Map as it best meets public desires and
communities of interests!
All of the public map makers collaborated over the last 4 days to bring together map B.2 and P1C - both the publicly
supported maps. (Sweeney, Larkin, Beckler, Nadar)
The new map submitted to Staff/Commissioners yesterday combined all the best pieces from both maps.
This map is far superior to any staff map presented, brings the best parts of map B.2 and P1C together, and resolves
most all of Placer County resident concerns.
It puts Roseville in 3 districts instead of 4 (that comes from P1C) - and communities of interest are kept together as best
as possible.
It puts Loomis in D4 with Granite Bay, Penryn, and New Castle

It keeps Rocklin whole
It puts ALL of Auburn together in D5

Thank you,
Kerry Jones

1

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Parry Lustgarten <parry.lustgarten@gmail.com>
Wednesday, November 10, 2021 1:05 PM
Sue Colbert; nstrega@placer.ca.gov; Dennis Decelle
[EXTERNAL] Map "B.2-P1C Hybrid Map" Rescheduled Redistricting Meeting 11/10/2021

Hello,
My name is Parry Lustgarten and I reside on Millport Drive, Roseville, CA in what is currently called Placer County
District 4. Thanks for the opportunity to address this important issue once again. After months of review, attendance at
meetings, written communications, and multiple map generation, we are finally getting closer so this
Advisory Commission can recommend the best possible boundary changes to the Board of Supervisors ‐ choosing from
publicly generated maps and staff generated maps. All these maps are required to meet certain criteria and legal
standards in order to meet state and federal regulations.
Two publicly generated maps B.2 and P1C have been combined to present the best parts of both maps. and is now
called B.2 ‐ P1C Hybrid Map and is superior to other staff‐provided maps, while resolving most of Placer County
residents' concerns. On Hybrid Map B.2 and P1C Roseville has 3 districts instead of 4 (from P1C) and communities of
interest (very important criteria of the process guidelines) Loomis, Granite Bay, Penryn, and Newcastle are put into
District 4. Rocklin is kept whole and it puts ALL of Auburn together in District 5.
I urge the Advisory Commission to recommend the community‐submitted Hybrid Map B.2 ‐ P1C to the BOS. This
process can finally issue district boundary changes which will influence our residents' ability to elect their representative
of choice. I urge the Advisory Commission and the Board of Supervisors to listen to their constituents. Residents should
have the power to choose their supervisors next year through their vote and the fairest way is to let the public choose
the map that keeps their communities of interest as the highest priority.
Thank you for the opportunity to address this issue.
Respectfully submitted.
Parry Lustgarten
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Wayne Nader <wnader@wavecable.com>
Tuesday, November 9, 2021 7:38 PM
Jane Christenson; Nikki Streegan
Steve Pedretti; Clayton Cook; zagnut@hotmail.com
[EXTERNAL] FW: Draft Map Alternative B.2 Modified Final
PlacerCo Redistricting - Draft Map Alternative B2 Modified vFinal November 9 2021.pdf

Good evening Jane and Nikki,
Attached is B.2 Modified. After hearing from the commissioners and the public our main
objective was to address as many of the practical issues as possible. We believe B.2 Modified
succeeds in rectifying the majority of those issues. The primary concern that we heard with
B.2 was that it had four supervisorial districts in Roseville and that it needed to go to a
maximum of three districts. To get this done it necessitated a very hard look at how to
balance Districts 1, 2, and 3.
To remove District 3 from Roseville while respecting Loomis’ desire to not be aligned with
Rocklin, it required District 3 to move north taking an area in the south part of Lincoln. Twelve
Bridges Drive was a logical dividing line that left Lincoln Hills in District 2. The line then moved
up and brought in the Cata Vedara into District 3. Both of these areas are very distinct with
their own identities. The industrial/commercial area of the Sunset Area has a Rocklin
addresses for the businesses that are located there, so it made sense to pick up District 3,
using Athens Road to the north and Foothill Blvd. to the west. This also provides District 3 to
represent an unincorporated area.
District 1 is now much more compacted and respects having the core areas of Roseville within
its boundaries. The western portion of Roseville is a distinct area that is different from the
core of Roseville, so it made more sense to create that logical break between Districts 1 and
2. This new alignment keeps all of Placer Vineyards, Cook/Riolo, and PFE Road in one
district. We believe that the majority of the concerns expressed by Roseville residents has
been satisfied with these adjustments.
District 4 is primarily still the same as B.2 with the exception of taking from District 5 the area
just south of the city limits of Auburn. This brings the Horseshoe Bar MAC and a community of
like‐interests into one district.
District 5 is basically the same, but it now pushes west a bit further taking in all of the Hidden
Falls Park area. This area really aligns with the Auburn. The majority of the people in that area
come to Auburn for all of their personal and social needs.
1

With the exception of Roseville and Lincoln, B.2 Modified has all of the other cities and towns
within one district. The MAC areas are generally not divided in this map as well. The
Community Plan Areas are also primarily within districts.
The compactness and logical flow of the districts that was in B.2 continues with B.2
Modified. The integrity of neighborhoods and communities of interest meets or exceeds any
of the other maps under consideration.
Putting this map together has been almost a non‐stop effort since the conclusion of last
Thursday’s meeting. We brought together a group of those that had been communicating
their concerns to the planning commission and endeavored to collectively develop a map that
while not perfect was as close as humanly possible. I would like to specifically thank Amber
Beckler for using her talented GIS mapping expertise to get B.2 Modified where it is
today. The detail that she provide was invaluable to this process. I would also like to thank
Lisa Larken and Julia Sweeney for helping us work through the Roseville concerns.
Grateful for yours and the commissions’ consideration of B.2 Modified.
Wayne

