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PUBLIC HEARING AND A SPECIAL MEETING OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
OF THE UPPER SAN GABRIEL VALLEY MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT
602 E. HUNTINGTON DRIVE, SUITE B, MONROVIA, CALIFORNIA 91016

8:00 A.M. — March 16, 2022

Pursuant to the newly adopted provisions of the Brown Act and consistent with the Board’s resolution ratifying the declaration of a state
of emergency by the State of California in response to the COVID-19 pandemic, the Upper District held a public hearing and special
meeting of the Board of Directors via Zoom teleconference on March 16, 2022 at the hour of 8:00 a.m.

ROLL CALL

OTHERS PRESENT

ADOPTION OF AGENDA

PUBLIC COMMENT

CONSENT CALENDAR

PUBLIC HEARING REGARDING UPPER
DISTRICT’S 2020 CENSUS/
REDISTRICTING PLAN AND MAP
REVIEW

DIRECTORS Chavez, Trevifio, Garcia, Santana, and Fellow.
PRESENT:

DIRECTORS None.

ABSENT:
STAFF Tom Love, General Manager; Martin Koczanowicz, District
PRESENT: Counsel; Jenny Savron, District Engineer; Evelyn Rodriguez,

Director of Finance and Administration; Patricia Cortez,
Director of Government and Community Affairs; Venessa
Navarrette, Executive Assistant; Ruben Gallegos, Project
Assistant; Jennifer Aguilar, Water Use Efficiency Analyst; and
Nichol Delgado, Government and Community Affairs
Representative.

Cynthia Sternquist, Javier Vargas, Ted Gerber, Jorge Marquez, and Jeff Helsley.

On motion by Secretary Garcia, seconded by Director Fellow, the agenda was
unanimously adopted by the following roll call vote:

FELLOW: AYE
TREVINO: AYE
GARCIA: AYE
SANTANA: AYE
CHAVEZ: AYE

None.
Secretary Garcia moved to approve Consent Calendar items (a) and (b). Director

Fellow seconded the motion, which was unanimously approved by the following
roll call vote:

FELLOW: AYE
TREVINO: AYE
GARCIA: AYE
SANTANA: AYE
CHAVEZ: AYE

(@ Minutes of a regular meeting of the Board of Directors held on March 9, 2022 at
8:00 a.m.

(b) Resolution No. 03-22-635, Re-ratifying the Proclamation of a State of Emergency
by Governor Newsom and Reauthorizing Remote Teleconference Meetings.

President Chavez opened the public hearing by requesting that staff provide a
report.

The General Manager discussed the process and timeline for Upper District’s 2020
Census/redistricting plan and map review. He stated that there is a deadline of
April 17, 2022, to adopt the final boundaries. He explained that there have been
seven meetings where board input and public comments have been accepted thus
far. He shared the current district boundary map, as well as Public Map 1, Public
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Map 2, and Public Map 3 for consideration. The General Manager reported all
potential changes and detailed the boundary lines of all three public maps for board
consideration and discussion. He explained that all three proposed public maps
fit within the legal guidelines for deviation on census data. He stated that an
anticipated fourth map was not submitted after all.

President Chavez asked about the deadline to submit maps. The General Manager
stated that the last day to submit maps to the county is April 17, 2022. President
Chavez asked when the last day for the District to receive maps is. The General
Manager stated that the decision rests on the Board.

President Chavez asked if there were any questions from the directors prior to
public comment.

The General Manager clarified that Board discussion would be available after
public comments due to the nature of the public hearing and stated that the required
public hearings have been met. He stated that if the Board decides to move
forward and adopt a map, no additional map submissions will be considered after
today’s board meeting. He added that staff will need at least two weeks prior to
the April 17" deadline to prepare the legal description of the district boundaries.

District Counsel suggested that another public map would require additional
public hearings and special board meetings, delaying the process.

President Chavez restated District Counsel’s comments for clarification. President
Chavez then asked whether the existing map of the district’s boundaries is
considered a submitted map.

The General Manager stated that the existing map is not considered a publicly
submitted map but is presented for consideration along with the other maps.

President Chavez reopened the floor for public comments related to the public
hearing.

