PROP  REDISTRICTING.

1 1 INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE.

ANALYSIS BY THE LEGISLATIVE ANALYST

* Been a political candidate for state or federal
office.
* Been a lobbyist.

» Contributed $2,000 or more in any year to a
political candidate.

In addition, applicants could not have changed

their political party affiliation in the past five years.
Applicants also must have voted in at least two of the
last three general elections.

An Applicant Review Panel, comprised of three
auditors employed by the state, would narrow the
applicants down to 60. The panel would pick the
most qualified applicants based on analytic skill,
impartiality, and appreciation of California’s diversity.
The leaders of the Legislature could strike up to 24
of these names. From the remaining names, the State
Auditor would then randomly draw the first eight
commissioners. These eight commissioners would
select the final six commissioners. The commission
would have five members registered with each of the
state’s two largest political parties (Democrat and
Republican) and four members registered with other
parties or as independent voters.

Requirements of District Boundaries, The measure
adds new requirements regarding the drawing of
district boundaries by the commussion for legislative
and BOE districts. These requirements are similar
to the measure’s new requirements for U.S. House
of Representatives districts, as shown in Figure 1.

For legislative and BOE districts, the measure also
forbids the commission from drawing districts for the
purpose of favoring or discriminating against political
incumbents, candidates, or parties.

Approval Process. In developing a plan, the
commission would have to hold public hearings and
accept public comment. To approve a redistricting
plan, the commission would need at least nine yes
votes, including at least three yes votes each from
members registered with the two largest political
parties and three yes votes from the other members.

. Once the commission approved a redistricting plan, it
would be used for the next decade. The process would
be repeated every ten years, with a new 14-member
commission for each future redistricting.

Funding. Commission members would receive $300
per day, plus reimbursed expenses, in return for their
work on the commission. The measure specifies that
the Governor and Legislature must make funding
available in the state budget to support the selection of
the commission, its work, and related costs. Funding
would be established at the greater of $3 million or
the amount spent in the previous redistricting cycle,

For text of Proposition 11, see page 137.

CONTINUED
Figure 2
Selection of Citizens Redistricting Commission
r California Registered Voters
People apply.

State Auditor screens for conflicts of interest.

r Applicant Pool

Applicant Review Panel
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adjusted for inflation. (The Legislature spent about

$3 million in 2001 from its own budget, which is limited
under the California Constitution, to adjust boundaries
for all districts.) These funds could be used to establish
the application review process, communicate with the
public, compensate commissioners, and employ legal
and other experts in the field of redistricting.

FISCAL EFFECTS

Under this measure, the Legislature would continue
to incur expenses to perform redistricting for U.S.
House of Representatives districts. In addition, this
measure authorizes funding (outside of the Legislature’s
budget) for redistricting efforts related to legislative
and BOE districts to be performed by the citizens
commission. We estimate that the minimum amount
required for 2010 would be about $4 million (the
2001 amount spent on redistricting adjusted for
estimated inflation through 2010). Having two
entities—the Legislature and the commission—
perform redistricting could tend to increase overall
redistricting expenditures. Any increase in such
redistricting costs, however, probably would not be
significant.
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PROP  REDISTRICTING. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL
1 1 AMENDMENT AND STATUTE.

THE POLITICIANS WANT TO CONFUSE VOTERS, BUT
THE CHOICE IS SIMPLE: Bipartisan Groups Urge You to Vote
YES on Prop. 11, FOR CHANGE in Sacramento.

Good government, senior, consumer, business, and taxpayer
organizations are asking you to vote YES on Prop. 11 (note some
of che signers of this ballor argument).

The Politicians Oppose Change aind Want You to Vore NO.

On the NO side of this measure are politicians, political
insiders, and political party elites who will do or say almost
anything to stop change and protect the status quo.

YES ON PROP 11: CHANGE IN SACRAMENTO

There is a serious conflict of interest when legislators are
allowed to draw their own district boundaries. They divide up
neighborhoods and communities to create districts where they are
virtually guaranteed reelection.

Once elected, these politicians aren't accountable to voters
because they don’t have to earn our votes. Instead, they pay more
attention to the special interests. ‘

“The current system where politicians draw their own districts is
rigged 1o make sure they get reelected. Prop. 11 will put voters back
in charge and make it easier to vote them out of office if theyre not
doing their job.” — Pete Constant, Retired San fose Police Officer
YES ON PROP 11: PUT VOTERS IN CHARGE

Prop. 11 will end this conflict of interest by establishing an
independent citizens commission to draw districts so that they are
fair. Standards required by this measure will assure that districts
are drawn so they don’t divide neighborhoods and communities.

