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CITY of SAN DIEGO 


MEMORANDUM 


FILE NO.: maps0510.gs r: . :. ~ . 
~ l ' . 


DATE : May 10, 1991 


TO : Honorable Mayor and City Council Members ::....·.;. .. 
- ·- c:..-- :' ~ - .-=. 


FROM : Coleman Conrad, Deputy City Manager 


SUBJECT : New City council District Maps 


Attached is a copy of Map E-1c, which was introduced by the 
Council on May 3, together with the statistical tables on 
population and racial/ethnic characteristics. 


We will submit a formal map to you when it has been adopted. In 
the meantime, we are also circulating copies to department heads 
so that they can begin to familiarize their staffs with the 
boundaries to assure that dock:;,r;fo~a--·tion~correct 'n the 


future. L~-.{_~ 
Coleman Conrad 
Deputy City Manager 


CC/GS/dct 


Attachments 


cc: Department Heads 
City Clerk 
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MapE-lC 
City of San Diego 


1990 Census Population and Ethnic Population Distribution 


Council Percent 
District From Avg. 


-5. 1"-' 
2 -3.3% 
3 2.5% 
4 3.3% 
5 3.5% 
6 ·1.4% 
7 -0.8% 
8 1.9% 


All Districts 


Council 
District 


1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 


Totals 


By Council District · 


- --· -- ··--- -
Total Percent Percent Percent Percent 


Population Hispanic \.lhite Black Asian/Pac. 
130,889 7.5X 78.5% 1.6% 12.0% 
134,171 12.5% 79.1% 4.8% 2.9% 
142,260 23.1% 56.5% 11.2% 8.3% 
143,407 27 .sx 20.6% 29.7% 21.4% 
143,734 8.7% 69.8% 3.5% 17.6% 
136,846 11.6% 76.8% 3.2% 7.7% 
137,747 11.1% 72.6% 7.2% 8.5% 
141,495 61.5% 19.3% 8.8% 9.8% 


1,110,549 20.7% 58. 7"-' 8.9X 11.1% 


MapE-lC 
City of San Diego 


Percent of City's Ethnicity 
By Council District 


Pet Total Percent Percent Percent Percent 
Population Hispanic \.lhite Black Asian/Pac. 


11.8% 4.3% 15.8% 2.1% 12.8% 
12.1% 7.3% 16.3% 6.6% 3.1% 
12.8% 14.3% 12.3% 16.1% 9.5% 
12.9% 17.2% 4.5% 43.1% 24.9% 
12.9% 5.4% 15.4% 5.1% 20.5% 
12.3% 6.9% 16.1% 4.4% 8.6% 
12.4% 6.6% 15.3% 10.0% 9.5% 
12.7"-' 37.9% 4.2% 12.6% 11.2% 


100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 


Percent 
Other 


0.4% 
O.?X 
0.9X 
O.?X 
0.5% 
O.?X 
0.6% 
0.6% 
0.6% 


Percent 
Other 


7.0% 
12.9X 
18.6% 
13.9X 
10.3% 
13.0% 
12.3% 
12.1% 


100.0% 


Percent 
Total 
100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 


05/03/91 
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MapE-l C 
City of San Diego 


1990 Census Population and Ethnic Population Distribution 
By 1990 Census Tract Within Council Districts 


Council Census Total Percent 
District Tract Notes Population Hispanic 


8001 SPLT 550 7.1X 
8101 4139 8.5~ 


8102 3076 5. 7'-' 
8200 3191 8.8:r. 
8301 SPLT 1158 4.4:r. 
8303 3521 7.9% 
8305 6303 8.2% 
8306 3482 4.8% 
8307 4000 4.2% 
8310 SPLT 3990 7.3% 
8311 2846 4.3:r. 
8312 3635 5.6X 
8313 2161 5.9X 
8314 7259 5.2~ 


8315 4606 6.8X 
8316 13032 7.8X 
8317 (P) 4043 7.1X 
8324 6825 3.8:r. 
8325 15954 9.8% 
8326 (P) 12238 6.7X 


17016 (P),SPLT 526 57.0~ 


17018 3243 10.8% 
17027 (P),SPLT 10865 8.9:r. 
17028 9910 7.9r. 
17106 (P) 142 2. 1" 
17302 (P) 189 9.0r. 
17304 (P) 5 o.o:r. 


District Total 130,889 7.5X 


(P): Census tract partially outside the City limits. 
SPLT: Census tract divided between two Council districts. 


Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent 
\Jhite Black Asian/Pac Other Total 
91.6% 0.4X 0.9% 0.0% 100.0% 
86.9% 1.4% 2.8% 0.5% 100.0~ 


92.2% 0.3% 1.3% 0.5% 100.0~ 


88.6% 0.8% 1.4X 0.3% 100.0% 
92.1% 0.2% 3.0% 0.3% 100.0~ 


88.6X 0.4X 3.0% o.ox 100.0~ 


66.6X 2.6X 21.7X o.8X 100.0~ 


87.3X 0.6% 7.2X 0.1:r. 100.0% 
88.5X 0.4% 6.5% 0.4X 100.0X 
87.1X 0.3% 5.2% 0.2X 100.0X 
92.8X 0.7X 2.0X 0.2X 100.0~ 


89.5X 0.5X 4.3X 0.2X 100.0% 
87.6X O.?X 5.2X 0.6X 100.0X 
84. 7'-' 1.2X 8.5X 0.4X 100.0% 
85.1X 1.4X 6.4X 0.3X 100.0X 
76.7X 2.3X 12.~ o.sx 100.0X 
78.7X 2.1X 11.4% 0.7X 100.0% 
91.2X 0.6X 4.2X 0.2X 100.0X 
64.0X 1.8X 24.0X o.sx 100.0X 
81.4X 0.5X 11.1X 0.3~ 100.0X 
40.3X o.ox 2.3X 0.4X 100.0% 
66.8X 4.3X 17.6X 0.5X 100.0X 
68.1X 4.3r. 18.5% 0.3r. 100.0X 
70.3r. 2.3X 19.1X 0.3X 100.0X 
97 .2r. o.ox 0.7X o.or. 100.0X 
87.8X o.ox 3.2X o.ox 100.0X 


100.0% o.or. o.o:r. o.ox 100.0X 


78.5X 1.6X 12.0X 0.4:r. 100.0% 


05/03/91 
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Map E-1 C 
City of San Diego 


1990 Census Population and Ethnic Population Distribution 
By 1990 Census Tract Within Council Districts 


Council 
District 


2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 


2 
2 


2 
2 
2 
2 
2 


2 
2 


2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 


2 
2 


2 
2 
2 


2 
2 


2 
2 


2 
2 


2 


District Total 


Census 
Tract 


100 
200 
400 
500 


5200 
5300 
5400 
5700 
5800 
6100 
6200 
6300 
6400 
6500 
6600 
6800 
6900 
7001 
7002 
7100 
7200 
7301 
7302 
7400 
7500 
7600 
7700 
7901 
7902 
8001 
9901 
9902 


Notes 


SPLT 
SPLT 


SPLT 
10103 (P),SPLT 
10104 
11300 (P) 


Total 
Population 


3108 
6016 
3296 
2865 
2688 
5245 
1902 
1418 
989 


2343 
226 


1782 
8315 
2277 
2041 
7135 
5187 
4103 
2939 
4785 
4904 
5059 
2096 
6468 
7329 
6864 
6675 
5102 
4232 
6111 


245 
2235 
4709 
3482 


0 


134,171 


Percent 
Hispanic 


6.5% 


Percent 
\.'hite 


91.4% 
8.9% 87.1X 


10. 9X 79.1% 
10.9X 81.5X 
22.0X 55.7X 
28.2X 51. 7X 
12.9X 71.5X 
24.5% 63.6X 
60.7'.4 33.3X 
28.7X 67.9% 
4.01. 90.3X 


18.0X 60.5% 
9.4X . 64.0X 


22.2X 71.0X 
14.9% 52.3% 
11.01. 78.3X 
7 .51. 88.6X 


12.3% . 82.2X 
5.2X 93.2% 
4.8/. 93.9% 
4.01. 93.2% 
7.3% 89.3X 
4.31. 94.0X 
8.3% 87.0X 
9.41. 86.1X 
6.1% 91.5X 
8.11. 88.3X 
8.4X 88.5% 


11 . 3X 
8.2% 
7 .3X 
7.8X 


44.5% 
25.01. 


NA 


12.5X 


85.9X 
89.2X 
75.9X 
72.6X 
45.0% 
57 .Sr. 


NA 


79.1% 


(P): Census tract partially outside the City limits. 
SPLT: Census tract divided between two Council districts. 


Percent 
Black 


0.4X 
1.6% 
5.5% 
3.8X 


16.5X 
15.2% 
10.8% 
7.1X 
5.2X 
2.0X 
3.1X 


17.5% 
21.7X 
3.1% 


17.1X 
6.5X 
1.4% 
2.1X 
0.2% 
0.1% 
0.4% 
1.2% 
0.1% 
2.0% 
2.0X 
0.4X 
l.OX 
l.OX 
O.?X 
0.6% 


13.5X 
16.1% 
4.2% 
2.3% 


NA 


4.8% 


Percent Percent Percent 
Asian/Pac Other Total 


1.5X 0.2% 100.0~ 


1.9X 
3.8X 
3.1X 
4.2::: 
4.0:: 
3.9X 
3.2X 
0.9X 
l.OX 
0.9:: 
2.5X 
4. 1X 
2.9X 


13.9:: 
3.8X 
1.9X 
2.6X 
1.3X 
0.9X 
1.9X 
1.4X 
1.1X 
2.1:: 
1.5X 
1.4X 
2.0X 
l.?X 
1.4X 
1.6X 
2.4X 
2.8X 
5.3X 


14.3X 
NA 


2.9X 


o.sx 100.0:: 
O.?X 100.0:: 
O.?X 100.0~ 


1.5X 100.0X 
l.OX 100.0:: 
0.9X 100.0X 
1.6::: 100.0~ 


O.OX 100.0X 
0.4X 100.0::: 
1.8X 100.0~ 


l.SX 100.0X 
0.8:4 100.0::: 
O.?X 100.0X 
1.8X 100.0X 
o.sx 100.0~ 


0.6% 100.0X 
o.sx 100.0% 
0.1% 100.0X 
0.3% 100.0~ 


0.4X 100.0~ 


0.8X 100.0X 
O.SX 100.0X 
0.5X 100.0::: 
l.OX 100.0X 
0.6% 100.0i: 
O.SX 100.0X 
0.4X 100.0X 
O.?X 100.0X 
0.4X 100.0X 
0.8X 100.0X 
O.?X 100.0X 
LOX 100.0X 
0.9X 100.0X 


NA NA 


O.?X 100.0X 


05/03/91 
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Map E-1 C 
City of San Diego 


1990 Census Population and Ethnic Population Distribution 
By 1990 Census Tract Within Council Districts 


Council Census Total Percent 
District Tract Notes Population Hispanic 


3 300 4564 8.7'% 


3 600 2602 13.6% 
3 700 35n 9.9X 
3 800 4007 13.9% 


3 900 5237 20.0% 
3 1000 4847 19.4% 
3 1100 3036 14.9% 
3 1200 5087 18.97. 
3 1300 5301 20.9X 
3 1400 3285 15.7'% 
3 1500 3981 19. 1X 
3 1600 4926 28.27. 


3 1700 4352 17.6% 
3 1800 5705 19. 1X 
3 1900 3on 11.6% 
3 2001 3492 8.0% 
3 2002 2721 6.7'% 
3 2100 5103 18.4% 
3 2200 7385 40.1% 


3 2300 7356 29.6% 
3 2400 8761 35.3% 


3 2501 5389 40.7'% 
3 2502 5342 30. 7"!. 


3 2600 10564 35.07. 
3 4200 SPLT 5518 19.07. 


3 4300 3847 17.97. 
3 4400 4286 33. 27. 


3 5500 1051 11.27. 


3 5600 2255 18.57. 
3 5900 2660 25.67. 


3 6000 2946 10.47. 


District Total 142,260 23.1% 


(P}: Census tract partially outside the City limits. 
SPLT: Census tract divided between two Council districts. 