The Executive Assistant read into record the public comments submitted by the
following persons in advance of the board meeting. Copies of the written
comments are also included as Attachment 1 to the minutes.

o Bryan Cook, City Manager of Temple City, requesting to keep the
current district boundaries.

o Marla Provencio, requesting to keep current district boundaries, or adopt
Public Map 2.

o Jimmy Martinez, requesting to keep existing map or adopt map “reo.”

o Noel Palmieri, resident of Temple City, requesting to keep the existing
district boundaries.

o Cynthia Sternquist, Mayor Pro Tem for City of Temple City, requested
that the existing district boundaries remain the same and be adopted by
the board.

o Danielle Cardona requested that Public Map 1 be adopted by the Board
and submitted a circulated petition from Temple City residents.

The Government and Community Affairs Representative read into record
additional public comments submitted by the following persons in advance of the
board meeting. Copies of the written comments are also included as Attachment
1 to the minutes.
o Jessica Ancona, Mayor of City of EI Monte, requesting to keep existing
district boundaries, or adopt Public Map 2.
o Mary Sneed, resident of Arcadia, requesting to keep the existing district
boundaries.
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o Cynthia Travis Vance, resident of Temple City, requesting to keep the
existing map or adopt Public Map 3, or Map “to.”

o Jorge Marquez, Mayor of City of Covina; Robert Gonzales, Mayor of
Azusa; Jesse Avila, Mayor Pro Tem of Azusa; Emmanuel Estrada,
Mayor of Baldwin Park; Alma Puente, Mayor Pro Tem of El Monte;
Andrew Mendez,  Councilmember of Azusa; Maria Morales,
Councilmember of EI Monte; Valerie Munoz, Councilmember of La
Puente; Nadia Mendoza, Councilmember of La Puente; Brian Tabatabai,
Councilmember of West Covina; and James Toma, Mayor of West
Covina (Ret.), requesting to adopt Public Map 1.

o Yennie Lam, resident of San Gabriel, requesting to keep current district
boundaries or adopt Public Map 2.

o Melissa Demirci requesting Public Map 2 to be adopted.

o Jose and Dawn Tarin, residents of Temple City, requesting the adoption
of the existing map boundaries.

President Chavez asked a clarifying question for District Counsel on whether a
person who has already submitted written comment can also provide oral public
comment. The District Counsel clarified and stated that the person is limited to
only three minutes of public comment; therefore, a person would not be allowed
to provide both if the three-minute limitation has been met. He stated that it is up
to the discretion of the chair to extend the time limit.

No oral public comments were received.

President Chavez asked a clarifying question on whether this meeting was the
third and final public hearing on the redistricting item. The General Manager
stated that the Board has an opportunity to approve a preferred boundary map and
adopt a resolution.

President Chavez stated that the Board meeting is next Wednesday on March 23,
2022 at 8:00 AM where this item will be presented again. The General Manager
clarified that if the Board adopts a preferred boundary map today, then a board
meeting will not be needed next week.

District Counsel recommended continuing the public hearing to date certain if the
Board of Directors desires to continue discussion, keeping the public hearing
open until a decision is taken by the Board.

President Chavez congratulated staff, his colleagues and the public in identifying
issues with redistricting and applauded the professionalism by all involved. He
expressed dismay over claims of conspiracies surrounding the process. He
emphasized the transparency and discretion observed during the redistricting
process.

President Chavez opened the floor for board discussion.

Vice President Santana thanked staff and her colleagues on the process. She stated
that she is supporting Map 1 as it aligns with city and school district boundaries
and corrects many of the boundary lines from previous redistricting years.

Director Fellow thanked all those who provided public comment and
acknowledged the input and engagement from residents. He stated that the
redistricting does not affect water retailers’ boundaries. He expressed interest in
putting together a map that combines the foothill cities into one division to better
assist those communities in securing resources for watershed restoration. He
applauded the transparency and expressed readiness to vote today.
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Vice President Santana moved to approve Map 1 for submission. The General
Manager clarified that the motion should be adjusted to insert the resolution
language. The District Counsel also mentioned that a motion to close the public
hearing is needed.

Vice President Santana made a motion to: 1) close the public hearing; 2) approve
preferred boundary Map 1; and 3) adopt Resolution No. 03-22-636, Repealing
Resolution No. 1-12-507 and Relocating, Fixing and Determining the Boundaries
of the Five Divisions of the District.

The General Manager stated that staff will prepare the legal language to be
submitted to Los Angeles County.