The commission will include Democrats, Republicans, and
independents, and the process will be open to the public. This will
assure a balanced, inclusive process that produces fair districts.

“If legislators don’t have to compete to get reelected, they have
no accountability to voters. That means they don't have to work

% ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 11

together to solve problems like education, health care, roads, crime,

and the state budget. Prop. 11 will keep politicians tuned-in to

voter needs.” — Jodi Serrano, Public School Teacher, Sacramento

YES ON PROP 11: HOLD THE POLITICIANS
ACCOUNTABLE

Many of the problems we face in California are a direct result
of politicians not being accountable to voters. When they draw
their own districts, we end up with gridlock and nothing gets
done.

“Its time to send the politicians a message and change
Sacramento. Thats why Iim voting YES on Prop. 11.”
— Mike Holley, Owner, Apogee Publications, Whittier
Proposition 11 will help end the gridlock and force the
politicians to start solving problems. If they don’t, we can vote
them out of office because they’ll have to run in fair districts.
“Demaocrats, Republicans, independents, and people from
every walk of life and every corner of the state support Prop.
11 to send a strong message to politicians that its time to quit
playing games and work together to get California baclk on
track.”— Eligio Nava, President, Central California Hispanic
Chamber of Commerce
PLEASE JOIN US IN VOTING YES ON PROR 11.
Check it out for yourself: YesonPropl1.0rg

JANIS R. HIROHAMA, President

League of Women Voters of California
TERESA CASAZZA, President

California Taxpayers’ Association -
JEANNINE ENGLISH, President

AARP California

% REBUTTAL T0 ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 11 %

WHAT THE POLITICIANS WON'T TELL YOU ABOUT
PROP 11

They’re selling Prop. 11 as a cure-all
checl the label.

THEY WONT TELL YOU WHAT PROP. 11 IS REALLY
ABOUT.

Their high-priced consultants hope you won't read their 4,500~
word inidarive. If you do, you'll see Prop. 11 for what it is: a
scheme to change the Constitution and give the power of drawing
districts to people who are NEVER ELECTED and NEVER
ACCOUNTABLE.

THEY WON'T TELL YOU HOW PROR. 11 WORKS.

They never explain why Prop. 11 guarantees members of the

two political parties more say than the rest of us. They won't
explain how bureaucrats and politicians decided who's in charge.
THEY WON’T TELL YOU WHAT PROP. 11 WILL COST.
Prop. 11 creates a new bureaucracy to draw districts—on top of
the people we already pay for the job. They will spend millions of
dollars—and no audits to account for their money.

. ,
and hoping you won't
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THEY WON'T TELL YOU WHAT THEY REALLY WANT.

The poliricians backing Prop. 11 have raken more
contributions from special interests than any politicians in
California history. But they don’t trust voters to elect the right
people—so they're trying to change the rules to help themselves.

BEFORE YOU VOTE

Ask yourself: What's this about? How would it really work?
How much will this cost? And most important of all—who's really
behind this, and what do they really want?

Read Prop. 11 for yourself. And vote NO.

www.NoOnPropll.org
HENRY L. “HANK" LACAYO, State President

Congress of California Seniors

MIKE JIMENEZ, State President

California Correctional Peace Officers Association

MARTIN HITTELMAN, President

California Federation of Teachers
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Faced with real problems—budget deficits, rising gas prices,
and a shaky economy—what do the politicians bring us? Prop.

11—another nonsensical scheme to change how we draw lines
berween one district and another. Whar are they thinking?

Redistricting may not mean much to you, but for some
politicians, it’s all they care about. Five times, they've spent
millions on lawyers, consulrants, and paid signature gatherers to
put a new scheme on the ballot. Every time, voters said “NO.”

The forces behind Prop. 11 don’t respect California’s voters, so
they’re back again.

What do they REALLY want? Power for themselves, at your
expense. They know redistricting is about power. They want ro
rewrite our Consticution to suit chemselves.

PROP 11 UNDERMINES DEMOCRACY

Prop. 11 gives the final say for the entire state to a 14-member
“redistricting commission” never elected by the people. You don’t
get a choice. There’s no guarantee they'll represent you or your
neighbors. That's why community organizacions oppose Prop. 11.

Prop. 11 sets aside 10 of the 14 commission seats for partisan
menbers of the two biggest political parties—and gives them veto
power over almost every decision. 1f the big party representatives
don’t go along—nothing gets done.