From: Amber Beckler [mailto:zagnut@hotmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2021 5:39 PM
To: Wayne Nader
Subject: Draft Map Alternative B.2 Modified Final

Hi Wayne,
Attached PDF with population counts and the overview map on first page, with a subset of South County on
the second page since people will want to see where we drew boundaries in Lincoln, Roseville and D4/D2.
Thanks
Amber
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Cheryl Berkema <cheryl.berkema@gmail.com>
Tuesday, November 9, 2021 5:00 PM
Sue Colbert
Nikki Streegan
[EXTERNAL] Redistricting workshop continuance Nov 10 public feedback

Placer Commissioners,
Please accept my feedback on the recommendation for the Board of Supervisors on the redistricting map(s).
County Counsel and staff have failed to address the odd shapes on County provided maps. These appear to fail to be in
compliance with the Voters Rights Act and appear to be politically motivated as they appeared in all County produced
maps. Please ask for clarification from County Counsel and Staff.
County staff in my opinion inappropriately presented a recommendation to you Planning Commissioners at the
workshop in October, prior to viewing resident produced maps and hearing public testimony. This raises the question on
whether there was ever an attempt to take any input from residents. Additionally, other than producing Map C2 as
requested by a Planning Commissioner, NO modifications were made to any of the County produced maps even though
concerns were raised by residents. Map generation was supposed to be an iterative process. I ask the Redistricting
Commision to request why the issues raised by the public on the County generated maps have not been addressed by
staff?
Please include my comments as part of the administrative record.
Thank you for your consideration,
Cheryl Berkema
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 10, 2021 7:52 AM
Sari Husmann; Judi Tichy; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission

Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission
During the Covid-19 Pandemic, Placer County is committed to public participation
in County Government in a manner that is consistent with guidance provided by our
Public Health Official. We have provided this form that can be used to submit
comments to the Planning Commission.
First and Last Name

Dom Casey

Email Address (Optional)

dcasey@roseville.ca.us

Agenda Item (Optional)

Advisory Redistricting Commission Agenda

Comments

City of Roseville would like to submit the attached public
comment letter regarding the redistricting item on November
10, 2021 6pm Planning Commission meeting.

Attach a document

Placer CountyBoard of Supervisors.pdf
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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City Council
311 Vernon Street
Roseville, California 95678

November 9, 2021
Placer County Board of Supervisors
Placer County Planning Commission
175 Fulweiler Avenue
Auburn, CA 95603
Distinguished Members of the Placer County Redistricting Commission,
We appreciate the challenging work being undertaken by the Commission and have been following with
interest the maps for supervisor redistricting that are currently being considered. We understand that these
maps include multiple alternatives for the City of Roseville. The City believes strongly that Roseville, being
the largest City in Placer County, is in itself a community of interest, falling within local government lines,
and would be better represented by two not four Placer County Supervisors.
We understand that there are a number of criteria that have been used nationally and upheld by courts that
are continued within the California Fair Maps Act:
• Relatively equal size - people, not citizens
• Contiguous – districts should not hop/jump
• Maintain “communities of interest”
• Follow city/county/local government lines
• Keep districts compact – appearance/function
We believe Roseville is a community of interest not just due to its size and economic impact, but also due to
the type and level of service provided within the City boundary.
As you know, keeping communities of interest together is a foundational principle in redistricting. It is
difficult to understand how a map that would include 4 Supervisorial Districts in one city does not harm the
communities in that city by dividing and minimizing their voices relative to larger communities of interest in
that same district. It would be a challenge to demonstrate how such a configuration would provide effective
representation for the communities within that district.
Furthermore, a map of four districts in Roseville would be a dramatic shift from how Roseville has been
represented over the years and would have the troubling potential to dilute the priorities of our residents in
the context of broader county issues, given that each district that would exist within Roseville would likely
contain more non-Roseville residents than Roseville residents. A map configured this way would fragment
communities in our City and do away with long-standing elements of social and common interests. It is also
questionable whether districts configured in such a fragmented way in our city would share common voting
interests. This raises serious concerns of how this would affect the communities and our City.
While we are not supporting any one map, we are affirming that we do not support any map that would
segment our community into a four-district model. We respectfully ask you to take into account these factors
when considering a final map for our Supervisorial Districts. We appreciate the opportunity to provide
comment and your consideration and support of our comments and this very important process.
Sincerely,

Krista Bernasconi
Mayor

(916) 774-5362 • citycouncil@roseville.ca.us • www.roseville.ca.us

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Tuesday, November 9, 2021 5:43 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/9/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Theresa Landon

Address

816 spotted pony lane

City

Rocklin

State

CA

Zip Code

95765

Email

theresalandon@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Please visit our Get Map Files page to view all draft map
alternatives, including the public generated maps.
Comment:

Upload Attachments

I would like to voice my support of option B. The second priority
put forth by the planning commission was to maintain the
integrity of neighborhoods. I live in the Whitney Ranch
community and am strongly opposed to it being split down the
middle. Priority there was to maintain the geographic integrity
of a city. Please keep Rocklin whole so that our needs can be
fairly and adequately represented.
Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Amber Beckler <zagnut@hotmail.com>
Wednesday, November 10, 2021 8:16 AM
Wayne Nader; Jane Christenson; Nikki Streegan
Steve Pedretti; Clayton Cook; LISA LARKIN; Julia Sweeney
[EXTERNAL] Re: Name clarification
PlacerCo Redistricting - Draft Map Alternative B.2-P1C Hybrid vFinal November 10 2021.pdf