On maotion by Vice President Santana, seconded by Secretary Garcia, the public
hearing was closed, preferred boundary Map 1 was approved, and Resolution No.
03-22-636, Repealing Resolution No. 1-12-507 and Relocating, Fixing and
Determining the Boundaries of the Five Divisions of the District was adopted by
the following roll call vote:

FELLOW: AYE
TREVINO: NAY
GARCIA: AYE
SANTANA: AYE
CHAVEZ: ABSTAIN

Director Fellow reiterated there is still a lot of work to do. He mentioned that there
is a serious drought and encouraged continued water conservation and education.
Director Fellow praised the Director of Government and Community Affairs for
her excellent work on conservation and outreach programs. He mentioned that
Upper District needs to be more innovative and industrious to prepare for the
drought.

Treasurer Trevifio agreed with Director Fellow on focusing on continued water
conservation. He mentioned that he was inclined to move forward with Map 2 and
his decisions were guided by policy. He stated that the district is now a political
one.

Secretary Garcia commended staff in facilitating the redistricting process. She
stated she is focused on educating the public on water supply and the drought,
absent of political agendas.

Vice President Santana stated that she sought out public opinion during the process
and that when the redistricting process comes up again, it will be a much easier
process. She commended and congratulated outgoing Mayor of Covina Jorge
Marquez and incoming Mayor Patty Cortez, and thanked Patty for her excellent
work in water and the city.

President Chavez explained his abstention on the redistricting motion. He
mentioned that his prospective house may be in District 5 which is the reason he
abstained on Map 1.

The General Manager stated that the March 23, 2022 Board of Directors of
Meeting has been cancelled due to lack of agenda items.

None.
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President Chavez asked if there was any other business to come before the Board.
There being none, the meeting was duly adjourned to a regular meeting of the Board
of Directors to be held on April 13, 2022, at 8:00 a.m. via teleconference or the most
rapid means of communication available at the time.

%
6823CO00AA394A1

PRESIDENT
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Attachment 1

From: Bryan Cook <bcook@templecity.us>

Sent: Monday, March 14, 2022 8:01 PM

To: Venessa Navarrette; Ruben Gallegos

Subject: Temple City - Public Comment - Item &, Redistricting - March 16th meeting

Honorable Board Members,

| respectfully write to the Board again on behalf of the City of Temple City regarding your consideration for redistricting
during your upcoming public hearing on March 16™. The City respectfully reiterates that we have had a long history of
representation defined by the current district boundaries with both commeon and diverse communities of interest.

Therefore maintaining the district boundaries as currently configured will provide both continuity and keep intact long-
standing stakeholder relationships and collaboration on issues of City-wide and region-wide significance. From what can
be seen of the maps presented on your website, if the Board were to consider any alternative to the current district
boundaries, Map-2 appears to represent a more similar district boundary configuration to what currently exists within
Temple City. Map 1 is a significant change to the current district boundaries. Again, please consider keeping in place
the current district boundaries.

Additionally, it has been tough to distinguish and see the changes between alternative maps. The maps as presented on
the website are in a low-resolution format which does not help residents and other stakeholders clearly identify the
differences between maps. Due to the lower resolution quality of the maps shown on the website and agenda, these
maps provide a broad view of the proposed district boundaries, still making it difficult for interested parties and
residents of Temple City to distinguish between any proposed changes.

Thank you again for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Bryan Cook

City Manager
City of Temple City
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Dear Directors: Chavez, Santana, Trevino, Garcia, and Fellow.

The existing map has been the preferred map to date as evident
by the public comment testimony that had been placed into the
record for the past four meetings. Map two would also be an
acceptable map as it suggests a small tweak in the existing map
and has the least impact on the existing map.

In the few discussions that have taken place on redistricting, it
was the will of the board of directors that the process could be
done in house where there would be minor tweaking of thesis.
Map two introduced by director Garcia far exceeds the concept of
minor tweaking and is not what was agreed upon for discussion
items moving forward in this process.

I'm hopeful that you all will do what has been asked by your
constituents, which have included mayors Council-members, City
Managers that you serve and residents of the cities of El Monte,
Temple City, Rosemead, Duarte and Monrovia. | believe that the
process for redistricting should have been more transparent if the
amount of changes introduced in map two were to be presented
and discussed.

I'm also hopeful that all directors will vote for the will of the people
as read and heard during public comment testimony.

Selecting a map should be free of self-interest or political interest
which protects incumbent seats during an election year.

Detailed discussion on the rationale of each map and why it is
being presented is needed and | look forward to a healthy
discussion on the subject.