Percent 
\lhite 


85.3% 
79.6% 
83.7'% 
72.8% 
62.8X 
66.67. 
71.4% 
60.8% 
62.1% 
72.2% 
69. 17. 
44.6% 
60.4% 
61.0X 
80.6X 
89.2X 
85.97. 
63.97. 
24.3% 
33.47. 
28.8% 
25.9% 
44 .47. 
24.4X 
72. 7"/. 
72.3% 
57.0X 
56.9X 
69.97. 
67.67. 
85.4% 


56.5% 


Percent Percent Percent Percent 
Black Asian/Pac Other Total 


3.0% 2.3% 0.6% 100.0% 
2.4% 3.8X 0.6X 100.0X 
3.0% 3.0X o.sx 100.0X 
5.1% 7.3X 0.9X 100.0::: 


11.7'% 4.6% 0.9X 100.0:: 
8.9% 4.0X 1.0% 100.0% 
9.2X 3.6% 1.0% 100.0::: 


14.1% 5.1X 
1. '" 


100.0X 
9.9X 6.0% 1.2% 100.0X 
6.17. 5.0X l.OX 100.0X 
6.87. 4.2X 0.9X 100.0X 


16.3% 9.7X 1.1X lOO.OX 
13.3X 7.9X 0.8::: 100.0::: 
12.3X 6.7X 0.9X 100.0::: 
1.67. 5.5X O.?X 100.0::: 
0.57. 1.8X 0.57. 100.0::: 
3.3% 3.7X 0.4% 100.0:: 
9.2% 7.6% 0.9X 100.0X 


17.1% 17.7X 0.8% 100.0% 
21 .57. 14.6X 0.9X 100.0!:: 
20.4% 14.3X 1.27. 100.0::: 
18.2X 13.9X 1.2X 100.0:: 
13.0% 11.04 1. Oi. 100.0!:: 
19.5X 20.1% 1.0% 100.0::: 
4.5% 3.2X 0.6X 100.0% 
5.3% 3.3% 1.2% 100.0% 
6.57. 2.4% 1.0% 100.0:: 


23.3% 7.2% 1.3% 100.0:: 
6.6% 3.9% 1.2% 100.0!:: 
3.6% 2.4% 0.8X 100.0::: 
1.9% 1.5% 0.8% 100.0::: 


11.2% 8.3% 0.9X 100.0% 


05/03/91 







-£ 


MapE-l C 
City of San Diego 


1990 Census Population and Ethnic Population Distribution 
By 1990 Census Tract Within Council Districts 


Council Census Total Percent 
District Tract llotes Population Hispanic 


4 2705 3687 17.9X 
4 2706 5573 20.2X 
4 3001 3996 25.1~ 


4 3002 (P) 8540 41.5X 
4 3101 3432 17.6X 
4 3102 14502 21.67. 
4 3103 5993 21.6X 
4 3105 3984 40.6X 
4 3107 (P) 4451 20.97. 
4 3109 3199 10.3X 
4 3110 10598 18.3X 
4 3201 5869 19.4X 
4 3202 (P) 4017 . 45.2i. 
4 3203 (P) 7202 29.1~ 


4 3208 (P) 6701 20. 1X 


4 3209 (P) 5065 17.0X 
4 3210 (P) 6723 15.5X 
4 3300 13674 33.31. 


4 3401 6087 15.8X 
4 3402 8695 41.9X 
4 3500 7987 63 .3X 
4 14100 CP) 3314 23. 5X 
4 14200 (P) 118 19.5X 


District Total 143,407 27.5X 


(P): Census tract partially outside the City limits. 
SPLT: Census tract divided between two Council districts. 


Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent 
\.lhite Black Asian/Pac Other Total 
49.0X 13.9X 18.2X 1.0X 1oo.o::; 
39.9X 31.0X 8.3X 0.6X 100.0X 
8.3X 61.6X 4.5X 0.6X 100.0X 


27.5X 24.5X 5.47. 1. 1X 10o.o::; 
5.0X 72.6X 4.4X 0.4X 100.0X 


10.6X 34.8X 32.47. 0.6X 100.0::; 
12.5X 55.3X 9. 9"-' O.?X 100.0X 
28. 1X 19. 1X 11.37. 0.9X 1oo.o::; 
27. 17. 27.3X 23.7X 1.0X 100.0X 
9.0X 4. 1X 75.9X O.?X 100.0::; 


14.8X 16.4X 50.2X 0.3X 100.0X 
31.1X 14.9X 33.7"-' 0.9X 100.0::: 
38.9X 4.6X 10.5X 0.8X 100.0X 
35.8X 11.0X 23 .5X 0.6X 100.0X 
28.6~ 23.3X 27.6X 0.4X 100.0X 
38.3~ 19.5X 24.57. O.?X 100.0X 
27.6X 1 1.6X 44.9X 0.4X 100.0::: 
5.2X 51.8X 9.0X o.rt. 100.0::: 


33.4X 41.6X 8.4X 0.8Y. 100.0::: 
4 .1X 33.4X 19.8X 0.8Y. 100.0X 
4.0X 28.8X 3.4X 0.6X 100.0X 


33. 9"-' 33.4X 8.6X o.r-' 100.0X 
46.67. 26.3X 7 .6Y. O.OY. 100.0X 


20.6/. 29. 7'/. 21.4X O.?X 100.0X 


05/03/91 
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MapE-l C 
City of San Diego 


1990 Census Population and Ethnic Population Distribution 
By 1990 Census Tract Within Council Districts 


Council Census Total Percent 


District Tract Notes Population Hispanic 


5 8318 10308 8.5% 


5 8319 14733 10.3% 


5 8320 6705 8. 1X 


5 8321 11057 8.3% 


5 8322 14477 8.8% 


5 8510 6341 11.8% 


5 8511 SPLT 927 8.2% 


5 8600 6916 25.8% 


5 8701 3562 10.0% 


5 9000 3714 22.4% 


5 9400 SPLT 3089 8.6% 


5 9504 SPLT 4021 5.8% 


5 17006 (P) 571 3.0% 


5 17014 2382 1.2% 


5 17015 4550 2.5% 


5 17016 (P),SPLT 8084 6.2% 


5 17019 6374 2.87. 


5 17022 5050 4.8"1. 


5 17023 (P) 7599 5. 7"-' 


5 17026 8713 5.5% 


5 17027 (P),SPLT 6508 5.7% 


5 17097 7644 6.2% 


5 17105 (P) 0 NA 


5 20401 (P) 3 33.3% 


5 20703 (P) 211 60.2% 


5 20706 (P) 31 32.3% 


5 20801 (P) 164 24.4% 


5 20804 (P) 0 NA 


District Total 143,734 8.n: 


(P): Census tract partially outside the City limits. 
SPLT: Census tract divided between two Council districts. 


Percent 
\Jhite 


55.9% 
61.8% 
64.n: 
58.2X 
58.4X 
75.5% 
83.6% 
34.1% 
64.0% 
43.6% 
71. 1X 
81.n: 
95.8% 
97.9% 
93.6% 
84.3"1. 
93.5% 
89.8% 
81.9% 
85.0% 
75.2% 
74.3% 


NA 
66.7".( 
38.9% 
67.n: 
74.4% 


NA 


69.8% 


Percent Percent Percent Percent 
Black Asian/Pac Other Total 


4.0X 31. 1X 0.5% 100.0~ 


5.6% 21.6% o.n: 100.0~ 


4.4% 22.3% 0.5X 100.0~ 


3.4X 29.6% 0.6~ 100.0% 
3.1X 29.1~ 0.5~ 100.0~ 


3.3% 8.6% 0.8% 100.0% 


0.1X 7.6% 0.5% 100.0~ 


6.2% 33.0% 0.9X 100.0% 
10.6% 14.5% 0.9% 100.0~ 


6.1% 27.1% 0.8% 100.0% 
13.9% 5.1% 1.2% 100.0% 
3.0% 9.0% 0.5% 100.0% 


0.0% 1.1% 0.2% 100.0% 
0.3% 0.3% 0.3% 100.0~ 


0.7".4 2.9"1. 0.4~ 100.0% 


1.4% 7.6"1. 0.4% 100.0% 
0.4X 3.2"1. 0.1% 100.0% 
1.n: 3.5% 0. 1X 100.0% 
1.6% 10.5% 0.3% 100.0% 
2.1"1. 7.1"1. 0.3% 100.0% 
1.8% 16.9% 0.4"1. 100.0% 
2.0% 17 .1"1. 0.4"1. 100.0% 


NA NA NA !o:A 


o.ox 0.07. o.ox 100.0% 
o.ox 0.9% o.ox 100.0% 
o.ox 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 
1.2% 0.0"1. o.ox 100.0X 


NA NA NA NA 


3.5% 17.6% 0.57. 100.0% 


05/03/91 
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Map E-1 C 
City of San Diego 


1990 Census Population and Ethnic Population Distribution 
By 1990 Census Tract Within Council Districts 


Council Census Total Percent 
District Tract Notes Population Hispanic 


6 7800 5979 19.87. 
6 7902 SPLT 5619 13.-r,( 
6 8002 2398 4.87. 
6 8301 SPLT 2152 5.57. 
6 8310 SPLT 768 5.7"-' 
6 8501 5576 9.67. 
6 8502 6381 13.57. 
6 8503 6466 10.-r,( 
6 8504 5833 11.37. 
6 8505 5822 11.57. 
6 8506 4059 15 .17. 
6 8507 7490 12.57. 
6 8509 6917 9.97. 
6 8511 SPLT 6 16.7"/. 
6 8597 4446 6.6Y. 
6 8598 2627 6.87. 
6 8702 5192 11.57. 
6 8800 6265 22.9X 
6 8901 4030 17.47. 
6 8902 1641 10.7"-' 
6 9101 5513 9.17. 
6 9102 2877 12.7"-' 
6 9103 3728 8.2X 
6 9104 2791 9.87. 
6 9105 7396 10.6:¥. 
6 9201 5039 11.3:¥. 
6 9202 3311 9. 1X 
6 9301 4196 10.17. 
6 9303 5797 9.0:¥. 
6 9304 2306 8.87. 
6 9603 SPLT 4225 8.4r. 


District Total 136,846 11. 67. 


(P): Census tract partially outside the City limits. 
SPLT: Census tract divided between two Council districts. 


Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent 
\Jh i te Black Asian/Pac Other Total 


72.7X 4.0X 3.3X 0.3X 100.0X 
82.9X 0.97. 1.9X 0.6X 100.0X 
93.5X 0.6X 0.9X 0.2X 100.0X 
91.4X 0.1X 2.67. 0.4X 100.0X 
90.01. 0.1X 4.2X o.ox 100.0X 
84.6X 0.8X 4.3X O.?X 100.0X 
78.07. 0.8X 6.8X 0.87. 100.0X 
84.6X 0.5X 3.5X O.?X 100.0X 
81.9X 0.8X 5.4X 0.67. 100.0X 
75.4X 1.7X 10.3X 1.0X 100.0X 
73.5X 1.8X 9.0X O.?X 100.0X 
73.6X 3.4X 9.5X 0.9X 100.0X 
75.2:4 5.17. 9.4X 0.4X 100.0X 
so.or. o.ox o.ox 33.3X 100.0X 
84.4X 1.5X 6.8X O.?X 100.0::: 
87.67. 1.0"1. 4.2X 0.4X 100.0X 
72.3:4 8.3r. 7.0"1. 0.9X 100.0X 
29.87. 8.67. 37.7X 1.07. 100.0X 
70.3X 2.7X 9.4"1. 0.2X 100.0X 
84. 5Y. 1.8X 2.3X O.?X 100.0::: 
85.47. O.?X 4.3X 0.47. 100.0X 
79.8:4 2.07. 4.7"-' 0.8X 100.0X 
88.67. 0.5:4 2.4X 0.37. 100.0X 
87.0X 0.87. 2.1X 0.3"1. 100.0l: 
83.5X 1.6X 3.7X 0.67. 100.0::: 
59.47. 14.6X 13.2X 1.4X 100.0): 
78.3:4 5.6X 5.97. 1.0"1. 100.0X 
72.6:4 5.8r. 10.7X O.?X 100.0::: 
76.1X 3.6X 10.6X O.?X 100.07. 
77.5"1. 6.07. ?.or. O.?X 100.07. 
84.1"1. 3.0r. 4.07. 0.37. 100.0X 


76.8:4 3.27. 7.7X O.?X 100.0X 


05/03/91 
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Map E-1 C 
City of San Diego 


1990 Census Population and Ethnic Population Distribution 
By 1990 Census Tract Within Council Districts 


Council Census Total Percent 


District Tract Notes Population Hispanic 


7 2701 10681 27.1~ 


7 2702 4516 13. 1X 


7 2703 5913 16.8X 


7 2704 6995 28.2~ 


7 2801 3213 8.5X 


7 2802 8864 9.3X 


7 2901 10356 8.4~ 


7 2902 4949 12. 1X 


7 2903 3350 11.6~ 


7 9400 SPLT 0 NA 


7 9501 13857 10.6X 


7 9502 3864 7.n 
7 9503 12471 6.5X 


7 9504 SPLT 19 31.6?: 


7 9602 3711 6.3Y. 


7 9603 SPLT 10 8o.or. 