Attached is the PDF with revised titles for the B.2‐P1C Hybrid Map. Nothing else changed other than the title.
From: Wayne Nader <wnader@wavecable.com>
Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2021 8:01 AM
To: Jane Christenson <JChristenson@placer.ca.gov>; Nikki Streegan <NStreega@placer.ca.gov>
Cc: spedretti@placer.ca.gov <spedretti@placer.ca.gov>; Clayton Cook <CCook@placer.ca.gov>; zagnut@hotmail.com
<zagnut@hotmail.com>; LISA LARKIN <LCUBED2004@yahoo.com>; Julia Sweeney <juliaasweeney@gmail.com>
Subject: RE: Name clarification

Sorry all, guess the caffeine had not kicked in yet, it should be “B.2‐P1C Hybrid”.
From: Wayne Nader [mailto:wnader@wavecable.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2021 7:30 AM
To: Jane Christenson (JChristenson@placer.ca.gov); Nikki Streegan (NStreega@placer.ca.gov)
Cc: spedretti@placer.ca.gov; Clayton Cook (CCook@placer.ca.gov); zagnut@hotmail.com; LISA LARKIN
(LCUBED2004@yahoo.com); Julia Sweeney (juliaasweeney@gmail.com)
Subject: Name clarification

Good morning Jane and Nikki,
Our group has decided that we would prefer to have this new map product referred to as “B.2‐
PC1 Hybrid”. This better reflects the collaborative effort that brought about this broad‐based
solution to the majority of the concerns that have come up. We truly believe that this new
map is superior to any of the maps that are now under consideration. It best represents our
cities, towns, and areas of like‐interest, which is paramount in this process.
Wayne
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Wayne Nader <wnader@wavecable.com>
Tuesday, November 9, 2021 7:52 PM
Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] FW: Draft Map Alternative B.2 Modified Final
PlacerCo Redistricting - Draft Map Alternative B2 Modified vFinal November 9 2021.pdf

Hi Sue,
I have emailed this to each of the commissioners with the exception of Anthony DeMattei. I
think you told me that you are not able to forward this email to him, but would greatly
appreciate if you could please get it to him by whatever means is appropriate.
Thanks,
Wayne
From: Wayne Nader [mailto:wnader@wavecable.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2021 7:38 PM
To: Jane Christenson (JChristenson@placer.ca.gov); Nikki Streegan (NStreega@placer.ca.gov)
Cc: spedretti@placer.ca.gov; Clayton Cook (CCook@placer.ca.gov); zagnut@hotmail.com
Subject: FW: Draft Map Alternative B.2 Modified Final

Good evening Jane and Nikki,
Attached is B.2 Modified. After hearing from the commissioners and the public our main
objective was to address as many of the practical issues as possible. We believe B.2 Modified
succeeds in rectifying the majority of those issues. The primary concern that we heard with
B.2 was that it had four supervisorial districts in Roseville and that it needed to go to a
maximum of three districts. To get this done it necessitated a very hard look at how to
balance Districts 1, 2, and 3.
To remove District 3 from Roseville while respecting Loomis’ desire to not be aligned with
Rocklin, it required District 3 to move north taking an area in the south part of Lincoln. Twelve
Bridges Drive was a logical dividing line that left Lincoln Hills in District 2. The line then moved
up and brought in the Cata Vedara into District 3. Both of these areas are very distinct with
their own identities. The industrial/commercial area of the Sunset Area has a Rocklin
addresses for the businesses that are located there, so it made sense to pick up District 3,
using Athens Road to the north and Foothill Blvd. to the west. This also provides District 3 to
represent an unincorporated area.
District 1 is now much more compacted and respects having the core areas of Roseville within
its boundaries. The western portion of Roseville is a distinct area that is different from the
1

core of Roseville, so it made more sense to create that logical break between Districts 1 and
2. This new alignment keeps all of Placer Vineyards, Cook/Riolo, and PFE Road in one
district. We believe that the majority of the concerns expressed by Roseville residents has
been satisfied with these adjustments.
District 4 is primarily still the same as B.2 with the exception of taking from District 5 the area
just south of the city limits of Auburn. This brings the Horseshoe Bar MAC and a community of
like‐interests into one district.
District 5 is basically the same, but it now pushes west a bit further taking in all of the Hidden
Falls Park area. This area really aligns with the Auburn. The majority of the people in that area
come to Auburn for all of their personal and social needs.
With the exception of Roseville and Lincoln, B.2 Modified has all of the other cities and towns
within one district. The MAC areas are generally not divided in this map as well. The
Community Plan Areas are also primarily within districts.
The compactness and logical flow of the districts that was in B.2 continues with B.2
Modified. The integrity of neighborhoods and communities of interest meets or exceeds any
of the other maps under consideration.
Putting this map together has been almost a non‐stop effort since the conclusion of last
Thursday’s meeting. We brought together a group of those that had been communicating
their concerns to the planning commission and endeavored to collectively develop a map that
while not perfect was as close as humanly possible. I would like to specifically thank Amber
Beckler for using her talented GIS mapping expertise to get B.2 Modified where it is
today. The detail that she provide was invaluable to this process. I would also like to thank
Lisa Larken and Julia Sweeney for helping us work through the Roseville concerns.
Grateful for yours and the commissions’ consideration of B.2 Modified.
Wayne

From: Amber Beckler [mailto:zagnut@hotmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2021 5:39 PM
To: Wayne Nader
Subject: Draft Map Alternative B.2 Modified Final

Hi Wayne,
Attached PDF with population counts and the overview map on first page, with a subset of South County on
the second page since people will want to see where we drew boundaries in Lincoln, Roseville and D4/D2.
Thanks
Amber
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Wednesday, November 10, 2021 8:31 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/10/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Jane Negri

Address

4502 OLive Ranch Rd

City

Granite Bay

State

CA

Zip Code

95746

Email

Field not completed.

