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Anthony Mejia

From: info@redistrictpd.org
Sent: Monday, October 9, 2023 3:25 PM
To: CityClerk; 
Subject: Palm Desert Redistricting - New submission from Contact Us

Name����
���� Anonymous NA����
Email����
���� gmail@gmail.com����
Message����

����
Given there is going to be an explosion of growth in north Palm Desert, I believe north Palm Desert should be divided into two 
districts. If possible, I think the properties along the mid valley channel should stay in a single district. For the remaining district in 
north PD, I think it should try to stay below Country Club Drive, as those north of Country Club have shared issues such as blow 
sand and new development.����

��

��





From:
To: Anthony Mejia
Cc: Todd Hileman; Chris Escobedo
Subject: Districts Roll-Out
Date: Friday, November 3, 2023 12:52:42 PM

Hi Anthony,

This message is from Ralph Perry.  Greetings! 

I have been thinking about the roll-out of the five districts.  As you know, many
residents invested a lot of communication and coordinating to promote the Five
Districts. 

As we know, the district decision was a contentious topic. That's why I believe it
would be best to keep the rollout as easy for the public to understand as possible.  To
limit confusion with the new voting process, I suggest the districts should be grouped
and rolled-out in numerical order. 

For 2024 we could have Districts 1, 2 and 3 be on the ballot.  Then in 2026 we could
finish off with 4 and 5.  I know this is up to debate and the city council's approval. At a
future correct time, I plan on speaking at a council meeting regarding this. 

Thank you for everything you have done and are currently doing.  Many residents do
appreciate and support you and your team for your thoughtful hard work. 

Kind regards,
Ralph Perry 



From:
To: Anthony Mejia
Subject: Comments of Draft Map 102b and 103b
Date: Wednesday, November 8, 2023 11:29:02 AM

Dear Palm Desert Council Members,

I believe the map I authored (#102/103) not only satisfies the expectations of the people of
Palm Desert but is also fully compliant with the expressed requirements. 

Simply put, Map 102/103 makes the most sense especially when compared to other
submissions. This is accomplished because Map 102/103 primarily uses major roads as
boundaries and respects local traditions as to what constitutes "North" Palm Desert (north of
Country Club Drive) and "South" Palm Desert (south of HWY 111). The map also maintains
the integrity of long-standing neighborhoods such as Palm Desert Country Club and the Lakes
Country Club.

Pre-existing precinct boundaries are used throughout Map 102/103 except for along the east
end of the northern District #5 in order to keep Palm Valley Country Club in one district and
use Tamarisk Row Drive as a naturally smooth boundary to District #4 just south of I-10.
Furthermore, the Demographer created a small edit when correcting a glitch in their map
template resulting in Map 102b/103b in which a small portion of land north of HWY 111 at
Deep Canyon Rd. was added to the proposed "South" district. After researching other
alternatives to resolve their glitch, I find their edit to be the simplest solution in order to
maintain population balance.

In summary, I recommend the Council consider adopting Map 102/103 or, more likely,
102b/103b because the boundaries throughout the new districts are the most logical and easy
to identify, longstanding traditions for neighborhood identity are respected, and all compliance
requirements with regards to population and contiguousness are met.

Thank you,
Gregg Akkerman
Palm Desert resident and Chair of the Parks and Recreation Committee



From:
To: Anthony Mejia
Subject: RE: Comments of Draft Map 102b and 103b
Date: Wednesday, November 8, 2023 4:43:40 AM
Attachments: 50th-partyintheparke-sig b2e08c57-46c7-4d3a-9b32-d091a9bc7c9f.png

B06AF5B1EE104219B12337B8C98733D6.png

Hi Anthony,
First my plan was to divide from 2 to 5 relatively equal districts by population
without impacting district 1.
Mike Morsch
 
Sent from Mail for Windows
 

From: Anthony Mejia
Sent: Tuesday, November 7, 2023 3:07 PM
To: Anthony Mejia
Subject: Comments of Draft Map 102b and 103b
 
Good afternoon:
 
As the author of Map 102/103, I want to ensure that you are aware that you are welcome to submit
written comments on the rationale for the draft map. Providing such comments is helpful to the City
Council in understand the reasoning behind said map. If you desire to submit written comments,
please provide your comments by Thursday, November 9, by 2:30 p.m., so that your comments will

be included with the staff report. Otherwise, any comments submitted after November 9th will be
provided to the City Council and posted to the website in a supplemental packet.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
      

Anthony Mejia
City Clerk
760.776.6304
amejia@palmdesert.gov | www.palmdesert.gov
73510 Fred Waring Drive, Palm Desert, CA, 92260

 
 





From:
To: CityClerk
Subject: Comments on City Maps
Date: Wednesday, November 8, 2023 3:47:31 PM

Hello,

I've reviewed the redistricting maps and my vote is for #104. It has the most intuitive
boundaries.