Sincerely,

Marla Provencio

Marla Provencio | Chief Creative Strategist
LUSSIER |4100 W. Alameda Ave. 4th Floor | Burbank CA 91505
3238781960 | WWW.LUSSIER. TV
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From: Jimmy M <imjmuna@gmail.com >
Sent: Tuesday. March 15, 2022 8:03 PM
To: Tom Love
Cc: Venessa Navarrette
Subject: Public comment for special meeting on 4/16!

Dear directors, Chavez Santana Trevino Garcia and Santana.

My neighbor just told me that the Proposal maps where we read districting are on the upper San Gabriel Valley
municipal water district website. | was challenged to find them easily. After reviewing them, | would ask that only the
existing map and map to be considered for future adoption. Map reo is very similar to the existing map boundaries that
Temple City currently is In alignment with. With the recent sale of East Pasadena water company, The residence in the
area of Director Garcia's proposed changes in Temple City would prove unsettling and yet provide the residence with
another unwelcome change. In a very short period of time

Im hopeful there are going to be meetings in person soon in which | can attend. Most public agencies are opening to the
public now that there is a low transmission rate of Covid In Los Angeles County.

Things have been closed for way too long and It's time for meetings to be in person so constituents can come in to
speak on items in person.

Thank you for your time and service to my community.

Sincerely,

Jimmy Martinez

El — Jimmy Martinez
Audio Engineer
Los Angeles | Manila | Nashville
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From: MNoel Palmieri <noelprealtor@hotmail.com=
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2022 2:50 PM
To: Venessa Navarretter Tom Love: Trevinocmitwater@yahoo.com
Subject: Water district boundaries

Dear Directors, Fellow, Chavez, Garcia, Santana and Trevino,

I am writing to you in support of keeping the current water districts bound as they currently are.
The general manager reported that the population on within the district decreased by about
1,000 people, the change between divisions resulted in the average standard deviation decreasing
from 2.9% in 2010 to 2.2% in 2020. He explained that this equates to the divisions being more
equal in terms of population size Legal Counsel reported that the current Upper District
boundaries meet both state and federal legislation and are fully defensible.

There has been a lack of transparency in this process and cities were not informed via their city
managers. If there is a public relations person, why did they not share that information at public
meetings long ago via zoom meetings. If there is no public relations person on the District’s
payroll, why didn’t directors participate and inform their constituents via city Council meetings by
zoom. Was this an attempt to push through a process that did not include the public; it sure
SEEms So.

After listening to the audio tape of the last public hearing there was very little information an
each map with no explanation as to why a map was being presented. The Garcia map had eleven
changes and there was no discussion on what benefit the individual changes provided.

When Director Santana asked if the process was done correctly, there was mention of a workshop
that was given. In looking at the agenda, it stated that a workshop was held at the last meeting. |
heard no information or interaction with directors or the general manager or anyone else on staff
that could constitute something called a workshop. There was no overlay of maps to make things
clear and no discussion on individual maps and one Director was told that he could ask questions
during his comments period. | don’t believe that was a truly a workshop but labeled as such to
meet a requirement of the redistricting process and was given to the Directors and the public.

The current map meets and exceeds in some areas all state requirements. It was also fully vetted
during a very detailed and engaging process in 2010- 2011. Voting for a map that was created and
presented in a very non-transparent and difficult to read manner would be not in the best interest
of your constituency.

I'm hopeful you will be responsible and choose the map that has served your cities well.

Thank you,
Palmieri Family
Resident of Temple City
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From: Cynthia Sternquist <csternquist@templecity.us>
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2022 8:44 AM
To: Venessa Navarrette
Cc: Tom Love; santana@usgvmud.org; chavez@usgvmud.org; fellow@usgvmud.org;
Garcia@usgvmud.org; Charles Trevino
Subject: Public comment 3-16

Honorable Board Members, Santana, Trevino, Chavez, Fellow and Garcia:

I am writing to the Board again on behalf of the City of Temple City regarding your consideration for redistricting. We
have had a long history of representation defined by the current district boundaries with both common and diverse
communities of interest.

Therefore, maintaining the district boundaries as currently configured will provide both continuity and keep intact long-
standing stakeholder relationships and collaboration on issues of City-wide and region-wide significance.

if the Board were to consider any alternative to the current district boundaries, Map-2 appears to represent a more
similar district boundary configuration to what currently exists within Temple City. Map 1 is a significant change to the
current district boundaries. Map 3 has minimal changes and would also be an acceptable choice. Director Garcias’s map
is the outlier of those presented and warrants little consideration for adoption. It has too many Changes and does not
take into consideration the majority of public comment given. Map two and the Trevino Maps would be acceptable
alternatives as they do take into consideration the majority of public comment given.