What does thar mean? Political insiders will keep carving up
the state to serve their own interests.

PROP 11 GIVES POWER TO BUREAUCRATS

Prop. 11 doesn’t keep politicians out of redistricting—it just
lets them hide behind a rangled web of bureaucrats picked for
their political ties. It actually takes state auditors off the job of
rooting out government waste to spend time screening commission
applicarions.

Who picks the commission? Bureaucrats. They decide who's
qualified. And then the four most powerful legislators can reject
anyone they want. That’s reform?

> ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION 11 %

PROP. 11 MEANS TWO BUREAUCRACIES INSTEAD
OF ONE

Prop. 11 only gives this new commission Aalf the job. It leaves
the other half—drawing Congressional districts—to the state
Legislature.

So Prop. 11 means paying for two of everything: two sets of
attorneys, two teams of consultants, working our of two different
offices—with neither one working together or sharing resources.

PROP. 11 PROVIDES NO ACCOUNTABILITY TO
TAXPAYERS

Prop. 11 guarantees each commission member $300 a day,
plus expenses, with 70 limit. Theres also no limit on how many
attorneys, consultants, and staff the commission hires, or how
much it spends for offices, hearings, and outreach. And theres
nothing requiring audstors to examine the commission’s spendling for
waste and abuse.

PROP 11 AN EMPTY PROMISE

Read it yourself. It makes big promises, but never delivers.
Vorers get no say over who draws districts. Instead, we get a new
bureancracy with no accountability and no spending limits.

Prop. 11 really means a lot of political insiders keep their
power—a few get even more—and the rest af us get less.

That’s not reform—thar’s a hidden agenda that does nothing to
address che real problems facing our state. Visit
www.noonpropll.org—and vote NO!

DANIEL H. LOWENSTEIN, Former Chair

Fair Political Practices Commission

ROBERT BALGENORTH, President

State Building & Construction Trades Council of California

MARTIN HITTELMAN, President

California Federation of Teachers

Sk .,‘REBUTTAI. TO ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION 11

YES on 11—STOP THE POLITICIANS’ CONFLICT OF
INTEREST.

YES on 11 ends the conflict of interest of politicians drawing
their own election districts.

It means fair election districrs drawn by citizens, not politicians,
so we can hold them accountable and throw them out of office if they
aren’t doing their jobs.

A “no” vote means politicians continue drawing their own
districes and more gridlock in Sacramento.

POLITICIANS ARE BEHIND THE MISLEADING “NO”
CAMPAIGN.

Here’s what newspapers say:

“ .. . Senate President Pro Tem Don Peraca, D-Oakland,
is leading a campaign of deception against it. His committee is
called “Citizens for Accountabilicy—No on the Power Grab,”
which is ironic because its obvious purpose is to preserve
incumbents’ scranglehold on power.”

San fose Mercury News, 7-7-08
« . he’s [Perata) working to kill reform—just as he always
has, on issue after issue, year after year.”

San Diego Union Tribune, 7-7-08

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.

YES on 11—PUTS VOTERS FIRST.

YES on 11 creates a diverse, qualified, independent commission
that will draw fair districts that truly respect California’s
communities and neighborhoods for the first time.

YES on 11—IT'S TIME FOR CHANGE.

YES on 11 sends a message to politicians that voters have had
enough, and its time for change. Proposition 11 will put vorers
back in charge and force politicians to work together to solve real
problems like healthcare, education, water, the budget, and the high
cost of food and gas.

Democrats, Republicans, independents, and community groups
support Proposition 11. YES on 11.

KATHAY FENG, Executive Director

California Common Cause

JOSEPH V. KERR, President

Orange County Professional Firefighters Association

GARY TOEBBEN, President
Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce
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I, Debra Bowen, Secretary of State of the State of California, hereby certify that the
measures included herein will be submitted to the electors at the General Election to be

held on November 2, 2010, and that this guide has been prepared in accordance with the law.

Witness my hand and the Grear Seal of the State in Sacramento, California, this 10th day of August, 2010.

Debra Bowen

Secretary of State 058



PROPOSITION

REDISTRICTING OF CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS.

2 0 INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.

OFFICIAL TITLE AND SUMMARY

PREPARED BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

REDISTRICTING OF CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.

« Removes elected representatives from the process of establishing congressional districts and
transfers that authority to the recently-authorized 14-member redistricting commission.
* Redistricting commission is comprised of five Democrats, five Republicans, and four voters

registered with neither party.