Thank you,
Laura Freeman
Palm Desert



From:
To: CityClerk
Subject: Redistricted Map
Date: Wednesday, November 8, 2023 3:42:09 PM

Anthony,
I would like to vote for map 102b/103b.  After looking at the other maps, I feel this is the best
map for several reasons. It takes into consideration the set boundaries on the city map, divides
PD districts into fairly equal population, and complies with the legal documentation already
established.  The need for district representation by city council members is crucial to
building and maintaining a great city environment. When residents have representation by a
person who lives in that designated area, it makes a huge difference. I know because that is
what I was accustomed to before I moved here.
Sincerely,
Debbie Green

Palm Desert, CA 92260





From:
To: CityClerk
Subject: Comment on city maps
Date: Thursday, November 9, 2023 10:35:15 PM

I support map 102b/103b submitted by G. Akkerman.

Kelly Ellis



From:
To: CityClerk
Subject: Map for City of Palm Desert
Date: Thursday, November 9, 2023 11:44:03 AM

Good day Anthony,

Can you include this email for our council members?  Mr. Gregg Akkerman submitted
his map for the Five Districts.  In my opinion, his submission is the most thoughtful
and appropriate outline I have seen. I convey this for the following reasons: 

* The boundaries are the most logical and easy to identify while other map
proposals are more confusing
* Longstanding traditions for neighborhood identity are respected
* All compliance requirements with regards to population and contiguousness
are met

I look forward to the council's conversation on this on November 16th.  

All the Best,

Ralph Perry 
City Volunteer 
Parks and Recreation Committee
Library Taskforce 



From:
To: CityClerk
Subject: Comments on City Maps
Date: Friday, November 10, 2023 8:04:48 AM

As a resident of Palm Desert, I'm writing to express my support for the Redisctricting Map
103b as submitted by Gregg Akkerman.  I believe the boundaries therein to be understandable
and to retain the most neighborhood identity. It's my understanding that it is in population
compliance per the demographer.

Thanks
-Mark Freeman



From:
To: CityClerk
Subject: Comments on city redistricting maps
Date: Friday, November 10, 2023 12:43:51 PM

To Anthony Mejia:

Please note for the record that I am in support of Map 102b/103b for the following reasons:

1. The boundaries are the most logical and easy to identify while other map proposals are
more confusing.  Non-contiguous neighborhoods don’t make sense for a voting district.
My neighborhood on Hovley Lane west is wholly contained in proposed District 3.

2. Longstanding traditions for neighborhood identity are respected
3. As I understand them, all compliance requirements with regards to population and

contiguousness are met

Doug Brown

Pal, Desert CA 92260



From:
To: CityClerk
Subject: Opposition to Maps 105/109
Date: Monday, November 13, 2023 9:23:57 PM
Importance: High

Mr. Mejia-

Please file my comment as opposition to Maps 105/109 for the public record.

The purpose of this exercise is to provide the residents of Palm Desert with local
representation within the cities jurisdiction and to ensure the local government complies with
State of CA laws, specifically the Voting Rights Act.
Every resident of Palm Desert loves the city we call home despite our position on the topic of
local jurisdiction and/or districts within the City of Palm Desert.  My personal view of
establishing districts within Palm Desert will only further enhance and increase the overall
effectiveness of future councils.  By having a councilperson who resides in the district it will
provide a unique perspective on the needs of those citizens in that area in order to prioritize
the needs of those citizens.

For the reasons mentioned above I am voicing my steadfast opposition to the following maps:

Map 105, while the demographer mentions, “Maps 105/109 achieve a greater balance in
dividing “future population" growth in North Palm Desert.”

Future population growth.  One cannot determine the percentage of growth that will
actually occur in the north over the next 5 to 7 years.  Just because there are planned
and/or approved projects those projects could take several years on average to complete.
Once completed they have to be leased and/or purchased before we get to the point of
counting new residents for the purposes of drawing district lines.  My own community
and surrounding parcel was started in 2016/17 timeframe and to date there are still 7
parcels yet to be purchased and/or developed as originally planned for future
development.  Nobody has a crystal ball to accurately predict future growth therefore we
should base our district boundaries and decision on actual residents data available today.
What happens if a developer pulls out of a project for whatever reason like the
Monterey Ridge on Dick Kelly Blvd which still stands incomplete today.  Domani is
another example of a planned community which was projected to be complete years ago
and was left unfinished for some time until Lennar finished it recently, and could
negatively affect drawing a district on proposed/future growth.  The demograhphers 
language says, you “may consider” it doesn’t say "you must".  This decision should be
left to a future council when and if the time comes to bifurcate the northern district.
One of the western borders (Gerald Ford and Rembrandt Parkway) goes through a
singular community (i.e. The Gallery).  The western half of the gallery will be in 1
district while the eastern half of the gallery will be in another and what I consider to be
in conflict of CA point 2….Minimizing division of neighborhood and communities of
interest) and possibly another prohibited criteria.
The district also  creates a massive geographic area that goes from our northern most 
areas to our CA-111 which is defeats the purpose of districting for a specific area.