7 9604 3232 8.1X 


7 9703 3548 8. 1X 


7 9704 5859 5.5X 


7 9705 3411 5. 9".4 


7 9706 7416 5.64 


7 9801 4634 5. 7".4 


7 9802 6309 9.1X 


7 9804 5310 7. 1X 


7 9805 5259 5.n 


7 16606 (P) 0 NA 


District Total 137,747 11.1X 


(P): Census tract partially outside the City limits. 
SPLT: Census tract divided between two Council districts. 


Percent 
\Jhite 
21.n 
64.2~ 


58.6~ 


26.4X 
81.n 
80.6X 
81.5X 
79.0X 
77.0~ 


NA 
66.24 
81.n 
80.4X 
68.4X 
88.8Y. 
10.0X 
85. 7".4 
86.9X 
86.84 
87.5X 
88.14 
88.9~ 


84.9X 
s6.n 
87.6X 


NA 


72.6~ 


Percent Percent Percent Percent 
Black Asian/Pac Other Total 
24.n 25.n 0.8~ 100.0~ 


13.4X 8.5X 0.8~ 100.0X 
15.5X 8.3X O.?X 100.0~ 


21.0~ 23.5X 0.9X 100.04 
2.2X 7.2X 0.4X 100.04 
4.8X 4.6X O.?X 100.04 
3.n 5.9X 0.5X 100.04 
2.9~ 5.3X 0.64 100.04 
3.4X 7.2X 0.94 100.04 


NA NA IIA NA 
12.04 10.14 1.14 100.04 
3.0X 7.2X 0.44 100.0~ 


2.8X 9.8X 0.54 100.04 
0.04 o.ox o.or. 100.04 
0.9X 3.6X 0.44 100.0X 
o.ox o.ox iO.OX 100.0X 
1. 7".4 3.3X 1. 1X 100.0X 
1.3X 3.4X 0.3X 100.0X 
3.3X 3.8X 0.6X 100.0X 
2.7".4 3.64 0.3X 100.0X 
2.0X 3.8X 0.5X 100.0X 
2.6X 2.7X 0.2X 100.0X 
2.3X 3.3X 0.4~ 100.0X 
1.6X 4.0X 0.5X 100.0X 
1.8X 4.7X 0.2X 100.0X 


NA NA IIA foiA 


7.2X 8.5X 0.6X 100.0X 


05/03/91 







Map E-1 C 
City of San Diego 


1990 Census Population and Ethnic Population Distribution 
By 1990 Census Tract Within Council Districts 


Council Census Total Percent 
District Tract Notes Population Hispanic 


8 3600 9676 80.0X 
8 3800 7889 9.3X 
8 3900 8257 75.6X 
8 4000 SPLT 4585 70.3X 
8 4100 5008 52.87. 
8 4200 SPLT 212 23.1X 
8 4500 6296 63.1X 
8 4600 2958 53.8X 
8 4700 2800 88.5X 
8 4800 5196 85.7X 
8 4900 5231 88.1X 
8 5000 3307 58.1X 
8 5100 2423 48.87. 
8 9902 SPLT 0 NA 
8 10001 (P) 4140 39.5X 
8 10002 9232 42.67. 
8 10003 6330 43.47. 
8 10004 5179 60. 7"-' 
8 10005 5885 81. 7"1. 
8 10007 (P) 1099 90 .41. 
8 10008 10421 91.51. 
8 10009 4471 86.2X 
8 10103 (P),SPLT 0 NA 
8 10106 8371 68.97. 
8 10107 (P) 5762 45.8X 
8 10108 11873 41.1X 
8 10109 4797 44.97. 
8 13201 (P) 26 96.2X 
8 13204 (P) 0 NA 
8 13304 (P) 71 59.27. 


District Total 141,495 61.5X 


(P): Census tract partially outside the City limits. 
SPLT: Census tract divided between two Council districts. 


Percent 
\.lhite 


3.81. 
65.4X 
2.7X 
2.7X 


22.3X 
69.87. 
24.6X 
30. 7"-' 
5.3X 
3.7X 
1.57. 


28.6X 
28.01. 


NA 
29.51. 
27.61. 
23.87. 
18.2X 
6. 7"--' 
8. 7"-' 
4.9X 
6.6:::: 


NA 
20.1X 
32.9X 
29 .57. 
23 .41. 
3.87. 


NA 
33.81. 


19.3X 


Percent Percent Percent Percent 
Black Asian/Pac Other Total 
12.2X 3.4X 0.6X 100.0:::: 
18.9X 5.1X 1.3X 100.0:::: 
19.6X 1.5% 0.5:::: 100.0X 
24.9X 1.5:::: 0.6X 1oo.o::;: 
21.0X 3.1X 0.8:::: 100.0X 


2.8:::: 4.2:::: o.ox 100.0X 
9.0:::: 2.5:::: 0.8:::: 100.0X 
5.4X 9.4% O.?X 100.0:::: 
3.9X 1.4:::: 1.0X 100.0::: 
9.5X 0.9X 0.3X 100.0::: 
8.9X 1. 1X 0.4X 100.0::: 


10.9X 1.7X O.?X 100.0); 
20.6X 0.8X 1.8X 100.0::: 


NA NA NA NA 
3.3:::: 27.1X 0.7:::: . 100.0::: 
6.1:::: 23.1X o.sx 100.0::: 
3.3r. 29.37. 0.3r. 100.0::: 
3.61. 17.27. 0 .4r. 100.0::: 
3.8r. ?.Sr. 0.4r. 100.0X 
o.sr. 0.1X 0.4X 100.0X 
1.6X 1.4X 0.57. 100.0X 
6.0:::: 0.81. 0.4:::: 100.0::: 


NA NA NA NA 
3.6:::: 6.8X 0.6X 100.0X 
4.2:::: 16.4X 0.7:::: 100.0X 
6.8:::: 22.2X o.sx 100.0X 
4.6:::: 26.6X 0.5:::: 100.0::: 
o.or. o.ox o.ox 100.0X 


NA NA NA NA 
o.ox 7.07. o.or. 100.0::: 


8.8:::: 9.8:::: 0.6X 100.0X 


05/03/91 








STOCK 1; 75- 3344 


COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 


INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE 


August 20, 1991 


TO: DON ABEL 


FROM:BOB LERNER l\ 


REDISTRICTING 


An observation: the~ e are three minority Supervisors on the 
Alameda County Board ... two of them were elected from 
predominantly white districts. 
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ALTERNATIVE: CAO Proposed Redistricting Plan A-2.1 
1990 CENSUS ETHNICITY/RACE SUMMARY BY SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 21-Aug-91 


~ ~ Census 
!Hispanic I 


Non-Hispanic 
Tract White Black Am.Ind Asian/PI Other 0 . 


Total Dist 1 476,252 192,550 207,846 32,961 2,272 39,618 1,005 
Percent of total 40.4% 43.6% 6.9% 0.5% 8.3% 0.2% 
Current Population 35.3% 46.8% 6.5% 0.5% 10.7% 0.2% 


Total Dist 2 524,449 56,889 435,407 11,961 • 3,916 15,721 555 
Percent of total 10.8% 83.0% 2.3% 0.7% 3.0% 0.1% 
Current Population 12.0% 81.1% 2.9% 0.8% 3.1% 0.1% 


Total Dist 3 524,931 51,179 413,638 10,148 1,848 47,591 527 
Percent of total 9.7% 78.8% 1.9% 0.4% 9.1% 0.1% 
Current Population 8.4% 78.9% 2.3% 0.4% 9.9% 0.1% 


Total Dist 4 483,573 101,385 241,195 73,073 2,699 64,133 1,088 
Percent of total 21.0% 49.9% 15.1% 0.6% 13.3% 0.2% 
Current Population 26.8% 46.2% 15.4% 0.5% 10.9% 0.2% 


Total Dist 5 488,811 108,778 335,195 21,755 4,315 18,081 687 
Percent of total 22.3% 68.6% 4.5% 0.9% 3.7% 0.1% 
Current Population 20.9% 70.9% 3.8% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 


Total County 2,498,016 510,781 1,633,281 149,898 15,050 185,144 3,862 
Percent of total 20.4% 65.4% 6.0% 0.6% 7.4% 0.2% 
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ALTERNATIVE: CAO Proposed Redistricting Plan C-A 
1990 CENSUS ETHNICITY/RACE SUMMARY BY SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 21-Aug-91 


~ Census L1:J !Hispanic I 
Non-Hispanic 


Tract White Black Am.Ind Asian/PI Other 0 . 


Total Dist 1 494,597 189,389 228,580 33,215 2,347 40,060 1,006 
Percent of total 38.3% 46.2% 6.7% 0.5% 8.1% 0.2% 
Current Population 35.3% 46.8% 6.5% 0.5% 10.7% 0.2% 


Total Dist 2 509,028 60,999 412,035 14,353 3,999 17,056 586 
Percent of total 12.0% 80.9% 2.8% 0.8% 3.4% 0.1% 
Current Population 12.0% 81.1% 2.9% 0.8% 3.1% 0.1% 


Total Dist 3 522,621 58,426 402,538 11,140 2,059 47,906 552 
Percent of total 11.2% 77.0% 2.1% 0.4% 9.2% 0.1% 
Current Population 8.4% 78.9% 2.3% 0.4% 9.9% 0.1% 


Total Dist 4 473,047 101,101 236,276 69,723 2,578 62,322 1,047 
Percent of total 21.4% 49.9% 14.7% 0.5% 13.2% 0.2% 
Current Population 26.8% 46.2% 15.4% 0.5% 10.9·% 0.2% 


Total Dist 5 498,723 100,866 353,852 21,467 4,067 17,800 671 
Percent of total 20.2% 71.0% 4.3% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 
Current Population 20.9% 70.9% 3.8% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 


Total County 2,498,016 510,781 1,633,281 149,898 15,050 185,144 3,862 
Percent of total 20.4% 65.4% 6.0% 0.6% 7.4% 0.2% 


• 
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ALTERNATIVE: ABNAAPC!CRG/HCC 
1990 CENSUS ETHNICITY/RACE SUMMARY BY SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICf 28-Aug-91 


~ Census ~ !Hispanic I 
Non-Hispanic 


Tract White Black Am.Ind Asian/PI Other 0 . 


Total Dist 1 470,224 210,410 170,431 39,475 2,275 46,449 1,184 
Percent of total 44.7% 36.2% 8.4% 0.5% 9.9% 0.3% 
Current Population 35.3% 46.8% 6.5% 0.5% 10.7% 0.2% 


Total Dist 2 519,180 60,395 422,981 14,623 3,981 16,610 590 
Percent of total 11.6% 81.5% 2.8% 0.8% 3.2% 0.1% 
Current Population 12.0% 81.1% 2.9% 0.8% 3.i% 0.1% 


Total Dist 3 517,369 57,874 422,608 11,660 2,108 22,565 554 
Percent of total 11.2% 81.7% 2.3% 0.4% 4.4% 0.1% 
Current Population 8.4% 78.9% 2.3% 0.4% 9.9% 0.1% 


Total Dist 4 483,556 75,517 261,887 62,213 2,363 80,723 853 
Percent of total 15.6% 54.2% 12.9% 0.5% 16.7% 0.2% 
Current Population 26.8% 46.2% 15.4% 0.5% 10.9% 0.2% 


Total Dist 5 507,687 106,585 355,374 21,927 4,323 18,797 681 
Percent of total 21.0% 70.0% 4.3% 0.9% 3.7% 0.1% 
Current Population 20.9% 70.9% 3.8% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 


Total County 2,498,016 510,781 1,633,281 149,898 15,050 185,144 3,862 
Percent of total 20.4% 65.4% 6.0% 0.6% 7.4% 0.2% 







INDIVIDUALS AND ORGANIZATIONS SUPPORTING 
THE AUGUST 21 I 1991 - E5 MAP 


.. ....... .,. 


Jndlvlduats. 