*  Requires that any newly-proposed district lines be approved by nine commissioners including
three Democrats, three Republicans, and three from neither party.

Summary of Legislative Analyst's Estimate of Net State and Local Government Fiscal Impact:
 No significant net change in state redistricting costs.

ANALYSIS BY THE LEGISLATIVE ANALYST

This measure takes the responsibility to
determine boundaries for California’s
congressional districts away from the State
Legislature. Instead, the commission recently
established by voters to draw district boundaries of
state offices would determine the boundaries of

congressional districts.

BACKGROUND

In a process known as “redistricting,” the State
Constitution requires that the state adjust the
boundary lines of districts once every ten years
following the federal census for the State
Assembly, State Senate, State Board of
Equalization (BOE), and California’s congressional
districts for the U.S. House of Representatives. To
comply with federal law, redistricting must
establish districts which are roughly equal in
population.

Recent Changes to State Legislature and BOE
Redistricting. In the past, district boundaries for
all of the offices listed above were determined in
bills that became law after they were approved by
the Legislature and signed by the Governor. On
some occasions, when the Legislature and the
Governor were unable to agree on redistricting
plans, the California Supreme Court performed
the redistricting,.

18 | Title and Summary | Analysis

In November 2008, voters passed Proposition
11, which created the Citizens Redistricting
Commission to establish new district boundaries
for the State Assembly, State Senate, and BOE
beginning after the 2010 census. To be established
once every ten years, the commission will consist
of 14 registered voters—5 Democrats, 5
Republicans, and 4 others—who apply for the
position and are chosen according to specified
rules.

When the commission sets district boundaries, it
must meet the requirements of federal law and
other requirements, such as not favoring or
discriminating against political parties,
incumbents, or political candidates. In addition,
the commission is required, to the extent possible,
to adopt district boundaries that:

« Maintain the geographic integrity of any city,
county, neighborhood, and “community of
interest” in a single district. (The commission
is responsible for defining “communities of
interest” for its redistricting activities.)

¢ Develop geographically compact districts.

 Place two Assembly districts together within
one Senate district and place ten Senate
districts together within one BOE district.
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PROP  REDISTRICTING OF CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS.
20 INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.

ANALYSIS BY THE LEGISLATIVE ANALYST

Current Congressional Redistricting Process.
Currently, California is entitled to 53 of the 435
seats in the U.S. House of Representatives.
Proposition 11 did not change the redistricting
process for these 53 congressional seats. Currently,
therefore, redistricting plans for congressional seats
are included in bills that are approved by the
Legislature.

Proposition 11, however, did make some
changes to the requirements that the Legislature
must meet in drawing congressional districts. The
Legislature—like the commission—now must
attempt to draw geographically compact districts
and maintain geographic integrity of localities,
neighborhoods, and communities of interest, as
defined by the Legislature. Proposition 11,
however, does not prohibit the Legislature from
favoring or discriminating against political parties,
incumbents, or political candidates when drawing
* congressional districts.

PROPOSAL
Proposed New Method for Congressional

Redistricting. This measure amends the
Constitution to change the redistricting process
for California’s districts in the U.S. House of
Representatives. Specifically, the measure removes
the authority for congressional redistricting from
the Legislature and instead gives this authority to
the Citizens Redistricting Commission. The

For text of Proposition 20, see page 95.

CONTINUED

commission would draw congressional districts
essentially as it draws other district lines under
Proposition 11. The commission, for example,
could not draw congressional districts in order to
favor incumbents, political candidates, or political
parties. The commission also is to consider the
geographic integrity of cities, counties,
neighborhoods, and communities of interest. As
under Proposition 11, compliance with federal law
would be required.

“Community of Interest” Defined. In addition
to adding similar criteria for congressional
redistricting as those established in Proposition 11,
the measure defines a “community of interest” for
both congressional redistricting and redistricting
of State Assembly, State Senate, and BOE seats. A
community of interest is defined as “a contiguous
population which shares common social and
economic interests that should be included within
a single district for purposes of its effective and fair
representation.”

Two Redistricting-Related Measures on This
Ballot. In addition to this measure, another
measure on the November 2010 ballot—
Proposition 27—concerns redistricting issues. Key
provisions of these two propositions, as well as
current law, are summarized in Figure 1. If both of
these measures are approved by voters, the
proposition receiving the greater number of “yes”
votes would be the only one to go into effect.

060
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PROP  REDISTRICTING OF CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS.
20 INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.