From:
To: CouncilMeeting Comments
Subject: Nov. 16 meeting re: 5 District Maps
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2023 12:52:46 PM

Dear Sir/Madam:
        I am a resident of Palm Desert and write to encourage the Council to vote for the “Ackerman” map which
leaves the Northern District intact. I believe doing so fulfills the intention of re-drawing the maps in the first place as
it ensures that each district is represented by an individual who actually resides in that district. Consequently, the
very real needs and concerns of each individual district can be more readily identified and addressed.
        I appreciate your kind consideration.
Very truly yours,
Linda DeMetrick

Public Comment Item 12a - Page 4



From:
To: CouncilMeeting Comments
Subject: 5 District Map
Date: Friday, November 10, 2023 11:36:19 AM

Please support the Akerman map & leave the north in tact - no mega districts in the city!

Public Comment Item 12a - Page 7



From:
To: CouncilMeeting Comments
Subject: 5 Districts map
Date: Friday, November 10, 2023 4:05:36 PM

I support the 5 Districts map submitted by Gregg Akkerman.  This map makes the most sense
and is the best way to fairly represent all the people of Palm Desert.  
Mary J Morris 
Resident of Palm Desert 

Public Comment Item 12a - Page 8



From:
To: CouncilMeeting Comments
Subject: Fwd: District Maps
Date: Saturday, November 11, 2023 11:57:17 AM

Dear City Councilmembers, 

I would like to give my support for the maps labeled 102B and 103B as they appear to be the
same map prepared by Gregg Akkerman. These maps reflect, I believe the intent of districting
as it sets the parameters clearly in the northern part of the city, which have unique issues in
common.   

Thank you in advance for considering my input.

Dennis Steele
Palm Desert resident

Public Comment Item 12a - Page 9



From:
To: CouncilMeeting Comments
Subject: Public Comment for Agenda Item 12a Redistricting Maps
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2023 1:54:43 PM

I am asking the Palm Desert City Council not to support maps 105 or 109 because they fail to
achieve the required criteria.

These maps take a drastically different approach to redistricting by creating “tall” districts in
the north part of the city based on future population growth, but this creates inherent problems.

Firstly, according to the staff report, the city may consider “Future Population Growth” ONLY
if all Federal and State criteria have been met, but the districts drawn in maps 105 and 109 do
not satisfy this threshold. 

Specifically, the criteria from the California Voting Rights Act states that new districts must
“minimize the division of neighborhoods and ‘communities of interest,’” and maps 105 and
109 fall short of this requirement.

For example, residents of north Palm Desert often cite living conditions considerably different
than the rest of the city due to wind and sand, binding them together as a community of
interest. And yet, these maps propose districts that run from the northern reaches of the city all
the way to the south as far as Fred Waring Drive and even Highway 111. Those district
boundaries would obliterate Country Club Drive as the traditional demarcation of north and
south portions of the city, thus diluting the collective voice of northern residents and
destroying longstanding communities of interest--making the adoption of such a map non-
compliant with the California Voting Rights Act and exposing the city to litigation.

Secondly, the Palm Springs Unified School District includes all of Palm Desert north of Frank
Sinatra Drive. However, maps 105 and 109 would split this area, dividing yet another
longstanding community of interest.

Lastly, an expectation of redistricting is to provide each district a designated council member
who would share the daily life experiences of his/her constituents. However, maps 105 and
109 would create the potential for a council member who supposedly represents the mindset of
the north but might actually live well south of Country Club Drive.

To conclude, the districts as drawn on maps 105 and 109 are inherently non-compliant with
the California Voting Rights Act, divide multiple communities of interest, dilute the collective
voice of voters in north Palm Desert, and reduce the quality of representation by future council
members.

Therefore, I urge the council to remove maps 105 and 109 from consideration and instead
focus on the remaining submissions that respect communities of interest and Palm Desert
tradition.

Thank you,
Gregg Akkerman
Palm Desert Resident, Chair of Parks and Recreation Committee
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