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

4 - Jones

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Please visit our Get Map Files page to view all draft map
alternatives, including the public generated maps.
Comment:

I attended these meetings. I was very disappointed with how
the last meeting was conducted. Mr Herzog twice ignored Mr
Johnson's request to include Map D in tonight's discussion, he
recommended Map A which the audience at both of the last
meetings said should not be included because it contained
none of the public input. This was the County's choice but not
the public's.
I hope to attend tonight but do have a previous commitment.
Map A should not be considered on one person's
recommendation and Map D should be considered as it was
1

recommended by many public speakers.
We have this decision for the next 10 years. I do not think a
recommendation to the BOS is ready at this point.
Look at video of last meeting. It was a disaster. Not all
Commissioner's could attend and the ones that were present
were not listened to. One Commissioner was publicly ridiculed
because of an IT mistake that no one from the County could
correct. This is not how you make a 10 year decision. Have an
IT person at every evening meeting and listen to all the
comments and base your decision on your District's responses
plus your careful consideration of all the maps.
Thank You and please let me know if this gets to all concerned.
I will be back this afternoon and can call then. Jane Negri

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Thursday, November 4, 2021 6:04 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/4/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Michael Begley

Address

1810 Cirby Way

City

Roseville

State

Ca

Zip Code

95661

Email

michael@cyberview360.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

4 - Jones

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

Public Submittal: Map B.2 - because Rocklin deserves to have
one supervisor due to growth. Also, why is the BOS involved in
this process at all. They are choosing committee members and
will have the final say on which map is selected. I wonder what
the FPPC says about this.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ann Martin Bowler <amartinbowler@gmail.com>
Tuesday, November 9, 2021 12:29 PM
Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan; Dennis Decelle
[EXTERNAL] Redistricting maps Please pick either Map P1-C or Map B.2

Dear Redistricting Commissioners,
I live in Granite Bay and own a business in Loomis. I am in support of both
Map P1-C or Map B.2. Why? Because both do a great job keeping our
communities of interest together. That needs to be the top priority! Both of
these keep communities of interest grouped together AND keep cities intact,
(except for parts of Roseville.)
I am concerned that there is gerrymandering going on in this process; it
seems that BOS are attempting to draw themselves into districts and others
out of that same district. Please do not pick any of the staff drawn maps.
Rather consider the publicly submitted maps P1-C or Map B.2 which

both closely follow the state's redistricting guidelines.
There is already considerable lack of trust in our current
BOS. Please don't add fuel to that fire; rather, pick a map that
will allow each BOS to represent specific communities of interest.
Thanks you for your consideration,
Ann Martin Bowler
Granite Bay
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Thursday, November 4, 2021 5:18 PM
Sari Husmann; Judi Tichy; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission

Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission
During the Covid-19 Pandemic, Placer County is committed to public participation
in County Government in a manner that is consistent with guidance provided by our
Public Health Official. We have provided this form that can be used to submit
comments to the Planning Commission.
First and Last Name

Nick Brooks

Email Address (Optional)

nick@cbsunridge.com

Agenda Item (Optional)

County Supervisors

Comments

To whom it may concern,
My name is Nick Brooks and I live in Sun City Roseville. I really
think we need more time to digest these proposed new
borders. I don’t believe B-2 is a good alternative as that would
lead to 4 supervisors for Roseville which is too many.
We would appreciate you giving us more time to comment.
.Thank you for your consideration,
Nick Brooks

Attach a document

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Sari Husmann
Andrea Dashiell
Sue Colbert
FW: [EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission
Friday, November 5, 2021 8:35:59 AM

Best Regards,

Sari
From: noreply@civicplus.com <noreply@civicplus.com>
Sent: Thursday, November 4, 2021 5:18 PM
To: Sari Husmann <shusmann@placer.ca.gov>; Judi Tichy <jtichy@placer.ca.gov>; Sue Colbert
<SColbert@placer.ca.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission

Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission
During the Covid-19 Pandemic, Placer County is committed to public participation
in County Government in a manner that is consistent with guidance provided by
our Public Health Official. We have provided this form that can be used to submit
comments to the Planning Commission.
First and Last Name

Nick Brooks

Email Address (Optional)

nick@cbsunridge.com

Agenda Item (Optional)

County Supervisors

Comments

To whom it may concern,
My name is Nick Brooks and I live in Sun City Roseville. I really
think we need more time to digest these proposed new borders. I
don’t believe B-2 is a good alternative as that would lead to 4
supervisors for Roseville which is too many.
We would appreciate you giving us more time to comment.
.Thank you for your consideration,
Nick Brooks

Attach a document

Field not completed.

Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Friday, November 5, 2021 9:12 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/5/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Nancy Calcese

Address

1996 Winding way

City

Lincoln

State

CA

Zip Code

95648

Email

ncalcese@verizon.net

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Please visit our Get Map Files page to view all draft map
alternatives, including the public generated maps.
Comment:
Upload Attachments

Please accept Map P1. It is most representative of Sun City
Lincoln Hills.
Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nikki Streegan
Monday, November 8, 2021 8:47 AM
Sue Colbert
Public comment

From: rex carpenter <rexcarpenter384@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, November 7, 2021 8:17 AM
To: Nikki Streegan <NStreega@placer.ca.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] FW: P1‐C

Good Morning
I am writing in support of the redistrict map P1‐C.
Thank you
Rex Carpenter
Sent from Mail for Windows
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Chuck-Muriel Davis <chamdavis@yahoo.com>
Tuesday, November 9, 2021 10:35 AM
Sue Colbert
Nikki Streegan; Beverly Roberts
[EXTERNAL] County Redistricting - comments from Penryn 11/9/21

