














database, in dbf or similar database format;
>
> 3) the steps used by the statewide database to process hyphenated and
other non-standard surnames
>
>
>
> Thanks!
>
>
>
> Justin Levitt
>
>~ National Demographics Corporation
>
>
>
> From: Bulbuk, Leslie (mailto:Leslie.Bulbuk@asm.ca.gov)
> Sent: Monday, May 16, 2011 5:07 PM
> To: rcallender@valleywater.org; djohnnson@NDCresearch.com
> Subject: Response to SCVYWD RAC letter re Filipino voters and the
> statewide
voter database
>
>
>
> Hello Rick and Doug,
>
>
>
> | wanted fo touch base with you regarding the result of the lefter
> sent by
the Santa Clara Valley Water District?s Redistricting Advisory Committee, dated April 19,
2011, and related to
> the issue with the California Statewide Voter Database and
> Hispanic/Latino
last names not being re-run through the Asian filters.
>
>
>
> | received a voicemail late last week from Ethan Jones, the lead
consultant on the Assembly Elections and Redistricting Committee, and reached him today
via phone.
>
>
>
> Mr. Jones indicated that he had spoken to Secretary of State?s office,
> and
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they are willing fo provide NDC with the voter file, in order to enable Hispanic/Latino last
names through an

> Asian filter in order to identify potential Filipino voters.

b

>

>

> Mr. Jones also let me know that Mr. Johnson should contact the

> Elections

Division of the Secretary of State?s office, and they would provide the applicable voter file. If
you experience

> any issues with getting this information, please do let me know so |
> may

inform Mr, Jones.

>

>

>

> Please do let me know if you have any guestions or concerns, and |
> will be

happy to further assist in any way | can.

>

>

>

> [Regards,

>

> Leslie

>

> -
>

> Leslie Bulbuk
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> Office of Assemblymember Paul Fong
>

> 274 Castro Street, Suite 202

>

> Mountain View, CA 94041

>

> 650.210.2000

>
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Rachael Gibson

From: Wagaman, Michael [Michael. Wagaman@asm.ca.gov]

Sent: Monday, August 01, 2011 11:04 AM

To: Graham, Andrea

Cc: Yoakam, Douglas; Jones, Ethan; Rick Callender; Rachael Gibson; Stan Yamamoto;
karin@cain.berkeley.edu

Subiject: Santa Clara Water District Redistricting Request

Attachments: MW memoresurnameissuew-riedits(00149888a).docx

Please see the attached memo regarding the Santa Clara Water District redistricting request.







TO: Assemblymember Paul Fong

FROM: Michael Wagaman, Speaker’s Office of Member Services
DATE: August1, 2011

RE: Santa Clara Valley Water District

(6 Ethan Jones, California State Assembly Committee on Elections and Redistricting
Douglas Yoakam, Senate Republican Caucus
Karin Mac Donald, Statewide Database
Rick Callender, Santa Clara Valley Water District
Rachael Gibson, Santa Clara Valley Water District
Stan Yamamoto, Santa Clara Valley Water District

Your staff was recently forwarded an e-mail from Douglas Johnson of National Demographics
Corporation (NDC) that contained incomplete information and inaccurate characterizations regarding a
recent conversation. The purpose of this memo is to outline:
e The history of legislative interactions relating to the requests of the Santa Clara Valley Water
District (District);
e A more accurate description of the substance of my conversation with Mr. Johnson; and,
e A potential option for the Legislature to assist the District in its redistricting efforts.

Several months ago Mr. Johnson expressed concerns that the current methodology for applying
surname dictionaries to statement of registration by the Statewide Database (SWDB) was resulting in an
undercount of Filipinos. His particular concern was that the Spanish surname dictionary was first
applied to the file and then the Filipino surname dictionary was applied only to those records that did
not flag as Spanish. He requested that the Filipino surname be run against all records. As some
surnames are in both the Spanish and Filipino surname dictionaries some voters would be double
counted as both Spanish and Filipino using this methodology.

We reviewed Mr. Johnson’s request and concluded that his methodology would result in greater overall
inaccuracy in the database as it would cause a large number of voters to be flagged as Filipino in areas
with very small Filipino communities but very large Latino communities. Because the purpose of the
Statewide Database is to provide a single, uniform, statewide redistricting dataset and not a tailored
database for individual jurisdictions and because of the double counting issue, we declined to use Mr.
Johnson’s methodology.

Mr. Johnson then contacted Douglas Yoakam from the Senate Republican Caucus to request that those
voters whose surnames were in both the Filipino and Spanish dictionaries be placed in a separate
category. This request came in the month right before the release of the official redistricting database.
Bipartisan legislative staff agreed that the timing was not practical but that this would be studied after
the release of the database and Mr. Johnson was so informed. It was also agreed that this option would
be studied in the context of the accuracy of the statewide database and not the impacts on the accuracy
in any one jurisdiction.