ANALYSIS BY THE LEGISLATIVE ANALYST CONTINUED

Figure 1

Comparing Key Provisions of Current Law and
November 2010 Propositions on the Drawing of Political Districts

Current Law Proposition 20 Proposition 27
Entity that draws State Citizens Redistricting Citizens Redistricting Legislature
Assembly, State Senate, Commission? Commission
and Board of Equalization
(BOE) districts
Entity that draws California’s  Legislature _ Citizens Redistricting Legislature
congressional districts Commission
Definition of a “community Defined by Citizens “A contiguous population which Determined by the
of interest”? Redistricting shares common social and Legislature
Commission/Legislature economic interests that should

be included within a single
district for purposes of its
effective and fair representation”

4 The commission was established by Proposition 11 of 2008.

b Under current law and both Proposition 20 and Proposition 27, redistricting entities generally are charged with attempting to hold together a
“communily of interest” within a district.

FISCAL EFFECTS In 2009, under the Proposition 11 process, the
Legislature approved $3 million from the state’s
General Fund for redistricting activities related to
the 2010 census. In addition, about $3 million has
been spent from another state fund to support the
application and selection process for commission
members. For future redistricting efforts,
Proposition 11 requires the commission process to
be funded at least at the prior decade’s level grown
for inflation. The Legislature currently funds
congressional redistricting activities within its

budget.

' Redistricting Costs Prior to Proposition 11
and Under Current Law. The Legislature spent
about $3 million in 2001 from its own budget
specifically for redistricting activities, such as the
purchase of specialized redistricting software and
equipment. In addition to these costs, some
regular legislative staff members, facilities, and
equipment (which are used to support other day-
to-day activities of the Legislature) were used
temporarily for redistricting efforts.
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PROP  REDISTRICTING OF CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS.
20 INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.

ANALYSIS BY THE LEGISLATIVE ANALYST CONTINUED

Redistricting Costs Under This Proposal. This  from handling congressional redistricting
measure would consolidate all redistricting activity  activities. These costs, however, would be offset by
under the Citizens Redistricting Commission a reduction in the Legislature’s redistricting costs.
process established by Proposition 11 in 2008. Any net change in future redistricting costs under
The commission would experience increased costs  this measure probably would not be significant.
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PROP REDISTRICTING OF CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS.
20 INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.

Proposition 20 will put an end to legislators drawing election
districts for their friends in Congress—districts thart virtually
guarantee Members of Congress get reelected even when they
don’t listen to vorers.

Proposition 20 will create fair congressional discrices that make
our congressional representatives more accountable to voters and
make it easier to vote them out of office when they don't do their
jobs.

Proposition 20 simply extends the redistricting reforms voters
passed in 2008 (Prop. 11) so the voter-approved independent
Citizens Redistricting Commission, instead of politicians, draws
California congressional districts in addition to drawing state
legislative districts. ,

The Commission is already being organized to draw fair
districts. Visit the official state site to see preparations for the
Cirtizens Redistricting Commission’s redistricring in 2011
(wiww.wedrawthelines.ca.gov).

Proposition 20 will:

* Create fair congressional districts.

* Help make our congtessional representatives more

accountable and responsive to voters.

« Male it easier to vote Members of Congress out of office if

they're not doing their jobs.

YES ON PROPOSITION 20: STOP THE BACKROOM
DEALS

Right now, legislacors and their paid consultants draw districts
behind closed doors to guarantee their friends in Congress are
reelected. Sacramento politicians pick the voters for their friends
in Congress, racher than voters choosing who will represent them.

The Los Angeles Times and Orange County Register revealed
that in the last redistricting, 32 Members of Congress and other
politicians paid one political consultant over ONE MILLION
dollars to draw districe boundaries to guarantee their reelection!

Proposition 20 puts an end to backroom deals by ensuring
redistricting is completely open to the public and transparent.
Proposition 20 means no secret meetings or payments are allowed
and politicians can’t divide communities just to get the poliical
outcome they want.

DON'T BE FOOLED—NOQ ON PROPOSITION 20—IT
WASTES TAXPAYER DOLLARS

Perhaps Charles Munger, Junior, the sole bankroller of Prop. 20,
has fooled well-meaning David Pacheco, Kathay Feng, and John
Kabateck. But don’t let him fool you.

Prop. 20 guarantees no level of fairness, guarantees no
competitive districts, guarantees nothing—except that
voters cannot hold those who draw congressional district
lines accountable for what they do AND THAT YOU, THE
TAXPAYER, WILL FOOT THE BILL FOR MUNGER'S
SCHEME.