RE: County Redistricting - Protect the unincorporated communities!
To: Planning Commissioners
Please follow the priority order of the legal criteria for redistricting ....
the criteria of "integrity of neighborhoods and communities of interest"
is a HIGHER priority than the criteria of
"integrity of cities and census designated places"!!!
The Loomis Basin area of Loomis, Penryn & Newcastle and the
community of Rocklin have been a joint community of interest for over 150 years!!!,
Please choose either Map A or C2 and follow the priority order
of the legal criteria!
Please reject B, B2 & P1-C maps because they split a time honored history
of our neighborhood and community!
Remember....the people in cities already have a voice in local government through
their city council (which takes precedence over the county); and they also have their supervisor.
However, the unincorporated areas like Penryn and Newcastle ONLY have their supervisor
as their voice in local government and therefore should be together with their
neighboring communities of Loomis and Rocklin. For example, Rocklin is the closest county library
for Loomis Basin, since the Penryn Library has not yet reopened.
Please support the unincorporated areas and keep the integrity of our neighborhood
and community, and choose maps A or C2!!
Sincerely,
Muriel Davis
11/9/21
Penryn

1

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Chuck-Muriel Davis <chamdavis@yahoo.com>
Thursday, November 4, 2021 9:22 PM
Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Nov 4 PC motion last night

Hi Sue,
Tonight at the PC redistricting meeting,
I heard the motions to continue the redistricting meeting to Nov 10th at 6pm and
to restrict the discussion to maps: A, B, B2, C2, and P1C?
Did I hear that correctly? I don't recall a P1C map being shown to us at the meeting.
Thanks,
Muriel
p.s. I hope IT can make online commission members be on a tiny screen!
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Chuck-Muriel Davis <chamdavis@yahoo.com>
Friday, November 5, 2021 1:43 PM
EJ Ivaldi
Beverly Roberts; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Concerns - Nov 4th PC mtg

Re; concern about the legality of the PC motion at the end of the Nov 4th meeting.
Hi EJ,
I heard the motions last night to continue the redistricting meeting to Nov 10th at 6pm and
to restrict the discussion to maps: A, B, B.2, C.2, and P1C?
However, is it legal to include, in the restriction, a map that was NOT presented
at the meeting?
It does not seem right, nor legal, to include a restricted map that the public was not informed about!
I could not find a contact info for Clayton Cook in the County
Counsel web site to ask him my question.
The staff report had P1, but none of us attending the meeting saw what changes
were made to P1 to become P1C, which apparently arrived the day before the Nov 4th mtg.
Is there a plan to show what the P1C map is like and in the same format as the other staff maps?
The P1 description in the Nov 4th staff report was broken up and difficult to compare with
the other maps.
I know you are super busy, but I hope you can answer my questions!
Thank you,
Muriel Davis
11/5/21
916-663-4123
P.S. My compliments to your staff for the outstanding work on their maps and presentations.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Defend Granite Bay <defendgb@gmail.com>
Tuesday, November 9, 2021 3:55 PM
Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan
Gb ca; Leslie Warren; public-interest@live.com; protectruralplacer@gmail.com; Save East Rockli;
Amber Beckler
[EXTERNAL] Redistricting workshop 11/10

DEFEND GRANITE BAY

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the County redistricting process.
As per our previous comments, County Staff and legal counsel have failed to provide clarity and justification for the odd
shapes proposed in all County maps (see below). Numerous individuals have requested the basis by which either of
these anomalies meet the legal criteria of compactness under the Voter Right Act.
Based on recent publications in Gold Country Media and the Sac Bee, as well as other social media sources, it can be
perceived by the public that these odd shapes which defy gravity, are bisected by a major thoroughfare and increase
rather than eliminate an unlike community tendril are politically motivated.
We respectfully request that these issues are addressed so that the public can be assured that a compliant map is
submitted to the Supervisors for final approval.
It was disheartening to see that even upon request by Planning Commissioner Johnson to include map D, that his
request was ignored and a spot decision was coerced. Residents of this County will be impacted by the final districts for
the next 10 years. It would seem prudent to not force or rush decisions without appropriate data and analysis to support
this decision.

1

Respectfully
The Defend Granite Bay Board and members
Sent from my iPhone
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Marla Diamond <mdiamond29@gmail.com>
Saturday, November 6, 2021 11:45 AM
Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan; Dennis Decelle
[EXTERNAL] Redistricting

November 6, 2021

Placer County Board of Supervisors
Placer County Planning Commission
I am a resident of Placer County and strongly urge the Commissioners to
adopt Map P1 in the current redistricting process. P1 still requires some
easily made adjustments so that cities/towns are kept intact. P1 keeps
Communities of Interest together and has clear boundaries. P1 is a fair
and equal consideration of the 2020 Census data and the legally
permissible criteria. Thank you for your work on this very important
matter.
Marla Diamond
621 Rustic Ranch Lane
Lincoln, CA 95648
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Margaret Dobbs <dobbsmarg11@gmail.com>
Sunday, November 7, 2021 2:36 PM
Nikki Streegan; Dennis Decelle; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Placer County Supervisor Redistricting Map P1-C

I am a resident of Lincoln and a community of interest Sun City Lincoln Hills. It keeps towns and cities together as well as
uniting rural interests. It keeps western Lincoln and western Roseville together which is an area of future growth. Please
add my comments to the public record and give them to the commissioners.
Thank you for doing this very important job of redistricting based on the 2020 census.
Margaret Dobbs

Sow seeds of Compassion ‐ nonjudgement, nonviolence, forgiveness, mindfulness (from Joyce Rupp's book Boundless
Compassion)

1

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dottie Doctor <dottiedoctor@gmail.com>
Saturday, November 6, 2021 6:56 AM
Nikki Streegan; Nikki Streegan
[EXTERNAL] I urge you to support redistricting map P1-C