Mr. Johnson was also told that if this timeline did not meet the needs of his clients he always had the
option of purchasing a copy of the voter file from either the Secretary of State or the relevant county




election official. He could then apply whatever surname dictionaries in whatever matter he saw fit to
meet the needs of the District. Because | had not heard anything since, | assumed that this was the
direction the District had pursued.

We still intend to review whether the alternative methodology proposed by Mr. Johnson will improve
the accuracy of the redistricting database. However the timeline of this review must be driven by the
statewide charge of the SWDB and not the desires of any individual vendor or District.

Last week Ethan Jones from the Assembly Elections Committee forwarded me an e-mail from Mr.
Johnson complaining that the SWDB had rejected his request to receive the individual voter records

used to create the official redistricting database. After conferring with our Senate Republican colleagues,
I contacted Mr. Johnson and informed him that:

1) As a matter of policy the SWDB was setup to create a single, uniform statewide database and could
not respond to requests from individual jurisdictions to reprocess the data to fit their particular needs. |
emphasized this was particularly true due to ongoing SWDB funding cuts;

2) As a matter of policy the SWDB did not release individual voter information. lalso informed him that
there were technical barriers as neither the SWDB nor their third-party vendor were set up to
accommodate such requests. Despite Mr. Johnson’s characterizations to the contrary, | believe these
are real problems that would make it difficult to accommodate the request; and,

3) If the official redistricting database did not meet the needs of his clients, he remained free to obtain a
copy of the voter file from either the Secretary of State or county election officials. These are not new
policies or policies created by myself. Further their application in this situation was the result of
bipartisan legislative conferral.

In speaking with Mr. Johnson it became clear that he was in fact not requesting the raw voter
registration data files, but rather the intermediate files after the raw files had been processed but
before they had been aggregated. | questioned the value of such files as the entire basis of the request
was that these files were processed applying surname dictionaries using a methodology that did not
meet the needs of his clients.

I know you have expressed an interest in helping the District if possible within the policy and technical
limitations. Therefore | conducted a review this weekend of Legislative files and found a copy of the
Secretary of State statewide voter file from immediately after the November 2010 election. While such
a file is not the intermediate file requested by Mr. Johnson, it would allow for an apples-to-apples
comparison to the data provided by the SWDB, because these files are dated from the same time frame.
Thus, National Demographics could easily obtain a similar file directly from the Secretary of State by
completing a simple two page form and paying a nominal fee is a matter between the District and its
vendor.

If the District wishes to utilize this file, I can provide them a link and password to download the files
immediately. Please note that should they take advantage of this option, they and their vendors will be
bound by the restrictions and penalties for the misuse of individual voter data contained in the Elections
Code.



Rachael Gibson

From: Rick Callender

Sent: Tuesday, August 02, 2011 9:57 AM
To: Rachael Gibson

Subject: Fw: Filipinos in the statewide database

Please send to Leslie, and add this to packet.
R

Rick L. Callender

Government Relations Manager
Office of the CEO

Santa Clara Valley Water District
408-483-1936 cell

408-265-2600 office
408-265-2607 ext. 2017

From: Bulbuk, Leslie <Leslie.Bulbuk@asm.ca.gov>
To: 'Douglas Johnson' <djohnson@ndcresearch.com>
Cc: Rick Callender

Sent: Tue Aug 02 09:43:56 2011

Subject: RE: Filipinos in the statewide database

Hi Doug,

| spoke with Ethan late last evening, and he told me that Mike Wagaman had responded to the Water District. | have not
seen the response, but assume that you have access to it on your end.

Please let me know if you need further assistance.

Thanks!
-Leslie

From: Douglas Johnson [mailto:djohnson@ndcresearch.com]
Sent: Friday, July 29, 2011 4:51 PM

To: Bulbuk, Leslie

Subject: FW: Filipinos in the statewide database

From: Douglas Johnson [mailto:djohnson@NDCresearch.com]
Sent: Friday, July 29, 2011 10:59 AM

To: 'Stan Yamamoto'; 'Rick Callender'; 'Rachael Gibson'

Cc: 'Marguerite Leoni'; 'Justin Levitt'

Subject: Filipinos in the statewide database

Bad news: after the early indication that we could have the data needed to identify the Filipino/Hispanic

surname overlap in the statewide database data, NDC first went to the Secretary of State (as directed) for the

data. They eventually directed us to the Statewide Database team at UC Berkeley, who turned down the

request. We then went back to the Asm. Elections Committee staff for assistance, and it was disappointing to

hear yesterday from Mike Wagaman of the Assembly staff that the decision was to not provide the data. |

appreciated Mr. Wagaman taking the time to talk with me, but disappointed that his position is that they do
1




not release the database, only the results. He says that they will eventually release description on how they
build the database, but that it is not available yet and will not be available in the immediate future.

This leaves us stuck. Wagaman said our only option is to get the raw voter registration data from the county
and run the surname lists ourselves. We can do that, but it will not be an apples to apples comparison because
we have no way of knowing the methodology and process used by the statewide folks to create the data (such
as what do they do with hyphenated names).