Additionally, it has been tough to distinguish and see the changes between alternative maps. The maps as presented on
the website are in a low-resolution format which does not help residents and other stakeholders clearly identify the
differences between maps. Due to the lower resolution quality of the maps shown on the website and agenda, these
maps provide a broad view of the proposed district boundaries, still making it difficult for interested parties and
residents of Temple City and the other cities distinguish between any proposed changes.

Thank you again for your consideration and responsiveness to the residents of the San Gabriel Valley.
Sincerely,
Cynthia Sternquist

City of Temple City
Mayor Pro-tem
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Petition to The Upper San Gabriel Valley Municipal Water

District Board of Directors
Directors Fellow, Trevino, Chaw@and Santana
We, the undersigned, petition the Upper SGV Municipal Water Board of Directarsto

support redistricting according to the lines shawn in “Public Map 1* that is on the
Upper District Website. The current division boundaries for Temple City are
confusing. The newly drawn boundaries in Map 1 are easier to communicate and
don’t require looking up the district map to understand. The proposed boundaries
also coincide with school district boundaries which will help school staff and
students better communicate with the appropriate District representative.

In this time of climate change and drought, community outreach from our Water
. District is becoming more and more important. This needs to be a top priority when
considering Division lines, The proposed boundary changes make community

outreach easier without affecting Temple City’s history of being represented by both
Division 1 and Division 2 Directors.

We urge the Board to adopt this improved map for the long-term benefit of both
Temple City and Upper District.

Name Address Signature
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Petition to The Upper San Gabriel Valley Municipal Water
District Board of Directors

Directors Fellow, Trevino, Chavez, Garcia, and Santana

We, the undersigned, petition the Upper SGV Municipal Water Board of Directors to
support redistricting according to the lines shown in “Public Map 1" that is on the
Upper District Website. The current division boundaries for Temple City are
confusing. The newly drawn boundaries in Map 1 are easier to communicate and
don't require looking up the district map to understand. The proposed boundaries
also coincide with school district boundaries which will help school staff and
students better communicate with the appropriate District representative.

In this time of climate change and drought, community outreach from our Water
District is becoming more and more important. This needs to be a top priority when
considering Division lines. The proposed boundary changes make community
outreach easier without affecting Temple City’s history of being represented by both
Division 1 and Division 2 Directors.

We urge the Board to adopt this improved map for the long-term benefit of both
Temple City and Upper District.

Name Address Signature
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Petition to The Upper San Gabriel Valley Municipal Water
District Board of Directors

Directors Fellow, Trevino, Chavez, Garcia, and Santana

We, the undersigned, petition the Upper SGV Municipal Water Board of Directors to
support redistricting according to the lines shown in “Public Map 1” that is on the

Upper District Website. The current division boundaries for Temple City are
confusing. The newly drawn boundaries in Map 1 are easier to communicate and
don’t require looking up the district map to understand. The proposed boundaries
also coincide with school district boundaries which will help school staff and
students better communicate with the appropriate District representative.

In this time of climate change and drought, community outreach from our Water
District is becoming more and more important. This needs to be a top priority when
considering Division lines. The proposed boundary changes make community

outreach easier without affecting Temple City’s history of being represented by both
Division 1 and Division 2 Directors.

We urge the Board to adopt this improved map for the long-term benefit of both
Temple City and Upper District.

Name Address Signature
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From: Jessica Ancona <mayor.jessicaancona@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2022 6:53 AM
To: Venessa Navarrette
Cc: cmtwater@yahoo.com; Tom Love
Subject: Redistricting Boundaries - Public Hearing Comment