Good morning Ms. Streegan,
I am a resident of Lincoln. I support Map P1‐C because it best represents
my community of interest (Sun City Lincoln Hills) and other communities
of interest, keeps towns/cities intact and considers a unity of rural
interests. Please add my comments to the public record and share them
to the commissioners.
Sincerely,
Dorothy Doctor
1422 Periwinkle Lane
Lincoln, CA 95648

1

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

KATHY FLETCHER <kfletch01@msn.com>
Saturday, November 6, 2021 4:40 PM
Nikki Streegan
[EXTERNAL] Fwd: Map P1-C

Ms. Streegan

I am a resident of Lincoln and support MapP1‐C because it best represents our community of interest
(Sun City Lincoln Hills) and other communities of interest and ,keeps towns/cities intact .
‐‐
Best Regards,
Katherine Fletcher
1920 Homewood Lane
Lincoln, CA. 95648
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

sfried0530@gmail.com
Saturday, November 6, 2021 10:55 AM
Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan; Dennis Decelle
[EXTERNAL] support MapP1-C

Dear Sue, Nikki, and Dennis,
We are residents of Lincoln and we support MapP1‐C because it best represents our community of interest (Sun City
Lincoln Hills) and other communities of interest, keeps towns/cities intact, and considers a unity of rural interests. It is
critical that we protect the variety of groups that makes our area such a special place to live.
Please add our comments to the public record and include them in what you give to the commissioners.
Thank you for all you do for our community!
Rochelle Fried
Michael Moyer
Sun City Lincoln Hills

1

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Linda Garrett <linda_garrett@sbcglobal.net>
Saturday, November 6, 2021 7:08 AM
Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan; Dennis Decelle
[EXTERNAL] MapP1-C

I am a resident at 876 Cottonwood Ct in Lincoln. I support map P1-C because it best represents the
interests of our community.
Thank you,
Linda Garrett
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

barbara greenfield <1babzg@gmail.com>
Tuesday, November 9, 2021 7:33 AM
Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan; Dennis Decelle
[EXTERNAL] MapP1-C

I am a resident of Lincoln. I support MapP1-C because it best represents our community of interest
(Sun City Lincoln Hills) and other communities of interest, it keeps towns/cities intact and considers a
unity of rural interests. I ask that my comments to be added to the public record and given to the
commissioners.
Thank you.
Barbara Greenfield

1

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Susan Gutowsky <susan@persistentstrategies.com>
Friday, November 5, 2021 10:49 AM
Dennis Decelle; Sue Colbert; snstreega@placer.ca.gov
Susan Gutowsky
[EXTERNAL] Maps/ Placer redistricting

Good morning,
I’m Susan Gutowsky, a long time resident of the Stoneridge community in East Roseville. I am writing to follow up on my
comments from last night’s meeting.
After thoroughly studying all of the current maps up for consideration, I’d like to strongly advocate for map P1‐C. I feel
this map does the best job representing my community of interest and also does an outstanding job keeping most other
communities of interest together as well.
I respectfully request that the redistricting commission support the public generated map that meets all of the criteria
and in Supervisor Gore’s words “better shape resident’s ability to elect the representative of their choice.” Relying only
on staff generated maps gives the appearance of self dealing between supervisors, their hand picked appointees and
staff to give themselves the best chance for re‐election.
This process only happens once every 10 years, it is important that the process be conducted fairly, with integrity and
full transparency. The citizens of Placer County deserve nothing less. The P1‐C map accomplishes this in the most fair
and equitable way, and the fact that is is a map submitted by members of the public is another point in its favor.
I request that this letter be part of the public remarks for the next public meeting.
Kind regards,
Susan Gutowsky
Roseville

1

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Attention:

Virginia Haradon <vharadon@sbcglobal.net>
Friday, November 5, 2021 6:23 PM
Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan; Dennis Decelle
[EXTERNAL] Redistricting

Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan; Dennis Decelle:

This email is being sent to your attention to let you know that
as a resident of Lincoln, I support MapP1-C. I support MapP1C because it best represents my community of interest which
is Sun City Lincoln Hills as well as other communities of
interest; keeps towns/cities intact and considers a unity of
rural interests.
I ask that you please add my comments to the public record
and that they be given to the commissioners as well.
Thank you for your attention to my interest in this important
redistricting.
Virginia Haradon
648 Gold Strike Court
Lincoln, CA 95648
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rick Hetke <rick.hetke@gmail.com>
Friday, November 5, 2021 5:07 PM
Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan; Dennis Decelle
[EXTERNAL] Public Comment on Placer County Supervisorial Redistricting Maps

Helllo All,
My name is Richard Hetke, and I live in Lincoln. Thank you for a very informative county redistricting meeting on
November 4th. I look forward to the next meeting on November 10th.
Two maps, B.2 and P1‐C, appeared to garner the most interest and favorable comments from both the public and the
commissioners. I was able to download map B.2 prior to the meeting, and I understand why map P1‐C could not be fully
analyzed and presented. Today, I was able to obtain and view map P1‐C.
After review, I believe map P1‐C, among all the maps presented, best meets the required criteria and priorities. It
provides excellent contiguity while also maintaining the integrity of neighborhoods and communities of interest. Several
speakers from Rocklin felt strongly that their city should be kept within a single district. I believe they would have
supported map P1‐C at the same level they supported map B.2 if they had been able to see it prior to the meeting.
Again, I understand why map P1‐C was not available for review by the public prior to the November 4th meeting. I also
feel strongly about my city, Lincoln, being contained within a single district. I imagine the people in Auburn feel similarly
about their city. Map P1‐C accomplishes this with the very important additional benefit of very nearly keeping Roseville
in just two supervisorial districts. I realize a very small portion of the West Roseville population will be in District 2, but
this is still a substantial improvement over dividing Roseville into four different supervisorial districts as is done in map
B.2.
I advocate the Commissioners forward map P1‐C to the Board of Supervisors with their recommendation for its
adoption. Please include my comments in the public record and provide them to the commissioners.
Respectfully,
Richard Hetke