Ely Aguilar, Rancho Penasquitos 
Tony Aguilar. AAPC 
Greg Alabado, Chula VIsta 
Amy Aflen, San Diego 


-Willie Atrero, Paradise Hills 
Ferdl Balagtas, AAPC 


. . 
Dee Lew, Director, ABA 
Teodolfo & Ann LLamas, Mira Mesa 
Dolores Magdaleno, Logan Heights 
Raul Sliva Martinez, President, Camino 


Real Group 
Reily Mendoza, AAPC 
Pansy Miranda, Rancho Penasqultos. -Ricardo & Lily Bandola, Mira Mesa 


Esperanza Bartolomer Rancho Pen. 
Steve Castaneda, Regional Director 


· · - Jose· Mireles. CRG 


Mexican American Political Assoc. 
Roger & Ellen Chantengco, Rancho Pen. 
Gil Contreras, Lemon Grove 
Ben & Violy De Los Reyes, Mira Mesa 
Mila Denton, La Mesa 
AI Ducheny, Chairman, HCC 
Raymundo Elamparo, Mira Mesa 
Eddie & Cora Elejorde, Mira Mesa 
Henry Empeno, Sr., Paradise Hills 
Danny & Rose Empeno, Mira Mesa 
George & Iva Escalante, Paradise Hills 
Ben Fune, Mira Mesa 
Raul & Myrna Gloria, Rancho Pen. 
Lucy Gonsales, MPC 
Ruth Jaramillo, CAG 
Eduardo Johnston. Logan Heights 


Qrganlzatlons 


Asian Business Association (ABA) 
Asian American Political Coalition (AAPC) 
El Camino Real Group (CRG) 
Harborvlew Community Council (HOC) 


Bob & Helen Montecastro, Rancho Pen. 
Ben Monzon, Director, ABA 
Philip & Edna Monzon, Paradise Hills 
P.J. & Agnas Morales, Mira Mesa 
Raymundo Morales, Ranch Pen. 
Denise Moreno Ducheny, Logan Hts. 
Paul & Aida Ones, Rancho Penasquitos 
Gil Ontai, President, Asian American 


Business Assoc. 
Leticia Orje, AAPC 
Romeo Orje, Rancho PenasquHos 
Reynaldo Pisafio, Southeast 
Verna Quinn, Encanto 


· Buu-Van Raslh, AAPC 
Cris Ramos, AAPC 
Robert Tambuzi, Southeast 
Dr. Mlts Tomita, San Diego 
Paul Twlteger, Director, ABA 
Renton & Teresita Valledor. Ranch Pen. 
Ralph & Cora Vlado, Rancho Pen. 







ALTERNATIVE: San Diego Black Political Action Committee 
1990 CENSUS ETHNICITY/RACE SUMMARY BY SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 27-Aug-91 


~ Census ~ I Hispanic I 
Non-Hispanic 


Tract White Black Am.Ind Asian/PI Other 0 . 


Total Dist 1 482,024 161,875 249,752 25,147 2,431 41,865 954 
Percent of total 33.6% 51.8% 5.2% 0.5% 8.7% 0.2% 
Current Population 35.3% 46.8% 6.5% 0.5% 10.7% 0.2% 


Total Dist 2 521,542 69,300 424,905 8,263 3,966 14,601 507 
Percent of total 13.3% 81.5% 1.6% 0.8% 2.8% 0.1% 
Current Population 12.0% 81.1% 2.9% 0.8% 3.1% 0.1% 


Total Dist 3 502,377 42,091 399,947 10,341 1,840 47,644 514 
Percent of total 8.4% 79.6% 2.1% 0.4% 9.5% 0.1% 
Current Population 8.4% 78.9% 2.3% 0.4% 9.9% 0.1% 


Total Dist 4 506,946 138,569 215,964 84,741 2,824 63,619 1,229 
Percent of total 27.3% 42.6% 16.7% 0.6% 12.5% 0.2% 
Current Population 26.8% 46.2% 15.4% 0.5% 10.9% 0.2% 


Total Dist 5 485,127 98,946 342,713 21,406 3,989 17,415 658 
Percent of total 20.4% 70.6% 4.4% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 
Current Population 20.9% 70.9% 3.8% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 


Total County 2,498,016 510,781 1,633,281 149,898 15,050 185,144 3,862 
Percent of total 20.4% 65.4% 6.0% 0.6% 7.4% 0.2% 


'---------------~------
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SAN DIEGO BLACK POLITICAL 
ACTION COMMITTEE 
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ALTERNATIVE: Chicano Federation 8/28/91 
1990 CENSUS ETHNICITYJRACE SUMMARY BY SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 29-Aug-91 


~ Census ~ !Hispanic I 
Non-Hispanic 


Tract White Black Am.Ind Asian/PI Other 0 . 


Total Dist 4 481,281 207,474 122,455 77,211 2,109 70,705 1,327 
Percent of total 43.1% 25.4% 16.0% 0.4% 14.7% 0.3% 
Current Population 26.8% 46.2% 15.4% 0.5% 10.9% 0.2% 
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ALTERNATIVE: CAO Proposed Redistricting Plan C-B 
1990 CENSUS ETIINICITY!RACE SUMMARY BY SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 28-Aug-91 


~ Census D:J !Hispanic I 
Non-Hispanic 


Tract White Black Am.lnd Asian/PI Other 0 . 


Total Dist 1 491,080 212,213 176,019 49,878 2,314 49,420 1,236 
Percent of total 43.2% 35.8% 10.2% 0.5% 10.1% 0.3% 
Current Population 35.3% 46.8% ' 6.5% 0.5% 10.7% 0.2% 


Total Dist 2 490,319 59,136 397,056 13,710 3,903 15,945 569 
Percent of total 12.1% 81.0% 2.8% 0.8% 3.3% 0.1% 
Current Population 12.0% 81.1% 2.9% 0.8% 3.1% 0.1% 


Total Dist 3 510,576 48,084 403,609 10,527 1,667 46,178 511 
Percent of total 9.4% 79.0% 2.1% 0.3% 9.0% 0.1% 
Current Population 8.4% 78.9% 2.3% 0.4% 9.9% 0.1% 


Total Dist 4 517,233 82,571 321,404 54,028 2,851 55,520 859 
... Percent of total 16.0% 62.1% 10.4% 0.6% 10.7% 0.2% 


Current Population 26.8% 46.2% 15.4% 0.5% 10.9% 0.2% 


Total Dist 5 488,808 108,777 335,193 21,755 4,315 18,081 687 
Percent of total 22.3% 68.6% 4.5% 0.9% 3.7% 0.1% 
Current Population 20.9% 70.9% 3.8% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 


Total County 2,498,016 510,781 1,633,281 149,898 15,050 185,144 3,862 
Percent of total 20.4% 65.4% 6.0% 0.6% 7.4% 0.2% 
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-:. ALTERNATIVE: CAO Proposed Redistricting Plan A-2 
1990 CENSUS ETHNICITY/RACE SUMMARY BY SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 21-Aug-91 


~ Census [=::J !Hispanic I 
Non-Hispanic 


Tract White Black Am.lnd Asian/PI Other 0 . 
• 


Total Dist 1 476,252 192,550 207,846 32,961 2,272 39,618 1,005 
Percent of total 40.4% 43.6% 6.9% 0.5% 8.3% 0.2% 
Current Population 35.3% 46.8% 6.5% 0.5% 10.7% 0.2% 


Total Dist 2 524,449 56,889 435,407 11,961 3,916 15,721 555 
Percent of total 10.8% 83.0% 2.3% 0.7% 3.0% 0.1% 
Current Population 12.0% 81.1% 2.9% 0.8% 3.1% 0.1% 


Total Dist 3 515,019 59,091 394,981 10,436 2,096 47,872 543 
Percent of total 11.5% 76.7% 2.0% 0.4% 9.3% 0.1% 
Current Population 8.4% 78.9% 2.3% 0.4% 9.9% 0.1% 


Total Dist 4 483,573 101,385 241,195 73,073 2,699 64,133 1,088 
Percent of total 21.0% 49.9% 15.1% 0.6% 13.3% 0.2% 
Current Population 26.8% 46.2% 15.4% 0.5% 10.9% 0.2% 


Total Dist 5 498,723 100,866 353,852 21,467 4,067 17,800 671 
Percent of total 20.2% 71.0% 4.3% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 
Current Population 20.9% 70.9% 3.8% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 


Total County 2,498,016 510,781 1,633,281 149,898 15,050 185,144 3,862 
Percent of total 20.4% 65.4% 6.0% 0.6% 7.4% 0.2% 
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C.A.O. PROPOSED 
REDISTRICTING PLAN 


"A-2" 
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ALTERNATIVE: CAO Proposed Redistricting Plan B-2 
1990 CENSUS ETHNICITY/RACE SUMMARY BY SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 28-Aug-91 


~ Census [];_] !Hispanic I 
Non-Hispanic 


Tract White Black Am.Ind Asian/PI Other 0 . 


Total Dist 1 491,383 212,245 176,256 49,878 2,345 49,422 1,237 
Percent of total 43.2% 35.9% 10.2% 0.5% 10.1% 0.3% 
Current Population 35.3% 46.8% 6.5% 0.5% 10.7% 0.2% 


Total Dist 2 500,797 61,453 404,049 13,988 3,914 16,808 585 
Percent of total 12.3% 80.7% 2.8% 0.8% 3.4% 0.1% 
Current Population 12.0% 81.1% 2.9% 0.8% 3.1% 0.1% 


Total Dist 3 510,576 48,084 403,609 10,527 1,667 46,178 511 
Percent of total 9.4% 79.0% 2.1% 0.3% 9.0% 0.1% 
Current Population 8.4% 78.9% 2.3% 0.4% 9.9% 0.1% 


Total Dist 4 506,452 80,222 314,174 53,750 2,809 54,655 842 
Percent of total 15.8% 62.0% 10.6% 0.6% 10.8% 0.2% 
Current Population 26.8% 46.2% 15.4% 0.5% 10.9% 0.2% 


Total Dist 5 488,808 108,777 335,193 21,755 4,315 18,081 687 
Percent of total 22.3% 68.6% 4.5% 0.9% 3.7% 0.1% 
Current Population 20.9% 70.9% 3.8% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 


Total County 2,498,016 510,781 1,633,281 149,898 15,050 185,144 3,862 
Percent of total 20.4% 65.4% 6.0% 0.6% 7.4% 0.2% 
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ALTERNATIVE: CAO Proposed Redistricting Plan A-2 
1990 CENSUS ETIINICITY!RACE SUMMARY BY SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 21-Aug-91 


c:J 'Hispanic I Non-Hispanic Non- Hispanic 18+ 
0 White Black Am.lnd Asian/PI Other White Black Am.lndn. Asian/PI Other 


Total Dist 1 476,252 192,550 207,846 32,961 2,272 39,618 1,005 355,065 123,530 173,829 25,875 1,799 29,402 630 
Percent of total 40.4% 43.6% 6.9% 0.5% 8.3% 0.2% 34.8% 49.0% 7.3% 0.5% 8.3% 0.2% 
Current Population 35.3% 46.8% 6.5% 0.5% 10.7% 0.2% 30.5% 51.8% 6.6% 0.5% 10.4% 0.2% 


Total Dist2 524,449 56,889 435,407 11,961 3,916 15,721 555 392,521 37,381 332,581 8,109 2,794 11,371 285 
Percent of total 10.8% 83.0% 2.3% 0.7% 3.0% 0.1% 9.5% 84.7% 2.1% 0.7% 2.9% 0.1% 
Current Population 12.0% 81.1% 2.9% 0.8% 3.1% 0.1% 10.5% 83.1% 2.5% 0.8% 3.0% 0.1% 


. ' 


Tota1Dist3 515,019 59,091 394,981 10,436 2,096 47,872 543 400,395 40,256 316,367 7,189 1,553 34,703 327 
Percent of total 11.5% 76.7% 2.0% 0.4% 9.3% 0.1% 10.1% 79.0% 1.8% 0.4% 8.7% 0.1% 
Current Population 8.4% 78.9% 2.3% 0.4% 9.9% 0.1% 7.7% 80.8% 2.0% 0.4% 9.1% 0.1% 


Total Dist4 483,573 101,385 241,195 73,073 2,699 64,133 1,088 362,817 65,519 204,167 48,242 2,009 42,311 569 
Percent of total 21.0% 49.9% 15.1% 0.6% 13.3% 0.2% 18.1% 56.3% 13.3% 0.6% 11.7% 0.2% 
Current Population 26.8% 46.2% 15.4% 0.5% 10.9% 0.2% 22.8% 53.1% 13.8% 0.5% 9.6% 0.2% 


Total Dist5 498,723 100,866 353,852 21,467 4,067 17,800 671 376,272 65,862 279,589 14,801 2,865 12,791 364 
Percent of total 20.2% 71.0% 4.3% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 17.5% 74.3% 3.9% 0.8% 3.4% 0.1% 
Current Population 20.9% 70.9% 3.8% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 18.0% 74.3% 3.5% 0.7% 3.4% 0.1% 


Total County 2,498,016 510,781 1,633,281 149,898 15,050 185,144 3,862 1,887,070 332,548 1,306,533 104,216 11,020 130,578 2,175 
Percent of total 20.4% 65.4% 6.0% 0.6% 7.4% 0.2% 17.6% 69.2% 5.5% 0.6% 6.9% 0.1% 