Honorable Board Members, Chavez, Trevino, Santana, Garcia and Fellow,

| am writing again to reiterate to the Board on behalf of the residents regarding your consideration for
redistricting during your upcoming continued public hearing on March 16™. The City had a long
history of representation defined by the current district boundaries with both common and diverse
communities of interest. Therefore maintaining the district boundaries as currently configured will
provide both continuity and keep intact long-standing stakeholder relationships and collaboration on
issues of City-wide and region-wide significance. From what can be seen of the maps presented on
your website, if the Board were to consider any alternative to the current district boundaries, Map-2
appears to represent a more similar district boundary configuration to what currently exists within El
Monte. Map 1 is a significant change to the current district boundaries. Again, please consider
keeping in place the current district boundaries. Additionally, it has been tough to distinguish and
see the changes between alternative maps. The maps as presented on the website are in a low-
resolution format which does not help residents and other stakeholders clearly identify the differences
between maps. Due to the lower resolution quality of the maps shown on the website and agenda,
these maps provide a broad view of the proposed district boundaries, still making it difficult for
interested parties and residents of El Monte to distinguish between any proposed changes. Thank
you again for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Jessica Ancona
Mayor of El Monte
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From: Mary Sneed <msneedtc@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2022 9:14 AM
To: Venessa Navarrette

Dear Honorable Directors, My husband snd | am are long time residents of Arcadia We are writing to you
to ask you to keep the current map in place and not redistrict as the current map meets meet all
demographic requirements. To use tax payers money to fix something that isn’t broken is irresponsible
and can be better used to support cities with water conservation Thank you, Mary Sneed Gene Sneed

From: Cindy Vance <cindylovesart@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2022 3:46 PM

To: Venessa Navarrette

Cc: Tom Love

Subject: Public comment March 16, 2022

Dear directors, Santana, Trevino, Garcia, Travis, and fellow, | am writing to you too support the existing map
on file or map to. Map to has minimal changes and is what the public would like to have if indeed a change is
made. Map three would also be a good choice if map one or the existing map is not selected. | believe it
appeals to most people that | have spoken to that live in Temple city and the surrounding cities in the area in
which | have many friends.

| cannot find any information anywhere regarding the workshop that Tom Love spoke of. All | could hear, was
the general manager saying that there were three maps and an existing map. When one Director asked a
guestion, he was told to wait until his public comment time. Did | miss the workshop?

If all these maps had been well vetted at community meetings, with information sent to city managers, and
public officials, it would be much easier to move forward with any of the maps. But because one map seems to
be so different from the others and have the majority of changes, it is difficult to understand how that could
move forward with such a lack of public information.

| look forward to meeting you all in person as | plan to be more engaged along with my neighbors in what the
upper San Gabriel Valley Municipal Water District does and how it serves my community.

Thank You for your time,

sincerely,

Cynthia Travis Vance,

resident of Temple city
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From: Jorge A. Marquez <JMarquez@covinaca.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2022 2:29 PM
To: Venessa Navarrette
Subject: PUBLIC COMMENT: SGV Local Elected Officials Support: Map 1

Good Morning Directors,

Last week | sent an email regarding local support from local elected officals within the San Gabriel Valley who suppor
Public Map One. | have updated the list with a couple more supporters.

Robert Gonzales

Mayor of Azusa

Emmanuel Estrada
Mayor of Baldwin Park

Jorge Marquez
Mayor of Covina

Jesse Avila
Mayor Pro Tem of Azusa

Alma Puente
Mayor Pro Tem of El Monte

Andrew Mendez
Councilmember of Azusa

Maria Morales
Councilmember of El Monte

Valerie Munoz
Councilmember of La Puente

Nadia Mendoza
Councilmember of La Puente

Brian Tabatabai
Councilmember of West Covina

James Toma
Mayor of West Covina (Ret.)

Please consolidate cities as best as you can.

Best Regards,
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From: Yennie Lam <yennie79@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2022 8:03 PM
To: Tom Love
Cc: Venessa Navarrette
Subject: Public comment for Special Meeting on 4/16

Dear honorable Directors;

Garcia Santana Trevino, Chavez and Fellow,

| am a resident of San Gabriel that lives on the border of Temple city. | would respectfully ask to consider only maps for
redistricting that do not change the boundaries of Temple City, San Gabriel and other cities. After reviewing the maps on
the upper District website which were very difficult to read or enlarge without losing resolution, | believe that map one
significantly changes the boundaries of numerous cities

within the upper San Gabriel Valley municipal water District boundaries. | would urge the directors to choose only the
existing map or map two to develop a resolution for and move forward with.

| am a student at Pasadena city College and gave input to a redistricting commission/committee that was set up by the
college in 2021 which | believe was either in November or December with a final map chosen in February.