I think the first step is to ask Asm. Fong's staff if there's anything they can do or if the message from staff is the
final decision. | suspect they have already been consulted and agreed with the decision, but it's worth

checking just in case. If you agree, would you like me to contact her or would you prefer to ask her about this?
One key thing for the Assemblymember to know: Mike threw up lots of technical challenges and objections
when we first started our discussion (and I'm sure he raised them with the Assemblymember too), but none of
those are real obstacles. The file that we need is easy to provide if they want to provide (especially since we
only need Santa Clara County). Mike and I talked through all of the technical side and eventually it clearly boils
down to a policy decision that they do not provide the database to anyone,

If approaching the Assemblymember does not free up the data, then it's a question of whether it is worth it to
run the County voter file. I'd suggest we discuss that as staff on Tuesday in our pre-meeting.

Thanks,

- Doug

Douglas Johnson

President

National Demographics Corporation (NDC)

djohnson@NDCresearch.com

m 310-200-2058



Santa ara Volleg Meeting Date:  08/16/11

Water District Agenda ltem:  6C
- ) Rick Callender
Staff. Stan Yamamoto
Contact (408) 265-2600 ext. 2017
Information: rcallender@valleywater.org

REDISTRICTING ADVISORY COMMITTEE
AGENDA MEMO

SUBJECT: Status Report on Other Redistricting Efforts in Santa Clara County
RECOMMENDATION:

That the Committee review the status of other redistricting efforts underway in Santa Clara
County.

SUMMARY:

As of the publication of the Committee’s agenda packet, eight agencies/school districts still are
in the process of redistricting or reviewing whether to redistrict their electoral boundaries,
including the California Citizens Redistricting Commission. Attachment 1 contains a brief status
update on each agency’s redistricting process.

On May 31, 2011, the City of San Jose’s Redistricting Advisory Commission recommended a
preferred plan for the City Council’'s consideration. The Commission is holding a special
meeting on August 8, 2011 at 6:30 at San Jose City Hall to discuss the presentation of that
preferred plan to the City Council at their August 23, 2011 meeting. The City Council is required
to adopt any changes to their electoral boundaries by October 31, 2011.

On July 29, 2011, the California Citizens Redistricting Commission released their final draft
maps for Congressional, State Senate, State Assembly, and State Board of Equalization
districts. The Commission is scheduled to hold two business meetings on August 13 and 14,
and then certify the final maps on August 15.

ATTACHMENTS:

Attachment 1: Status of Other Agencies’ Redistricting Efforts

Page 1 of 1
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Table 1: Status of Other Agencies’ and School Districts’ Redistricting Processes

Agency

Date Effort Starts

Date Effort Ends

Current Status

City of San Jose

Santa Clara County Board of
Education

Oak Grove School District

San Jose Unified School District

West Valley/Mission Community
College District

Foothill De Anza Community College
District

San Jose Evergreen Community
College District

California Citizens’ Redistricting
Commission

1/30/11

5/18/11

5/26/11

TBD

5/17/11

TBD

TBD

11/18/10

8/23/11

Late Fall- Ed. Code
requires completion
by Feb. 2012

TBD

TBD

TBD

TBD

TBD

8/15/11

The Advisory Commission has recommended Plan B. The Commission will
meet on Aug 8 to discuss presenting the plan to the City Council on August
23. The City Council must adopt any changes by October 31.

The Santa Clara County Committee on School District Organization last
met in July; their next meeting is August 10, where they will be continuing
discussion of rearranging trustee areas and reorganizing school districts.
The Board of Trustees hired a demographer in May to begin analyzing
their electoral boundaries. OGSD staff believes the process will take a few
monthes, if their electoral boundaries need further adjustment.

San Jose Unified plans to begin the redistricting process later this year;
precise start and end dates are not yet known.

The District Board reviewed their legal obligations/responsibilities relating
to redistricting in May, and anticipates beginning their process later this
year.

The District is analyzing whether to redistrict; if they choose to do so, they
would likely undertake it early next year and complete it within six
months.

The District is currently analyzing whether to redistrict; if the Board
chooses to do so, they would likely undertake it late this year or early next
year.

The Commission released final draft maps on July 29, and anticipates
certifying a map or maps to send to the Secretary of State by August 15.

Attachment 1
Pagelof1l
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Santa ara Volleg Meeting Date:  08/16/11

Water District Agenda ltem: 6D
- ) Rick Callender
Staff. Stan Yamamoto
Contact (408) 265-2600 ext. 2017
Information: rcallender@valleywater.org

REDISTRICTING ADVISORY COMMITTEE
AGENDA MEMO

SUBJECT: Media Articles

RECOMMENDATION:

That the Committee review any media articles relating to the District’s redistricting process that
have been published since the last regularly-scheduled Committee meeting.

SUMMARY:

Since the Committee’s last regularly-scheduled meeting on August 2, 2011, no media articles
have been published.

ATTACHMENTS:

None.
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