ALTERNATIVE: CAO Proposed Redistricting Plan A-2.1 
1990 CENSUS ETIINICITYJRACE SUMMARY BY SUPERVISORIAL DIS1RICT 21-Aug-91 


o;] !Hispanic I Non-Hispanic Non- Hispanic 18+ 
White Black Am.Ind Asian/PI Other White Black Am.lndn. Asian/PI Other 0 


~--


Total Dist 1 476,252 192,550 207,846 32,961 2,272 39,618 1,005 355,065 123,530 173,829 25,875 1,799 29,402 630 
Percent of total 40.4% 43.6% 6.9% 0.5% 8.3% 0.2% 34.8% 49.0% 7.3% 0.5% 83% 0.2% 
Current Population 35.3% 46.8% 6.5% 0.5% 10.7% 0.2% 30.5% 51.8% 6.6% 0.5% 10.4% 0.2% 


Total Dist2 524,449 56,889 435,407 11,961 3,916 15,721 555 392,521 37,381 332,581 8,109 2,794 11,371 285 
Percent of total 10.8% 83.0% 2.3% 0.7% 3.0% 0.1% 9.5% 84.7% 2.1% 0.7% 2.9% 0.1% 
Current Population 12.0% 81.1% 2.9% 0.8% 3.1% 0.1% 10.5% 83.1% 2.5% 0.8% 3.0% 0.1% 


Total Dist3 524,931 51,179 413,638 10,148 1,848 47,591 527 414,825 37,093 334,140 7,118 1,426 34,724 324 
Percent of total 9.7% 78.8% 1.9% 0.4% 9.1% 0.1% 8.9% 80.5% 1.7% 0.3% 8.4% 0.1% 
Current Population 8.4% 78.9% 2.3% 0.4% 9.9% 0.1% 7.7% 80.8% 2.0% 0.4% 9.1% 0.1% 


Total Dist4 483,573 101,385 241,195 73,073 2,699 64,133 1,088 362,817 65,519 204,167 48,242 2,009 42,311 569 
Percent of total 21.0% 49.9% 15.1% 0.6% 13.3% 0.2% 18.1% 56.3% 13.3% 0.6% 11.7% 0.2% 
Current Population 26.8% 46.2% 15.4% 0.5% 10.9% 0.2% 22.8% 53.1% 13.8% 0.5% 9.6% 0.2% 


Total Dist5 488,811 108,778 335,195 21,755 4,315 18,081 687 361,842 69,025 261,816 14,872 2,992 12,770 367 
Percent of total 22.3% 68.6% 4.5% 0.9% 3.7% 0.1% 19.1% 72.4% 4.1% 0.8% 3.5% 0.1% 
Current Population 20.9% 70.9% 3.8% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 18.0% 74.3% 3.5% 0.7% 3.4% 0.1% 


Total County 2,498,016 510,781 1,633,281 149,898 15,050 185,144 3,862 1,887,070 332,548 1,306,533 104,216 11,020 130,578 2,175 
Percent of total 20.4% 65.4% 6.0% 0.6% 7.4% 0.2% 17.6% 69.2% 5.5% 0.6% 6.9% 0.1% 







AL1ERNA TIVE: CAO Proposed Redistricting Plan B-2 
1990CENSUSETI-INICITYJRACESUMMARYBYSUPERVISORIALDISTRICf 28-Aug-91 


[1!] I Hispanic I Non-Hispanic Non- Hispanic 18+ 
White Black Am.Ind Asian/PI Other White Black Am.lndn. Asian/PI Other 0 


Total Dist 1 491,383 212,245 176,256 49,878 2,345 49,422 1,237 352,479 134,054 145,810 35,373 1,786 34,716 740 
Percent of total 43.2% 35.9% 10.2% 0.5% 10.1% 0.3% 38.0% 41.4% 10.0% 0.5% 9.8% 0.2% 
Current Population 35.3% 46.8% 6.5% 0.5% 10.7% 0.2% 30.5% 51.8% 6.6% 0.5% 10.4% 0.2% 


Total Dist 2 500,797 61,453 404,049 13,988 3,914 16,808 585 366,798 39,449 303,395 9,098 2,750 11,820 286 
Percent of total 12.3% 80.7% 2.8% 0.8% 3.4% 0.1% 10.8% 82.7% 2.5% 0.7% 3.2% 0.1% 
Current Population 12.0% 81.1% 2.9% 0.8% 3.1% 0.1% 10.5% 83.1% 2.5% 0.8% 3.0% 0.1% 


Tota1Dist3 510,576 48,084 403,609 10,527 1,667 46,178 511 401,734 34,782 324,285 7,406 1,313 33,636 312 
Percent of total 9.4% 79.0% 2.1% 0.3% 9.0% 0.1% 8.7% 80.7% 1.8% 0.3% 8.4% 0.1% 
Current Population 8.4% 78.9% 2.3% 0.4% 9.9% 0.1% 7.7% 80.8% 2.0% 0.4% 9.1% 0.1% 


Total Dist 4 506,452 80,222 314,174 53,750 2,809 54,655 842 404,220 55,239 271,229 37,467 2,179 37,636 470 
Percent of total 15.8% 62.0% 10.6% 0.6% 10.8% 0.2% 13.7% 67.1% 9.3% 0.5% 9.3% 0.1% 
Current Population 26.8% 46.2% 15.4% 0.5% 10.9% 0.2% 22.8% 53.1% 13.8% 0.5% 9.6% 0.2% 


Total Dist 5 488,808 108,777 335,193 21,755 4,315 18,081 687 361,839 69,024 261,814 14,872 2,992 12,770 367 
Percent of total 22.3% 68.6% 4.5% 0.9% 3.7% 0.1% 19.1% 72.4% 4.1% 0.8% 3.5% 0.1% 
Current Population 20.9% 70.9% 3.8% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 18.0% 74.3% 3.5% 0.7% 3.4% 0.1% 


Total County 2,498,016 510,781 1,633,281 149,898 15,050 185,144 3,862 1,887,070 332,548 1,306,533 104,216 11,020 130,578 2,175 
Percent of total 20.4% 65.4% 6.0% 0.6% 7.4% 0.2% 17.6% 69.2% 5.5% 0.6% 6.9% 0.1% 







ALTERNATIVE: CAO Proposed Redistricting Plan C-A 
1990 CENSUS E1HNICITY/RACE SUMMARY BY SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 21-Aug-91 


Total I 
!Hispanic I Non-Hispanic Non- Hispanic 18+ · 


White · Black Aln.Ind . Asian/PI Other White Black Am.Indn. Asian/PI . Other Pop 


TotaiDist 1 494,597 189,389 228,580 33,215 2,347 40,060 1,006 372,133 121,753 192,097 25,981 1,859 29,817 626 
Percent of total 38.3% 46.2% 6.7% 0.5% 8.1% 0.2% 32.7% 51.6% 7.0% 0.5% 8.0% 0.2% 
Current Population 35.3% 46.8% 6.5% 0.5% 10.7% 0.2% 30.5% 51.8% 6.6% 0.5% 10.4% 0.2% 


Tota1Dist2 509,028 60,999 412,035 14,353 3,999 17,056 586 375,641 39,479 311,494 9,423 2,829 12,122 294 
Percent of total 12.0% 80.9% 2.8% 0.8% 3.4% 0.1% 10.5% 82.9% 2.5% 0.8% 3.2% 0.1% 
Current Population 12.0% 81.1% 2.9% 0.8% 3.1% 0.1% 10.5% 83.1% 2.5% 0.8% 3.0% 0.1% 


Tota1Dist3 522,621 58,426 402,538 11,140 2,059 47,906 552 405,323 39,735 321,269 7,744 1,532 34,712 331 
Percent of total 11.2% 77.0% 2.1% 0.4% 9.2% 0.1% 9.8% 193% 1.9% 0.4% 8.6% 0.1% 
Current Population 8.4% 78.9% 2.3% 0.4% 9.9% 0.1% 7.7% 80.8% 2.0% 0.4% 9.1% 0.1% 


Total Dist 4 473,047 101,101 236,276 69,723 2,578 62,322 1,047 357,701 65,719 202,084 46,267 1,935 41,136 560 
Percent of total 21.4% 49.9% 14.7% 0.5% 13.2% 0.2% 18.4% 56.5% 12.9% 0.5% 11.5% 0.2% 
Current Population 26.8% 46.2% 15.4% 0.5% 10.9% 0.2% 22.8% 53.1% 13.8% 0.5% 9.6% 0.2% 


Total Dist5 498,723 100,866 353,852 21,467 4,067 17,800 671 376,272 65,862 279,589 14,801 .. 2,865 12,791 364 
Percent of total 20.2% 71.0% 4.3% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 17.5% 74.3% 3.9% 0.8% 3.4% 0.1% 
Current Population 20.9% 70.9% 3.8% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 18.0% 74.3% 3.5% 0.7% 3.4% 0.1% 


Total County 2,498,016 510,781 1,633,281 149,898 15,050 185,144 3,862 1,887,070 332,548 1,306,533 104,216 11,020 130,578 2,175 
Percent of total 20.4% 65.4% 6.0% 0.6% 7.4% 0.2% 17.6% 69.2% 5.5% 0.6% 6.9% 0.1% 







ALTERNATIVE: CAO Proposed Redistricting Plan C-B 
1990 CENSUS ETIINICITY/RACE SUMMARY BY SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 28-Aug-91 


c;J I Hispanic I Non-Hispanic Non- Hispanic 18+ 
White Black Am.Ind Asian/PI Other White Black Arn.Indn. Asian/PI . Other 0 


Total Dist 1 491,080 212,213 176,019 49,878 2,314 49,420 1,236 352,247 134,039 145,624 35,373 1,758 34,714 739 
Percent of total 43.2% 35.8% 10.2% 0.5% 10.1% 0.3% 38.1% 41.3% 10.0% 0.5% 9.9% 0.2% 
Current Population 35.3% 46.8% 6.5% 0.5% 10.7% 0.2% 30.5% 51.8% 6.6% 0.5% 10.4% 0.2% 


Total Dist2 490,319 59,136 397,056 13,710 3,903 15,945 569 359,122 37,957 298,062 8,900 2,749 11,175 279 
Percent of total 12.1% 81.0% 2.8% 0.8% 3.3% 0.1% 10.6% 83.0% 2.5% 0.8% 3.1% 0.1% 
Current Pc:>pulation 12.0% 81.1% 2.9% 0.8% 3.1% 0.1% 10.5% 83.1% 2.5% 0.8% 3.0% 0.1% 


Tota1Dist3 510,576 48,084 403,609 10,527 1,667 46,178 511 401,734 34,782 324;285 7,406 1,313 33,636 . 312 . 
Percent of total 9.4% 79.0% 2.1% 0.3% 9.0% 0.1% 8.7% 80.7% 1.8% 0.3% 8.4% 0.1% 
Current Population 8.4% 78.9% 2.3% 0.4% 9.9% 0.1% 7.7% 80.8% 2.0% 0.4% 9.1% 0.1% 


Total Dist4 517,233 82,571 32~,404 54,028 2,851 55,520 859 412,128 56,746 276,748 37,665 2,208 38,283 478 
Percent of total 16.0% 62.1% 10.4% 0.6% 10.7% 0.2% 13.8% 67.2% 9.1% 0.5% 9.3% 0.1% 
Current Population 26.8% 46.2% 15.4% 0.5% 10.9% 0.2% 22.8% 53.1% 13.8% 0.5% 9.6% 0.2% 


Total Dist5 488,808 108,777 335,193 21,755 4,315 18,081 687 361,839 69,024 261,814 14,872 2,992 12,770 367 
Percent of total 22.3% 68.6% 4.5% 0.9% 3.7% 0.1% 19.1% 72.4% 4.1% 0.8% 3.5% 0.1% 
Current Population 20.9% 70.9% 3.8% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 18.0% 74.3% 3.5% 0.7% 3.4% 0.1% 


Total County 2,498,016 510,781 1,633,281 149,898 15,050 185,144 3,862 1,887,070 332,548 1,306,533 104,216 11,020 130,578 2,175 
Percent of total 20.4% 65.4% 6.0% 0.6% 7.4% 0.2% 17.6% 69.2% 5.5% 0.6% 6.9% 0.1% 







ALTERNATIVE: ABA/AAPC/CRG/HCC 
1990 CENSUS ETHNICI1Y!RACE SUMMARY BY SUPERVISORIAL DIS1RICf 28-Aug-91 


C1:J !Hispanic I Non-Hispanic Non- Hispanic 18+ 
White Black Am.lnd Asian/PI Other White Black Am.Indn. Asian/PI Other 0 