1

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Joann Hilton <jhilton777@gmail.com>
Saturday, November 6, 2021 9:27 AM
Sue Colbert; Dennis Decelle; Nikki Streegan
[EXTERNAL] Redistricting

As a resident of Lincoln, I wish to make known my support for the Map P1‐C as it best represents all the Placer
Communities and keeps towns and cities intact and considers the important rural interests. I ask that this
request be included for consideration by the County Board of Supervisors and added to the public record.
Thank you for your efforts in this regard.
Joann Hilton
2840 Eagles Peak Ln, Lincoln, CA 95648

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Sari Husmann
Andrea Dashiell
Judi Tichy; Sue Colbert
FW: [EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission
Friday, November 5, 2021 8:36:32 AM

Best Regards,

Sari
From: noreply@civicplus.com <noreply@civicplus.com>
Sent: Thursday, November 4, 2021 3:32 PM
To: Sari Husmann <shusmann@placer.ca.gov>; Judi Tichy <jtichy@placer.ca.gov>; Sue Colbert
<SColbert@placer.ca.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission

Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission
During the Covid-19 Pandemic, Placer County is committed to public participation
in County Government in a manner that is consistent with guidance provided by
our Public Health Official. We have provided this form that can be used to submit
comments to the Planning Commission.
First and Last Name

Bruce Houdesheldt

Email Address (Optional)

Field not completed.

Agenda Item (Optional)

Field not completed.

Comments

Looking at the proposed Redistricting Maps, I am concerned
about Maps D and B.2 which carves the City of Roseville into 4
Supervisorial Districts. It will lead to increased confusion among
the public and inefficiency in delivery of constituent services. In
Map B.2 my neighborhood on the West side of Highway 65 is
lumped in with Rocklin, which would not meet the community of
interest definition as I understand it. Because Map D is not a
layer on the Interactive Map tool I was not clear if Diamond Oaks
Road or Pleasant Grove Blvd. was the dividing line, but in either
case you it divides Neighborhoods which share common
amenities like regional parks.

Attach a document

Field not completed.

Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Parry Lustgarten <parry.lustgarten@gmail.com>
Friday, November 5, 2021 11:57 AM
Dennis Decelle; Sue Colbert; snstreega@placer.ca.gov
[EXTERNAL] Placer County - Redistricting Maps

Hello,
My name is Parry Lustgarten, a 36 year resident of Roseville, residing on Millport Drive in what is currently designated as
supervisorial District No. 4. I was unable to give my public comments at last night's meeting, so will address them here.
I have been studying and reviewing, for many months, all of the current maps being considered by the Advisory Board. I
would like to urge the Board to recommend to the Board of Supervisors that Map P1‐C does an excellent job
representing my community of interest while also keeping other communities of interest together, and meets all the
legal requirements mandated by redistricting regulations.
Please urge the commission to support this publicly generated map that meets all of the criteria in one supervisor's
words to "better shape residents' ability to elect the representative of their choice." Of the highest priority should be
the notion that the resulting district boundary changes influence our residents' ability to do just that ‐ elect the
representative of their choice. Map P1‐C accomplishes this equitably, fairly, while meeting all required criteria, and in
my opinion, sets a standard that is in the best interest of our community.
Please make these remarks a part of the public record for the upcoming meeting.
Respectfully submitted,
Parry Lustgarten
Roseville

1

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Linda Mann <linda.mann@sbcglobal.net>
Tuesday, November 9, 2021 2:29 PM
Sue Colbert; nstreegan@place.ca.gove; ddecelle@place.ca.gov
[EXTERNAL] Supporting MapP1-C

Hello
My name is Linda Mann ad I am currently a resident of Lincoln, CA and Sun City Lincoln Hills. I am
writing to you to communicate my full support of MapP-C. I believe this option best represents our
community of SCLH. As well and along with other communities of interest, this version keeps towns
and cities intact and best considers a "unification" of shared, rural interests.
I wish my comments to be added to the public record and given to the commissioners ahead of the
upcoming meeting this week.
Sincerely,
Linda M Mann
1090 Fairway Valley Lane
Lincoln, CA
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Gail Moretti <ralgam@gmail.com>
Saturday, November 6, 2021 1:26 PM
Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan; Dennis Decelle
[EXTERNAL] Placer County Redistricting Maps

As a resident of Lincoln CA, I would like to submit my support for Map P1‐C.
Please add my comments to the public record.
Thank you,
Gail Moretti
Lincoln, CA

1

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Thursday, November 4, 2021 8:19 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/4/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Patty Neifer

Address

976 Clark Tunnel road

City

Penryn

State

CA

Zip Code

95663

Email

pneifer@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

3 - Holmes

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I am so sorry "Larry," commissioner on Zoom, had to listen to
the rude comments this evening.
However, the Zoom screen was si small the maps were not
readable.
This was because of the split screen with your commissioner
taking up half of the screen.
I attached a picture, so maybe your I. T. Staff can correct this
next time.

Upload Attachments

Screenshot_20211104-200915_Zoom.jpg
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Monday, November 8, 2021 7:18 PM
Sari Husmann; Judi Tichy; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission

Public Comment Submission - Planning Commission
During the Covid-19 Pandemic, Placer County is committed to public participation
in County Government in a manner that is consistent with guidance provided by our
Public Health Official. We have provided this form that can be used to submit
comments to the Planning Commission.
First and Last Name

Patty Neifer

Email Address (Optional)

pneifer@gmail.com

Agenda Item (Optional)

Redistricting

Comments

YES on Maps A and C2 because they are the only redistricting
optiind which do not tear apart the rural sister-communities of
Penryn, Newcastle and the Loomis Basin.