What has been the process for the upper San Gabriel Valley municipal water district to date and who was

Family | would also like this to be notice of a public records request to gather information regarding the dates and
processes that the district used to arrive at today’s discussion. | am hopeful that if none of the maps are selected today
to move forward with that there be at least two more public hearings in which testimony can be made. Also, now that
the county and CDC have reduced the Covid transmission rate from high to low, that the district will have open,
community meetings on this issue at in person meetings. The public wants to be engaged in this topic and so far there
has been minimal engagement and it has been very difficult to understand what has been a regular meeting or public
meeting. It seems that those have been changed the day before along with the naming of the meeting on the agenda at
Government relations meetings held the day before a scheduled public hearing. The district should provide concise
communication to its constituents about properly noticed meetings before they are change from public hearing
meetings to regular meetings with no discussion from directors on the redistricting issue.

| have also reviewed the redistricting process for the recent process of Pasadena city College, Three Valleys water
District, San Gabriel water District, as well as The majority of other water districts. |

Could not find one that did the redistricting process without a hired professional demographer or a redistricting
committee/commission appointed by the agency.

All of them, have had a very concise and clear process that they followed and completed by the end of February to
submit to Los Angeles County. They also had either a redistricting committee set up such as Pasadena city college did
recently and three Valleys water District. The upper districts past practice including the one in 2010 2011 included a
hired consultant who did extensive public outreach and community meetings. If a map such as the one proposed by
Director Garcia is to be considered,

Why wasn't a professional hired and the best practice of all the other agencies put into place?

The only reasonable thing at this point, would be to keep the existing map or choose a map that has very little changes
that would be acceptable to all the people you have taken public comment from.

| can be reached at this email address if any board of directors would wish to contact me.

Yen Lam
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Melissa Demirci <mel.demirci@gmail.com>
Tuesday, March 15, 2022 12:43 PM
Venessa Navarrette

Tom Love; Cmtwater@yahoo.com

Public Comment 3/16

Dear Honorable Directors,

13151

I am submitting this as a public comment to ask that map 2 is the map that should be selected. It was done

professionally and based solely on the majority of public comment.

It is free from Directors bias or political agendas. Map 3 would also be a good alternative.

I encourage the Districts Board of Directors to listen to the people that called in or emailed.

Signatures collected by walkers using voting lists is done in isolation and not during a public hearing.

There is no guarantee of the accuracy of information being shared is accurate.

Again, please only consider the existing map, map two or map three.

Sincerely,

Mel

Mel Demirci
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From: Dawn Tarin <dawntarin@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2022 2:58 PM
To: Venessa Navarrette
Cc: tom@usgvmwd
Subject: Water District Boundaries

Dear Directors Fellow, Chavez, Garcia, Santana and Trevino,

| am writing to you in support of keeping the current water districts boundaries as they currently are. The
general manager reported that the population within the district decreased by about 1,000 people, the
change between divisions resulted in the average standard deviation decreasing from 2.9% in 2010 to 2.2% in
2020. He explained that this equates to the divisions being more equal in terms of population size at this time.
The GM shared that the current regulations require that the standard deviation be less than 10%, which
makes the need to redistrict any of the divisions unwarranted.

The General Managers report that the current ethnic diversity of the District, as a whole, as well as each
division having a majority-minority population, lends further argument for keeping the districts as is.
Furthermore, Legal Counsel reported that the current Upper District boundaries meet both state and federal
legislation and are fully defensible.

The City of Temple City just went through the redistricting process with Los Angeles County which caused
much confusion and concern with our residents. After numerous and well publicized community meetings
both Temple City and Arcadia were kept in the same districts due to residents' input to stay the same!

| would urge the directors to vote to keep the status quo, and agree with vice president Santana that “it would
be irresponsible to spend money on something that is unnecessary, and which could cost the District up to
$50,000. That money could be better used to enhance the Districts water education programs. Let’s not fix
what isn’t broken as supported by the data provided to the directors, and public at your last meeting. Thank
you for all the work you do for our communities.

Sincerely,
Long Term Temple City Residents
Jose & Dawn Tarin

9189 Jaylee Drive
Temple City, CA
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From: Lori Scinta <lilscinta@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2022 9:58 PM
To: Venessa Navarrette
Ce: Tom Love; cmitwater@yahoo.com
Subject: Keep current Temple City water district boundaries

Dear to whom it may concern:

Please keep the Temple City water district boundaries as in Map 2. It currently meets all state requirements.
This map has served our city well and please make only slight boundary adjustments, if at all.

Thank you for your consideration,

Lori Scinta, Temple City resident

Sent from my iPad
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