Total Dist 1 470,224 210,410 170,431 39,475 2,275 46,449 1,184 336,785 133,184 139,648 28,378 1,715 33,145 715 
Percent of total 44.7% 36.2% 8.4% 0.5% 9.9% 0.3% 39.5% 41.5% 8.4% 0.5% 9.8% 0.2% 
Current Population 35.3% 46.8% 6.5% 0.5% 10.7% 0.2% 30.5% 51.8% 6.6% 0.5% 10.4% 0.2% 


TotalDist 2 519,180 60,395 422,981 14,623 3,981 16,610 590 382,233 38,912 318,864 9,579 2,810 11,772 296 
Percent of total 11.6% 81.5% 2.8% 0.8% 3.2% 0.1% 10.2% 83.4% 2.5% 0.7% 3.1% 0.1% 
Current Population 12.0% 81.1% 2.9% 0.8% 3.1% 0.1% 10.5% . 83.1% 2.5% 0.8% 3.0% 0.1% 


. '•, 


:.1 . . .. 
22,565 


.. . . 
Total Dist 3 517,369 57,874 422,608 11,660 2,108 554 434,333 43,287 361,000 ·9,942 1,742 . 17,993 369 


Percent of total 11.2% 81.7% 2.3% 0.4% 4.4% 0.1% 10.0% 83.1% 2.3% 0.4% 4.1% 0.1% 
Current Population 8.4% 78.9% 2.3% 0.4% 9.9% 0.1% 7.7% 80.8% 2.0% 0.4% 9.1% 0.1% 


Total Dist 4 483,556 75,517 261,887 62,213 2,363 80,723 853 355,405 48,879 208,721 41,283 1,731 54,364 427 
Percent of total 15.6% 54.2% 12.9% 0.5% 16.7% 0.2% 13.8% 58.7% 11.6% 0.5% 15.3% 0.1% 
Current Population 26.8% 46.2% 15.4% 0.5% 10.9% 0.2% 22.8% 53.1% 13.8% 0.5% 9.6% 0.2% 


Total Dist5 507,687 106,585 355,374 21,927 4,323 18,797 681 378,314 68,286 278,300 15,034 3,022 13,304 368 
Percent of total 21.0% 70.0% 4.3% 0.9% 3.7% 0.1% 18.1% 73.6% 4.0% 0.8% 3.5% 0.1% 
Current Population 20.9% 70.9% 3.8% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 18.0% 74.3% 3.5% 0.7% 3.4% 0.1% 


Total County 2,498,016 510,781 1,633,281 149,898 15,050 185,144 3,862 1,887,070 332,548 1,306,533 104,216 11,020 130,578 2,175 
Percent of total 20.4% 65.4% 6.0% 0.6% 7.4% 0.2% 17.6% 69.2% 5.5% 0.6% 6.9% 0.1% 







ALTERNATIVE: San Diego Black Political Action Committee 
1990 CENSUS ETIINICITY/RACE SUMMARY BY SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICf 27-Aug-91 


~ 'Hispanic I Non-Hispanic Non- Hispanic 18+ 
White Black Am.Ind Asian/PI Other White Black Am.lndn. Asian/PI Other 0 


Total Dist 1 482,024 161,875 249,752 25,147 2,431 41,865 954 355,086 103,760 200,271 17,998 1,834 30,675 548 
Percent of total 33.6% 51.8% 5.2% 0.5% 8.7% 0.2% 29.2% 56.4% 5.1% 0.5% 8.6% 0.2% 
Current Population - 35.3% 46.8% 6.5% 0.5% 10.7% 0.2% 30.5% 51.8% 6.6% 0.5% 10.4% 0.2% 


Total Dist 2 521,542 69,300 424,905 8,263 3,966 14,601 507 384,148 44,432 320,974 5,506 2,776 10,193 267 
Percent of total 133% 81.5% 1.6% 0.8% 2.8% 0.1% 11.6% 83.6% 1.4% 0.7% 2.7% 0.1% 


. Current Population 12.0% 81.1% 2.9%_. 0.8% 3.1% 0.1% 10.5% .83.1% 2.5% 0.8% 3.0% 0.1% 
. . . . ~· · .. . .. 


·'· . :· '• 
.- - --,·_ ... . 


Total Dist 3 · 502,377 42,091 399;947 10,341 1,840 47,644 514 409,215 3i,634 332,649 1,8io - 1,476 35,313 3i3 
Percent of total 8.4% 79.6% 2.1% 0.4% 9.5% 0.1% 7.7% 81.3% 1.9% 0.4% 8.6% 0.1% 
Current Population 8.4% 78.9% 2.3% 0.4% 9.9% 0.1% 7.7% 80.8% 2.0% 0.4% 9.1% 0.1% 


TotalDist 4 506,946 138,569 ~.l5,964 84,741 2,824 63,619 1,229 374,183 88,269 183,044 58,144 2,123 41,921 682 
Percent of total 273% 42.6% 16.7% 0.6% 12.5% 0.2% 23.6% 48.9% 15.5% 0.6% 11.2% 0.2% 
Current Population 26.8% 46.2% 15.4% 0.5% 10.9% 0.2% 22.8% 53.1% 13.8% 0.5% 9.6% 0.2% 


Total Dist 5 485,127 98,946 342,713 21,406 3,989 17,415 658 364,438 64,453 269,595 14,748 2,811 12,476 355 
Percent of total 20.4% 70.6% 4.4% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 17.7% 74.0% 4.0% 0.8% 3.4% 0.1% 
Current Population 20.9% 70.9% 3.8% 0.8% 3.6% 0.1% 18.0% 74.3% 3.5% 0.7% 3.4% 0.1% 


Total County 2,498,016 510,781 1,633,281 149,898 15,050 185,144 3,862 1,887,070 332,548 1,306,533 104,216 11,020 130,578 2,175 
Percent of total 20.4% 65.4% 6.0% 0.6% 7.4% 0.2% 17.6% 69.2% 5.5% 0.6% 6.9% 0.1% 







ALTERNATIVE: Chicano Federation 8/2B/91 
1990 CENSUS E1HNICITY/RACE SUMMARY BY SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 29-Aug-91 


Total I 
'Hispanic I Non-Hispanic Non- Hispanic 18+ 


White Black Am.lnd Asian/PI Other White Black Am.Indn. Asian/PI Other Pop 


Total Dist4 481,281 207,474 122,455 77,211 2,109 70,705 1,327 330,217 128,484 99,541 52,268 1,550 47,631 743 
Percent of total 43.1% 25.4% 16.0% 0.4% 14.7% 0.3% 38.9% 30.1% 15.8% 0.5% 14.4% 0.2% 
Current Population 26.8% 46.2% 15.4% 0.5% 10.9% 0.2% 22.8% 53.1% 13.8% 0.5% 9.6% 0.2% 
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NOTES WITH REDISTRICTING MAP 


The City Council District map Is drawn on a map using 1990 Census Districts. 


CD In Census Tract 170.16, the portions in the Rancho Bernardo and San Pasqual Valley 
Community Planning Areas are in Council District 5. The other portions, to the west, are in 
Council District 1. 


® The northern portion of Census Tract 170.27 is in Council District 5. The southern portion is 
in Council District 1. The division is between the Rancho Bernardo Community Plan and the 
Penasquitos Community Plan. 


@ The southern portion of Scripps-Miramar Ranch which is in Census Tract 95.04 (the western 
panhandle) is delineated by the Scripps-Miramar Ranch Community Plan. 


@ Census Tract 94.00 is divided between Council District 5 on the west and Council District 7 on 
the east by Kearny Villa Road and the former routing of 1-15. 


@ Census Tracts 83.01 and 83.10 are divided by the boundaries of the La Jolla and Pacific Beach 
Community Planning Areas. The La Jolla portion is to the north. 


® Census Tract 80.01 is divided by the boundaries of the La Jolla and Pacific Beach Community 
Planning Areas. The La Jolla portion is to the north. 


(/) In Census Tract 79.02, the portion west of Ingraham Street is in Council District 2. The portion 
to the east is in Council District 6. 


@ Census Tract 85.11 is divided by State Highway 163, with Council District 5 to the west and 
Council District 6 to the east. 


® Census Tract 96.03 is divided by the boundary between the Mission Valley Planning Area and 
the Navajo Community Planning Area. The Mission Valley portion, to the west, is in Council 
District 6. The Navajo portion is in Council District 7. 


@) In Census Tract 42.00, those properties in the western half of the blocks on the east side of 
32nd Street between A Street and Laurel Street, plus the triangular block bounded by 32nd, 
Hawthorn Street, Marlton Drive and Grape Street, and a somewhat larger lot immediately north 
of A Street, are in Council District 8. The remainder of 42.00 is in Council District 3. 


® The west central portion of the boundary between District 2 and District 8 in San Diego Bay is 
the Coronado Bridge, except the westernmost 37 1/2 feet that is in the City, which is in District 
2. The bay north of the bridge is in District 2 (see note no. 12). 


@ The corridor in the bay from the Coronado Bridge south is divided, 37 1/2 feet on the west to 
District 2, and 37 1/2 feet on the east to District 8. The District 8 corridor continues 37 1/2 feet 
in width on the north and east sides of the City of San Diego potion of Census Tract 1 01.03 until 
it joins with Census Tract 132.01. 
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TRACT PAGE TRACT PAGE TRACT 


. 
1 60 32.01 66 73.02 
2 60 32.02 66 74 
3 60 32. 03 66 7S 
4 60 32.04 69 76 
5 60 32.06 67 77 
6 60 32.07 67 78 
7 60 33 66 79.01 
8 60 34.01 61 79.02 
9 60 34.02 66 80.01 


10 60 35 66 80.02 
11 60 36 66 81.01 
12 60 38 65 81 • 02 
13 60 39 65 82 
14 60 40 65 83.. 01 
1 s 60 41 65 83.03 
16 61 42 61 83.05 
1 7 61 43 60 83.06 
18 61 44 60 83.07 
19 61 45 65 83.10 
20.01 61 46 65 83 . 11 
20.02 61 47 65 8 3.1 2 
21 61 48 65 83. 13 
22 61 49 65 8 3.14 
23 61 50 65 . 83. 1 s . 
14 61 s 1 65 83.16 
2 5. 01 61 52 65 83.17 
25.02 61 H 65 83.18 
26 61 H "65 83.19 
27.01 61 ss 60 83.20 
27.02 61 56 60 83.21 
27.03 61 57 60 83 . 22 
27.04 61 S8 60 83.23 
27. OS 61 59 60 83.24 
27.06 61 60 60 8 s. 01 
28.01 H 61 60 85.02 
28.02 61 62 59 85.03 
29.01 61 63 59 85.04 
29.02 61 64 59 85. OS 
29.03 61 65 59 85.06 
30.01 66 66 59 85.07 
30.02 66 68 59 85.09 
31.01 66 69 59 85.10 
31 • 02 66 70.01 59 85.11 
31 .03 67 70.02 59 85. 12 
31 • 04 67 71 64 85.13 
31. OS 67 72 59 86 
31.07 67 73.01 59 87.01 
31.08 67 


TRACT PAGE 


101 411 
102 411 
103 413 
104 414 
lOS 414 


1991 SAN DIEGO COUNTY 
INDEX TO CENSUS TRACTS 
PAGE TRACT PAGE TRACT PAGE TRACT 


59 87.02 53 106.03 65 1 39.03 
59 88 53 107 65 140.01 
59 89 60 108 65 140.02 
52 90 53 109 65 141 
52 91.01 52 110 65 142 
52 91.02 52 111 65 143 
52 91.03 52 112 65 144 
52 91 .04 52 113 64 145 
52 91.05 59 114 66 146 
52 92.01 53 11 5 69 147 
4 3A- 92.02 53 116 69 148.01 
43A 9 3 .-o 1 53 11 7 66 148.03 
43A 93.03 53 118 66 148.04 
52 93.04 5.3 119 66 149 
44 94 45 120 66 1 so 
38 9 s. 01 S4 1 21 69 1 s 1 
44 9 s. 02 46 122 69 152 
44 95.03 46 123.01 69 1 s 3. 01 
44 9 s. 04 40 123.02 69 153.02 
44 96.02 S4 124.01 69 1 54.02 
34 96.03 54 124.02 69 1 S4. 03 
44 96.04 S4 1 2 s 69 1 S4. 04 
44 97.03 54 1 26 69 •1 s s 
44 97.04 S4 1 2 7 69 1 56.01-
44 97.05 H 128 69 1 56.02 
34 97.06 H 129 69 1 s 7. 01 
39 98.01 55 130 69 1 s 7 . 02 
39 98.02 ss 131.01 71 1 58 
39 98.04 ss 1 31.02 69 1 59 
3S 98.05 55 132.01 71 160 
39 9 9 .01 64 132.02 71 161 
34 99 .02 64 133.01 70 162.01 
34 100. 0~ 71 133.02 70 162.02 
44 100.0 5 71 1 3 3. 03 72 163 
44 100.06 71 1 33.04 72 164.01 
52 100.07 72 133. OS 72 164.02 
52 101.03 71 134.01 69 1 65.01 
45 101.04 71 134.03 70 165.02 
45 101. OS 71 134.04 70 166.02 
53 101.06 71 135.01 63 166.03 
53 101.07 71 1 3 5. 02 63 166.05 
53 102 71 136.01 63 166.06 
53 103 71 136.02 63 166.07 
53 104 71 137 62 166.08 
S3 105 71 138 62 166.09 
S3 106.01 68 139.01 62 166.10 
S3 106.02 65 139.02 67 166.11 