Accountability to the people is the fundamental principle of
our form of government. But Prop. 20 gives a non-accountable
14-person bureaucracy even more power over the people. And, of
course, this bureaucracy will cost you money.

Proponents have stated (unknowingly) the most obvious reason
ro vote No on 20: BELIEVE IT OR NOT, these people want to
extend the travesty of the existing redistricting commission even
further! Who, other than a handful of lobbyists, lawyers, and

22 | Arguments
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% REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 20 %

YES ON PROPOSITION 20: HOLD POLITICIANS
ACCOUNTABLE

When politicians are guaranteed reelection, they have lictle
ifncentive to work together to solve the serious problems we all

ace.

Proposition 20 will create fair districts so politicians will
actually have to work for our votes and respond to voter needs.

“When voters can finally hold politicians accountable, politicians
will have to quit playing games and work to address the serious
challenges Californians face."—Ruben Guerra, Latin Business
Association

The choice is simple:

GOOD GOVERNMENT GROUPS ASK YOU TO VOTE
“YES” ON PROPOSITION 20 to force politicians to compete
in fair districts so we can hold them accountable.

POLITICIANS WANT YOU TO VOTE “NO” ON
PROPOSITION 20 so they can stifle voters’ voices so we can’t
hold them accountable.

It’s time we stand up to the politicians and special interests and
extend voter-approved rediscricting reforms to include Congress.
Voters already created the Commission—it’s common sense
to have the Commission draw congressional as well as legislative

districts.

“Peaple from every walk of life support Proposition 20 to send a
message to politicians that its time to put voters in charge and get
California back on track.—Joni Low, Asian Business Association of
San Diego

JOIN US IN VOTING YES ON PROPOSITION 20.

YesProp20.0rg

DAVID PACHECO, California President
AARP

KATHAY FENG, Executive Director

California Common Cause

JOHN KABATECK, Executive Director

National Federation of Independent Business/California

politicians has been able ro figure our the incredibly complicated
labyrinch for choosing the commission?

And the bureaucrats who emerge from this wasteful inscrutable
process will have absolute power over our legislacive districts.
VOTERS WILL NEVER HAVE A CHANCE TO HOLD
THEM RESPONSIBLE FOR WHAT THEY DO.

Qur stare is in crisis! Unemployment, crime, massive debr. It is
time to stop nonsense political games of reapportionment.

Save taxpayer dollars, hold the power brokers accountable to
the people. Vore No on Proposition 20. Vote Yes on its rival,
Proposition 27.

MARK MURRAY, Executive Director

Californians Against Waste

-HANK LACAYOD, President

Congress of California Seniors

DANIEL H. LOWENSTEIN, Founding Chairman

California Fair Political Practices Commission
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PROP  REDISTRICTING OF CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS.
20 INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.

NO ON 20—ir wastes taxpayer dollars and it turns back the
clock on redistricting law. Proposition 20 is a disaster . . . it
must be defeared.

NO ON PROPOSITION 20—IT WASTES TAXPAYER
DOLLARS:

20 is the brainchild of Charles Munger, Jr.—son of multi-
billionaire Wall Street tycoon Charles Munger. MUNGER
JUNIOR IS THE SOLE BANK-ROLLER OF 20. (Well,
four other contriburors have given all of $700.) But just for its
qualification, MUNGER GAVE $3.3 MILLION, a figure that
will probably multiply many times by Election Day.

But if Proposition 20 passes, the taxpayers will start paying the
bills instead of Munger Junior. Prop. 20 will cost us millions of
dollars. Compare Prop. 20 with its rival, Prop. 27.

First, non-partisan experts have concluded that YES ON
PROP. 27 saves taxpayer dollars:

“Summary of estimate by Legislative Analyst and Director
of Finance of fiscal impact on state and local government:
LIKELY DECREASE IN STATE REDISTRICTING COSTS
TOTALING SEVERAL MILLION DOLLARS EVERY TEN
YEARS.”

Second, Prop. 20 adds to the cascade of waste that Prop. 27
would avoid. Governor Schwarzenegger has already proposed
going back to the well to double the redistricting budget, spending
MILLIONS MORE DOLLARS to draw lines for politicians
while the starte is facing a $19 billion deficit.

AND NOW WITH PROP 20, MUNGER JUNIOR WANTS
TO MAKE THIS WASTEFUL BUREAUCRACY SPRAWL
EVEN FURTHER AT THE FXTRA EXPENSE OF YOU, THE
TAXPAYER.