Attach a document

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Thursday, November 4, 2021 2:51 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/4/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Deana Rhoades

Address

602 Verona Circle

City

Lincoln

State

Ca

Zip Code

95648

Email

djrrhoades@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

I provided comment for the last meeting with a suggested
alternative to Map B. You labeled my semi-map as "alternativeDeana." I did not have the tools or the opportunity to provide
you with a complete map. Since then, Julia Sweeney has
created map P-C3, which almost exactly finishes what I started.
The public does not have this map, but staff does. This map
places all the cities, except Roseville, in single districts. It gets
rid of the D4 peninsula that protruded into D1 and uses Atlantic
St as the border between D1 and D4 instead of the zig zag
lines in the original maps, A, B, and C. D2 does not extend all
the way to Lake Folsom. The community of Westpark is not
split. The communities from Granite Bay to Newcastle are
grouped in the best way possible.
Please look at P-C3 as an amended version of B, Deana, P
and P1 as it takes the best of each of these and discards the
parts that don't work well.

1

Thank you.
Deana Rhoades

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Thursday, November 4, 2021 9:09 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/4/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Tiffany Saathoff

Address

850, Stage Stop Loop

City

Rocklin

State

CA

Zip Code

95765

Email

Tiffany@loveourcity.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

2 - Weygandt

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Comment:

As a Rocklin resident residing in Whitney Ranch, I urge you to
please move forward with proposed map b, to keep the
geographical integrity of our neighborhood and community
interests whole.
As a local school board trustee, there is great value in keeping
our city interests whole. Please support us in serving our city
interests by selecting map b. Thank you

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.

1

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Sunday, November 7, 2021 9:13 AM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/7/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Susan Sequeira

Address

7461 Goose Meadows Way

City

Roseville

State

California

Zip Code

95747

Email

suesequeira@ymail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

1 - Gore

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Please visit our Get Map Files page to view all draft map
alternatives, including the public generated maps.
Comment:

Keep districts the same! Each district has VERY different
needs and should retain a management strategy specific to
those needs.
Map C which clearly is only for political gain should CLEARLY
be removed and those responsible for such an egregious
strategy to add it should be removed from office!

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

noreply@civicplus.com
Monday, November 8, 2021 2:17 PM
Nikki Streegan; Sue Colbert
[EXTERNAL] Online Form Submittal: Redistricting Comments

Redistricting Comments
Date

11/8/2021

Commenting on:

Redistricting Map Alternatives

Name

Barbara Smith

Address

915 FAWN CREEK TRL

City

AUBURN

State

CA

Zip Code

956036071

Email

smithbarbv@gmail.com

I currently live in Supervisor
District #

5 - Gustafson

Map to Find My Supervisor
District

Find My Supervisor District

Please visit our Get Map Files page to view all draft map
alternatives, including the public generated maps.
Comment:

My name is Barbara Smith, and I am a resident of Auburn.
After watching and listening to the comments of both the public
and the commissioners during the November 4th meeting, I still
believe that Alternative Map P1C is your best choice. Of all the
map proposals submitted, it comes closest to being equitable
as well as presenting the best opportunity for fairly elected
representatives. P1C maintains the integrity of communities of
interest. It has good solid boundaries that make sense. It may
require a few adjustments but overall, it improves on the other
submitted proposals.

1

I listened very carefully to the number of speakers who
advocated for keeping Rocklin within the boundary of one
district, arguing that the city has been divided for too long and
should be represented by one supervisor. That, sadly, is a
luxury that will never be available to the residents of Roseville,
nor have the residents of the city/county area of Auburn been
awarded singular representation.
I, however, was more persuaded by the comments of
Commissioner Cannon in pointing out that as a city, the
residents of Rocklin already have a significant level of
representation through their own City Council and other city
agencies. I hope the commission will not see keeping Rocklin
in one district as its sole guiding focus, which seemed to be the
theme of many of the comments I heard.
Thank you for your careful consideration of the alternative
maps proposed by the citizens of Placer. Keep this process
open and transparent so that your final recommendation to the
Board of Supervisors reflects the best interests of all our
county’s residents.

Upload Attachments

Field not completed.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mark & Lynne Snyder <snydershome50@gmail.com>
Sunday, November 7, 2021 9:43 AM
Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan; Dennis Decelle
[EXTERNAL] Map P1-C

Map P1‐C best represents our community of interest (Sun City Lincoln Hills) and other communities of interest, keeps
towns/cities intact and considers a unity of rural interests. We strongly support Map P1‐C for Placer County.
Please add our comments to the public record and forward to Commissioners.
Thank you,
Lynne and Mark Snyder

1

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Linda Theodore <linmike556@sbcglobal.net>
Saturday, November 6, 2021 6:30 AM
Nikki Streegan
[EXTERNAL] Support of Map P1-C

I am a resident of Lincoln and I support Map P1-C because it best represents our community (Sun
City, Lincoln Hills) and other communities of interest and keeps towns and cities intact and considers
a unity of rural interests. I wish for my comments to be added to the public record and given to the
commissioners.
Thank you for taking my comments into your consideration.
Linda Theodore

1

Sue Colbert
From:
Sent:
Cc:
Subject:

sarah_t@sbcglobal.net
Saturday, November 6, 2021 10:27 AM
Sue Colbert; Nikki Streegan; Dennis Decelle
[EXTERNAL] MapP1-C

Attn: Commissioners:
I am a resident of Lincoln,CA. I request that you support the MAP1-C because it best represents our
community of Sun City Lincoln Hills and other communities of interests. In addition, this will keep the
Placer Co. towns and cities intact and considers a unity of rural interests.
I request that my comments be added to the public record and copies be given to all
commissioners.
Respectfully,
Sarah Thomas
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