1991 IMPERIAL COUNTY 
INDEX TO CENSUS TRACTS 


TRACT PAGE TRACT PAGE TRACT PAGE 


106 414 Ill 413 116 410 
I 07 414 112 410 117 410 
108 414 113 414 118 410 
109 .414 114 410 119 414 
110 413 II S 410 120 414 


PAGE TRACT PAGE TRACT PAGE 


67 167.01 H 1 86.04 7 
62 1 6 7. 02 48 1 86.05 7 
62 1 6 8. 02 49 1 8 7 5 
67 1 68.03 48 188 6 
62 1 6 8. 04 H 1 89.01 5 
62 168. OS 49 189.02 5 
62 169 42 190 5K 
62 1 70. 05 33 191.01 6N 
62 1 70.06 33 1 91. 02 12M 
62 170.07 33 19 2. 01 11 
55 170.08 37 1 9 2. 02 1 2 
55 1 70. 09 3 7 1 9 3 11 
ss 170.10 3 7 1 94 11 
62 170.11 37 1 9 5 11 
ss 1 70. 12 4 0 1 9 6 11 
s s 1 70. 1 3 36 1 9 7 1 5 
62 1 70. 14 32 1 98 1 4 
56 1 70. 1 s 27 1 99 1 5 
63 1 70. 1 6 30 200.02 1 6 
57 1 7 0. 1 7 36 200.03 20 
63 1 7 0. 1 8 36 200.04 1 s e 
63 1 71.01 20 200.<15 1 5 
57 1 71.02 25 201 . 01 1 7 
56 172 34 201.02 1 7 
56 1 7 3 . 01 29 202. 01 22 
56 173.02 30 202.02 22 
57 174.01 29 202.03 22 E 
56 1 74.02 30 202.04 1 8 
56 1 7 s 24 202.05 1 8 
56 1 76 24 203.01 1 7 
ss 177 24 203.02 1 7 
ss 1 7 8. 01 14 203.03 22 
56 1 7 8. 0 3 14 204 22 
56 1 7 8. 04 14 205 22 
56 1 7 9 1 3 2 06. 01 22 
57 180 13 206.02 22 
56 181 1 3 20 7. 01 22 
56 182 9 207.03 23 
47 1 8 3 9 207.04 23 
47 184 9 208 28P 
47 1 8 5. 01 9 209. 01 23T 
47 1 8 s. 02 10 209.02 S 1W 
48 1 8 s. 04 1 3 21 0 77 
48 1 8 S. OS 10 211 73A 


e 
48 1 8 5. 06 10 21 2. 01 51 R 
48 186.01 9 21 2. 02 S 1 T 
47 186.03 9 21 3 63P 


e 


TRACT PAGE 


121 414 
122 414 
123 411 
124 412 
125 41 6 --
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Dear 


Please 


0 READ 


0 . HANDLE 


\21--.APPROVE 


and 


0 FORWARD ~/,(.! ~"_) / ;J ~ 
0 RETURN . d I /1' L.£_/ C'./£.___..) 


-~A/~,Y;~~~~~/.~VJ~~v~r-l~~_L-~~-----0 KEEP OR DISCARD 


0 REVIEW WITH ME __ .:_:_ _____ .--~-


F~om --;Z},a11 J 
Date-----


Enclosed are materials which represent the final decisions made 
by the Board of Supervisors of San Diego County in the matter of 
redistricting. During the Black American Political Association of 
California convention, Speaker Willie Brown indicated that your 
office could provide an analysis of the map and its compliance with 
the Voting Rights Act. 


As the elected representative of the Fourth Supervisorial District, 
an analysis of the composition cf my district, the electoral and 
voting trends would be very vah.c ble. My office is currently in the 
process of implementing a compr ~hensive agenda for the next 
two years an<i tha data a :.1d ct 18. ~i ....... .::> of the constituents of t e 
Fourth Supervisorial District wj ll be helpful in clearly defining 
our strategy. 


Please contact my Chief of Staff, Don Abel to coordinate the 
factors and variables to be used in your analysis. If there is 
additional information which you require he will be able to provide 
it to you. 


Thank you very much, for your assistance and cooperation as we 
move forward with our agenda for African Americans in California 
for the nineties. 
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Dear 


Enclosed are materials which represent the final decisions made 
by the Board of Supervisors of San Diego County in the matter of 
redistricting. During the Black American Political Association of 
California convention, Speaker Willie Brown indicated that your 
office could provide an analysis of the map and its compliance with 
the Voting Rights Act. 


As the elected representative of the Fourth Supervisorial District, 
an analysis of the composition of my district, the electoral and 
voting trends would be very valuable. My office is currently in the 
process of implementing a comprehensive agenda for the next 
two years and the data and analysis of the constituents of the 
Fourth Supervisorial District will be helpful in clearly defining 
our strategy. 


Please contact my Chief of Staff, Don Abel to coordinate the 
factors and variables to be used in your analysis. If there is 
additional information which you require he will be able to provide 
it to you. 


Thank you very much, for your assistance and cooperation as we 
move forward with our agenda for African Americans in California 
for the nineties. 







1990 CENSUS TRACTS BY SUPERVISORIAL DIStRICT 
CAO PROPOSED REDISTRICTING PLAN A-2.1 (Option 2) SEPTEMBER 17, 1991 


DISTRICT 1 DISTRICT 2 DISTRICT 3 DISTRICT 4 DISTRICT 5 


TRACT TRACT TRACT BLOCK TRACT TRACT BLOCK TRACT BLOCK TRACT TRACT BLOCK TRACT TRACT BLOCK TRACT TRACT BLOCK 


3204 102 13506 sw 2901 16602 210 s 76 17016 1 3401 17801 20009 
3207 103 13903 s 2902 16603 21301 NE 77 17018 2 3402 17803 20010 


35 104 21301 sw 2903 16605 21302 E 78 17019 3 41 17806 20101 
36 105 21302 w 9602 16606 7'901 17022 4 42 179 20103 
38 10601 9604 16607 ! 7'902 17027 5 43 180 20104 


3899 10602 9703 16608 -: 8001 17028 6 44 181 20202 
39 10603 9705 16609 8002 17103 7 55 182 20204 
40 107 9706 16610 8101 17104 8 56 183 20205 
45 108 13503 16611 8102 17106 9 57 184 20297 
46 109 13504 16701 82 172 10 59 18501 20298 
47 110 13505 16702 8301 17302 11 60 18504 20301 
48 111 13601 16802 8303 17303 12 61 18507 20302 
49 112 ~3603 16804 8305 17304 13 65 18508 20402 BLOCK COOES* 
50 113 13604 16806 8306 17401 14 66 18597 20403 


5099 11399 137 16807 8307 17403 15 68 18598 205 CA = CARLSBAD 
I 51 114 138 16808 8310 17404 16 69 18601 20601 CV = CllJLA VISTA 
5199 11499 13905 16809 8311 175 17 8507 18603 20698 OM =DEL MAR 


52 115 14001 169 8312 17601 18 8509 18605 20701 EN = ENCINITAS 
53 116 144 17007 8313 17602 19 8510 18606 20703 ES = ESCCJHOIDO 
54 117 145 17008 8314 177 2001 8511 18607 207'05 LG = LEJUf GROVE 
58 118 146 17009 8315 17807 2002 86 187 20706 LJII = LA JIIESA 


5899 119 147 17010 8316 17808 21 8701 18801 17105 SM N = NORTH 
62 120 14801 17020 8317 20012 22 8702 18802 17'805 N NE = NORTHEAST 


6299 121 14803 17021 8318 9503 so 23 88 18803 20011 SM OC = OCEANSIDE 
63 122 14804 20801 8319 17006 so 24 8901 18901 20011 UN PO = POWAY 
64 12301 149 20804 8320 17011 so 2501 8902 18902 20303 SM s " SOUTll 


7001 12302 150 20897 8321 17014 so 2502 90 190 20303 ES SA " SANTEE 
7002 12401 151 20898 8322 17023 so 26 9103 19101 20303 UN-N SB = SOLANA BEACH 


71 12402 152 20902 8324 17026 so 2701 9104 19103 20401 ES SO = SAN DIEGO 
72 125 15301 211 8325 17097 so 2702 9105 19104 20401 so SM = SAN MARCOS 


7301 126 15302 21201 8326 17098 so 2704 9201 19105 20401 UN·E SW = sa.Trtno'EST 
7302 127 15402 21202 8501 17105 CA 2705 9202 19202 20901 N UM = UN I NCORPORA TEO 


74 128 15403 2703 LG 8502 17105 EN 2706 9301 19203 210 N UN·M = UNINCORP NORTH 
75 129 15404 3002 LG 8503 17105 so 2801 9303 19204 UM-E = UNIKCORP EAST 


9901 130 15501 9503 SA 8504 17105 Ulf 2802 9304 193 ~-S = UNINCORP SOOTH 
9902 13101 15502 13506 lfE 8505 17805 s 3001 9603 19401 ~-W = UNINCORP ~ST 
9999 13102 15601 14002 LG 8506 20011 CA 3101 13901 19402 VI = VISTA 


10001 13201 15602 14002 UN·E 8597 20303 UN-S 3102 13904 195 
10002 13203 15701 141 LG 8598 20401 UN·Il 3103 2703 so 19601 
10003 13204 15702 142 LG 9101 3105 3002 so 19602 
10004 13301 158 143 LG 9102 3107 13903 N 19701 
10005 13302 159 17006 PO 94 3108 14002 UN·S 19702 
10007 13303 160 17011 PO 9501 3109 141 so 19801 
10008 13304 161 17014 PO 9502 3110 142 so 19802 
10009 13305 16201 17023 PO 9504 3201 143 so 19901 
10103 13401 16202 17023 UN 9704 3202 19902 
10104 13405 163 17026 PO 9801 3203 19903 
10106 13406 16401 17026 UN 9802 3208 20005 
10107 13407 16402 17097 PO 9804 3209 20006 
10108 13408 16501 17098 PO 9805 3210 20007 
10109 13409 16502 20901 s 17015 33 20008 


* BLOCK CODE INDICATES THE PORTION OF A CENSUS TRACT THAT IS ASSIGNED TO A SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. 








ORDINANCE NO. (NEW SERIES) 


AN ORDINANCE ADJUSTING THE BOUNDARIES OF 
SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICTS AND REDEFINING THE 
BOUNDARIES OF ALL SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICTS 
OF THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO AND REPEALING 


ORDINANCE NO. 6097 (NEW SERIES) 


The Board of Supervisors of the County. of San Diego ordains 
as follows: 


17 


Section 1. Pursuant to Sections 400 and 400.1 of the San 
Diego county Charter and Sections -35000 and 35001 of the 
Elections Code, and after giving consideration to the applicable 
decisions of the courts, the facts enumerated in Elections Code -
Section 35000 and the provisions of the San Diego County Charter, 
the Board of Supervisors of the County of San Diego hereby 
adjusts and redefines _ the boundaries of the supervisorial 
districts of the County of San Diego as hereinafter set forth in 
this ordinance. 


Section 2. The County of San Diego is divided into five 
supervisorial districts as hereinafter described. Each 
supervisorial district shall include all of the territory within 
the San Diego County census tracts andportions thereof listed 
after the name of the supervisorial district. Each supervisorial 
district bounded by the shoreline of the Pacific Ocean shall 
include all that territory of the County of San Diego lying west 
of and between said shoreline and the westerly boundary of the 
State of California. 