*  ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION 20 %

NO ON PROPOSITION 20—IT MANDATES JIM CROW
ECONOMIC DISTRICTS:

Proposition 20 turns back the clock on redistricting law.
Inexplicably, Proposition 20 mandates char all diserices (including
Assembly, Senate, and Congress) must be segregated by income
level. This pernicious Prop. 20 mandates char all districts be
segregated according to “similar living standards” and that
districts include only people “with similar work opportunities.”

“Prop. 20 s insulring to all Californians. Jim Crow districts are
a thing of the past. 20 sets back the clock on redistricting law. No
on 20.”—Julian Bond, Chairman Emeritus, NAACP

Jim Crow districts are a throwback to an awful bygone
era. Districting by race, by class, by lifestyle or by wealth is
unacceprable. Munger Junior may not want to live in the same
districe as his chauffeur, but Californians understand these code
words. The days of “country club members only” districts or of
“poor people only” districts are over. NO ON PROP. 20—all
Californians MUST be treated equally.

QUR DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC IS NOT ATOY TO BE
PLAYED WITH FOR THE SELF-AGGRANDIZEMENT OF
THE IDLE SECOND-GENERATION RICH.

NO ON 20, YES ON 27.

DANIEL H. LOWENSTEIN, Founding Chairman
California Fair Political Practices Commission
AUBRY L. STONE, President

California Black Chamber of Commerce
CARL POPE, Chairman

Sterra Club

‘5 REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION 20 %

The argument against Proposition 20 is one of the most angry
and over-the-top you'll ever see in the Voter Guide.

THE POLITICIANS BEHIND IT SHOULD BE
ASHAMED.

They're desperate because voters can pass Proposition 20 and
stop Sacramento politicians from drawing election districts to
ensure their friends in Congress are reelected, even when they
don't listen to voters.

That’s a threat ro cthem. Politicians will say anything to protect
their “safe” seats in Congress so they’re not accountable to voters.

DON’T BE MISLED BY THE POLITICIANS’ BOGUS
“COST” ARGUMENT.

FACT: The non-partisan state Legislative Analyst found Prop.
20 will result in “probably no significant change in redistricting
costs.” Cal-Tax and other raxpayer groups support 20.

HERE'S WHY PASSING PROPOSITION 20 15 SO
IMPORTANT:

FACT: In the last redistricting, Latino leaders sued after a
California Congressman had 170,000 Latinos carved out of his
district just to ensure he'd ger reelected. Now he's leading the
charge against 20!

Avguments printed on this page ave the opinions of the anthors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.

FACT: Politicians want to defeat 20 so they can keep drawing
districes that divide communities, cities and counties and diluce
voters' voices—ijust to get safe sears.

FACT: 20 will finally put an end to the politicians’ self-serving,
backroom deals.

FACT: With 20, the voter-approved Citizens Redistricting
Commission will draw fair congressional districts in a complerely
transparent manner, giving voters power to hold politicians
accountable. '

The California Black Chamber of Commerce, Latin Business
Association, Asian Pacific Islander American Public Affairs
Association all say YES on 20!

Check it out for yourself: www.YesProp20.org

ALICE HUFFMAN, President

California NAACP

JULIAN CANETE, Executive Director
California Hispanic Chambers of Commerce

RICHARD RIDER, Chairman
San Diego Tax Fighters
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Californla Citizens Redistricting Commission
~Fair Raprasentation~Democracy At Worki®
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901 P Street, Suite 154A, Sacramento, CA 95814

Augast 15,2011

The Hon. Debra Bowen
California Secretary of State
1500 11" Street

Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Secretary Bowen:

The California Citizens Redistricting Commission (Commissioner) was established
pursuant to the procedures set forth.by Proposition 11, the Voters First Act, and
Proposition 20, the Voters First Act for Congress, the provisions of which are now found
in Section 2 of:Article XX1I of the California Constitution and at Government Code
Section 8257. These constitutional and statutory provisions set forth the Commission’s
responsibilities with respect:to drawing the boundary lines‘for the California. Assembly,
Senate, Board of Equalization and Congressional districts (the Maps).

The Voters First Act for Congress requires the Commission to certify the Maps, and
prepare a final report, and cause them to be:provided o your office by August 15, 2011.
Accordingly, this letter confirms that the Commission has timely completed these:
responsibilities and hereby provides the Secretary of State’s Office with the following:

I State Assembly. Resolution of August 15, 201 L certifying the statewide
California Assembly maps were approved by the Commission in the manner
required by Section 2 of Article XXl of the California Constitution; a copy of the
statewide Assembly map; copies of the 80 individual Assembly.districts; and a
“disc” labeled cre_201 10815_assembly: certified_statewide.zip SHA-1:
3'_,23d2c56df6bBad6b3b4e5‘8fd7ch033’8a476b8 containing the unique data files
for the Assembly districts, from which the statewide and individual district- maps
are created.

2. State Senate. Resolution of August 15, 2011 certifying the statewide California
Senate maps were-approved by the Commission in the manner required by
Section 2 of Article XXI of the California Constitution; a copy. of the statewide
Senate map; copies of the 40 individual Senate districts; and a*“disc” labeled
crc_20110815_senate_certified_statewide.zip:SHA-1:
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14cdde]26ddc5bdee94616737657491 8£3082d6b containing the unique data files
for the Senate districts, from which the statewide and individual district maps are
created.

State Board of Equalization. Resolution of August 15, 2011 certifying the
statewide California Board of Equalization maps were approved by the
Commission in the manner required by Section 2 of Article XXI of the California
Constitution; a copy of the statewide Board of Equalization map; copies of the
four individual Board of Equalization districts; and a “disc™ labeled

¢rc.20110815_boe_certified_statewide: ZipSHA-1:

3dd8d0f132581 8b97429f987c03663ba036ece1 d containing the unique data files
for the Board of Equalization districts from which the statewide and individual
district maps are created.

Congressional Districts. Resolution of August 15, 2011 certifying the statewide
California Congressional districts were approved by the Commission in the
manner required by Section 2 of Article XX1 of the California Constitution; a
copy of the statewide Congressional map; copies of the 53 individual
Conycss‘lonai districts; and‘a “disc” labeled

cré_20110815_congress_ certified_statewide.zip SHA-1:
1893¢0695a42454a20215b1ef43 3abff6b491db9 containing the unique data files
for the Congressional districts from which the. statewide and individual district
maps are created. '

Final Report. A copy of the final report prepared as required by Section 2(h), of
Arlicle XX1 of the California Constitution.

It has been an honor for the Commission to serve the people of the State of California.

Sincerely,

J
[ L7 : - N \
(/’LL{)‘%/ 72/6;-'9"’- / x/ (/N)ﬁ{/ﬁm B e N s et

Vincent Barabba. ' "Gabufo Aguirre I\)
Acting Chair Acting Vice Chair

On Behalf of the California Citizens On Behalf of the California Citizens
Redistricting Commission Redistricting Commission
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~ FILED
1n the office of the Secretary of State
of the State of California

AUG 15200

Resolution
California Citizens Redistricting Commission
Certification of Statewide Assembly Map

August 15,2011

Whereas, on July 29, 2011 the California Citizens Redistricting Commission (Commiission)
voted to approve for posting and pubiic-‘co_nun,ent the statewide Assembly Map (Assembly Map).
referred to-as the preliminary final Assembly Map; and,

Wheress, on August 15, 2011, pursuant to Article XXI, Section 2(¢)(5) of the Califomnia
Constitution, the Commission voted to adopt as final the Assembly Map, identified by
cre_20110815_assembly_certified_statewide.zip and secure hash algorithm (SHA-1) number
323d2c56df6bf3ad6b3baes8fd7¢5d0338a476b8.

Now, therefo}e, be it resolved, that pursuant to Article XXI, Section 2 (g) of the California
Constitution, the Assembly Map, identified with the above referenced SHA -1 is hereby Gertified
by the Commiission and shall be delivered forthwith to the California Secretary of State; and,

Resolved further. that the menibers of the Commissiori have affixed their signatures to this
Resolution.

—

Stanley™Kafbes! Commissioner (DTS)

Cok Ml

Angélo Ancheta, Commissioner (D) Connic Galambos-Mallpy, C mjissioner (DTS)
! ) -/7/‘,.,7“— p - 4 p] : sl :

Vincent B/a/m/x/ljba,CoE}missioncrv(R) L% “Gif” Ontai, Commissioner (R) )

P A e T ‘ . A (AtAF

2 ] <f ) by 4 W ;
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Marid Blanco, Conymissioner (IZ ‘M. Andre Parvenu, Commissioner (DTS).

Cynthia Dai, Couunissioncf (D) T Jeafine Raya, CommissiongfAD)