• 


17 
SECTION 3. Supervisorial District No. 1. 


SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 1 


Consists of the following census tracts: 


3204 5899 10007 112 129 
3207 . 62 10008 113 130 


35 6299 10009 11399 13101 
36 63 10103 114 13102 
38 64 10104 11499 13201 


3899 7001 10106 liS 13203 
39 7002 10107 116 13204 
40 71 10108 117 13301 
45 72 10109 118 13302 
46 7301 102 119 13303 
47 7302 103 120 13304 
48 74 104 121 13305 
49 75 105 122 13401 


. 50 9901 10601 . 12301 13405 
5099 9902 10602 12302 13406 


51 9999 10603 12401 13407 
5199 10001 107 12402 13408 


52 10002 108 125 13409, and 
53 10003 109 126 
54 10004 110 127 
58 10005 111 128 


1. All those portions of census tracts 213.01 and 213.02 lying 
southerly and westerly of the following described line: 


Beginning at the intersection of the north line of section 23 
township 17 south range 1 west, San Bernardino base and meridian with 
the most easterly boundary of census tract 134.05, thence easterly 
along the north line of sections 23 and 24 to the northwest corner of 
section 19 township 17 south range 1 east, thence easterly along the 
north line of said section 19 to the northwest corner of the northeast 
quarter of said section 19, thence southerly along the west line of 
said northeast quarter to the southwest corner there of, thence 
easterly along the south line of said northeast quarter to the 
southwest corner of the north half of section 20, thence easterly 
along the south line of said north half to the west line of section 
21, thence southerly along the west line of sections 21 and 28 to the 
southwest corner of section 28, thence easterly along the south line 
of said section 28 to the northeast corner of section 33, thence 
southerly along the east line of section 33 and theoretical section 33 
to the northeast corner of theoretical section 4 township 18 south 
range 1 east, thence continuing southerly along the east ·line of 
theoretical section 4 and east line of sections 4, 9, 16, 21 and 28 to 
the intersection with the most easterly boundary of census tract 
100.07, and 







17 
2. All those portions of census tracts 135.06 and 139.03 lying below 
the 240 foot contour elevation surrounding Sweetwater Reservoir. 
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SECTION 4. supervisorial District No. 2. 


SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 2 


Consists of the following census tracts: 


2901 15701 20804 21000: 
2902 15702 20897 BLK 363 
2903 158 20898 BLK 364 
9602 159 20902 BLK 365 
9604 160 211 BLK 366 
9703 161 21201 BLK 367 
9705 16201 21202 BLK 368 
9706 16202 14002: BLK 369 


13503 163 BLK 119B BLK 370 
13504 16401 BLK 120C BLK 371 
13~05 16402 20901: BLK 372 
13601 16501 BLK GRP-3 BLK 373 
13603 16502 BLK GRP-4 BLK 374 
1 3604 16602 BLK GRP-5 BLK 375 


137 16603 BLK GRP-6 BLK 376 
138 16605 BLK GRP-7 BLK 377 


13905 16606 BLK 214A BLK 378 
14001 16607 BLK 214B BLK 379 


144 16608 BLK 214C BLK 380 
145 16609 BLK 215 BLK 381 
146 16610 BLK 216 · BLK 382 
147 16611 BLK 217 BLK 383 


14801 16701 BLK 218 BLK ·384 
14803 16702 BLK 221 BLK 385 
14804 16802 BLK 287 BLK 386 


149 16804 BLK 288 BLK 387 
150 16806 BLK 289 BLK 388 
151 16807 BLK 290 BLK 389 
152 16808 BLK 291 BLK 390 


15301 16809 BLK 292 BLK 391 
15302 169 21000: BLK 392 
15402 17007 BLK GRP-4 BLK 393 
15403 17008 BLK 329 BLK 394 
15404 17009 BLK 330 BLK 395 
15501 17010 BLK 331A BLK 396 
15502 17020 BLK 331B BLK 397, and 
15601 17021 BLK 332 
15602 20801 BLK 350A 


1. That portion of census tracts 27.03, 30.02, 140.02, 141, 
142, and 143 lying within the City of Lemon Grove on January 1 , 
19 9 0, 







2. That portion of census tracts 170.06, 170.11, 170.14, 
170.23, 170.26, 170.97, and 170.98 lying within the City of Poway 
on January 1, 1990, 


3. That portion of census tracts 170.23 and 170.26 lying within 
unincorporated San Diego County on January 1, 1990, 


4. All those portions of census tracts 213.01 and 213.02 lying 
northerly and easterly of the following described line: 


Beginning at the intersection of the north line of section 
23 township 17 south range 1 west, San Bernardino base and 
meridian with the most easterly boundary of census tract 134.05, 
thence easterly along the north line of sections 23 and 24 to the 
northwest corner of section 19 township 17 south range 1 east, 
thence easterly along the north line of said section 19 to the 
northwest corner of the northeast quarter of said section 19, 
thence southerly along the west line of said northeast quarter to 
the southwest corner there of, thence easterly along the south 
line of said northeast quarter to the southwest corner of the 
north half of section 20, thence easterly along the south line of 
said north.half to the west line of section 21, thence southerly 
along the west line of sections 21 and 28 to the southwest corner 
of section 28, thence easterly along the south line of said 
section 28 to the northeast corner of section 33, thence 
southerly along the east line of section 33 and theoretical 
section 33 to the northeast corner of theoretical section 4 
township 18 south range 1 east, thence continuing southerly along 
the east line of theoretical section 4 and east line of sections 
4, 9, 16, 21 and 28 to the intersection with the most easterly 
boundary of census tract 100.07, 


5. That portion of census tract 95.03 lying within the City of 
Santee on April 1, 1991, and 


6. All of census tract 135.06, excepting therefrom that portion 
lying below the 240 foot contour elevation surrounding Sweetwater 
Reservoir. 


17 
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SECTION 5. Supervisorial District No. 3. 


SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 3 


Consists of the following census tracts: 


76 8506 17808 20401: 
77 8597 20012 BLK 122 
78 8598 17805: BLK 123 


7901 9101 BLK GRP-2 . BLK 124 
7902 9102 BLK 110 BLK 125 
8001 94 BLK 111 BLK 126 
8002 9501 BLK 112 BLK 127 
8101 9502 BLK 113 BLK 128 
8102 9504 BLK 114 BLK 129 


82 . 9704 BLK 115 BLK 130 
8301 9801 20303: BLK 131 
8303 9802 BLK 116 BLK 132 
8305 9804 BLK 117 BLK 133 
8306 9805 BLK 605 BLK 134 
8307 17015 BLK 606 BLK 135 
8310 17016 20401: BLK 136 
8311 17018 BLK 101 BLK 137 
8312 17019 BLK 102 BLK 138 
8313 · 17022 BLK 103 BLK 139 
8314 17027 BLK 104 BLK 140 
8315 17028 . BLK 105 BLK 141 
8316 17103 BLK 106 BLK 142 
8317 17104 BLK 108 BLK 143 
8318 17106 BLK 109 BLK 144 
8319 172 BLK 110 BLK 145 
8320 17302 BLK 111 BLK 146 
8321 17303 BLK 112 BLK 147 
8322 17304 BLK 113 BLK 148 
8324 17401 BLK 114 BLK 149 
8325 17403 BLK 115 BLK 150 
8326 17404 BLK 116 BLK 151 
8501 175 BLK 117 BLK 152 
8502 17601 BLK 118 BLK 153, and 
8503 17602 BLK 119 
8504 177 BLK 120 
8505 17807 BLK 121 


1. That portion of census tracts 170.06, 170.11, 170.14, 
170.23, 170.26, 170.97, and 170.98 lying within the City of San 
Diego on January 1, 1990, 
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2. That portion of census tract 200.11 lying within the City of 
Carlsbad on January 1, 1990, 


3. All of census tract 171.05 except that portion lying within 
the City of San Marcos on January 1, 1990, 


4. All of census tract 95.03 except that portion lying within 
the City of Santee on April 1, 1991, and 


5. All that portion of block 103 in cen$us tract 178.05 lying 
southerly of the westerly extension of the center line of Road 
Survey No. 1534 (Palomar Airport Road). 







SECTION 6. Supervisorial District No. 4. 


SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 4 


Consists of the following census tracts: 


1 2502 3402 9103 
2 26 41 9104 
3 2701 42 9105 
4 2702 43 9201 
5 2704 44 9202 
6 2705 55 9301 
7 2706 56 9303 
8 2801 57 9304 
9 2802 59 9603 


10 3001 60 13901 
. 11 3101 61 13904 


12 3102 65 14002: 
13 3103 66 BLK 104 
14 3105 68 BLK 105 
15 3107 69 BLK 106 
16 3108 8507 BLK 107 
17 3109 8509 BLK 108 
18 3110 8510 BLK 201 
19 3201 8511 BLK 202 


2001 3202 86 BLK 203 
2002 3203 8701 B!J< 204 


21 3208 8702 BLK 205 
22 3209 88 BLK 207 
23 3210 8901 BLK 208, and 
24 33 8902 


2501 3401 90 


1. That portion of census tracts 27.03, 30.02, 141, 142, and 143 lying within the City of San Diego on January 1, 1990, ·.and 


2. All of census tract 139.03, excepting therefrom that portion 
lying below the 240 foot contour elevation surrounding Sweetwater 
Reservoir. 
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SECTION 7. Supervisorial District No. 5. 


SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 5 


Consists of the following census tracts: 


17801 19901 20303: 20901: 
17803 19902 BLK 101 BLK 207 
17806 19903 BLK 102 BLK 208A 


179 20005 BLK 103 .. 
BLK 208B 


180 20006 BLK 104 BLK 208C 
181 20007 BLK 105 BLK 208D 
182 20008 BLK 106 BLK 208E 
183 20009 BLK 107 BLK 208F 
184 20010 BLK 108A BLK 208G 


18501 20101 BLK 108B BLK 209A 
18504 20103 BLK 108C BLK 209B 
18507 20104 BLK 108D BLK 209C 
18508 20202 BLK 109 BLK 2090 
18597 20204 BLK 110A BLK 209E 
18598 20205 BLK 110B BLK 209F 
18601 20297 BLK 111 BLK 210 18603 20298 BLK 112A BLK 211A 18605 20301 BLK 112B BLK 211B 18606 20302 BLK 112C BLK 212 18607 20402 BLK 112D BLK 213 187 20403 BLK 113 BLK 219 18801 205 BLK 114 " BLK 220 18802 20601 BLK 115 BLK 222 18803 20698 BLK 118A BLK 223 18901 20701 BLK 118B BLK 224 18902 20703 BLK 601 BLK 225 190 20705 BLK 602A BLK 226 19101 20706 BLK 602B BLK . 227 19103 17805: BLK 603 BLK 228 19104 BLK · 101 BLK 604 BLK 229 19105 BLK 102 20401: BLK 230 19202 BLK 104 BLK GRP-2 BLK 231 19203 BLK 105 BLK GRP-3 BLK 232 19204 BLK 106 BLK 107 BLK 233 193 BLK 107 20901: BLK 234 19401 BLK 108 BLK GRP-1 BLK 235A 19402 BLK 109 BLK 201A BLK 235B 195 BLK 116 BLK 201B BLK 236 19601 BLK 117 BLK 201C BLK 237 19602 20303: BLK 202 BLK 238 19701 BLK GRP-2 BLK 203 BLK 239 19702 BLK GRP-3 BLK 204 BLK 240 19801 BLK GRP-4 BLK 205 BLK 241 19802 BLK GRP-5 BLK 206 BLK 242 











.. , 


Section 8. The san Diego county census tracts referred 
to in the foregoing sections of this ordinance are those census 
tracts established for the federal decennial census in San Diego 
County, as such tracts and their boundaries are set. forth in that 
document entitled 11 1990 CENSUS TRACTS, SAN DIEGO. COUNTY, 
CALIFORNIA" attached.herewith, which document is hereby approved. 
Whenever in the foregoing sections a portion of a census tract is 
included within the boundaries of a supervisorial district and is 
described as that portion within or outside the boundaries of the 
incorporated cities. within San Diego ·County, the boundaries of 
that supervisorial district within that census tract shall follow 
the corporate boundaries of those _cities as they existed ·on 
January 1, 1990, except with respect to the City of Santee whose 
corporate boundaries shall be those boundaries as they existed on 
April 1, 1991. 


Section 9. Ordinance 6097 (New Series) is repealed. 


·section 10. This ordinance shall take effect and be in 
force thirty (30) days after the date of its passage; and before 
the expiration of the fifteen (15) days after its passage, it 
shall be published once with the names of the members voting for 
and against the same in the San Diego Daily Transcript, a 
newspaper of general circulation published in the County of San 
Diego. 
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.' 1990 CENSUS TRAcTs FOR SAN DIEGO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 17 


100 2903 5099 8102 8800 10007 12500 14200 16606 
200 3001 5100 8200 8901 10008 12600 14300 16607 
300 3002 5199 8301 8902 10009 -12700 14400 16608 
400 3101 5200 8303 9000 10103 12800 14500 16609 
500 3102 5300 8305 9101 10104 12900 14600 16610 
600 3103 5400 8306 9102 10106 13000 14700 16611 
700 3105 5500 8307 9103 10107 13101 14801 -16701 
800 3107 5600 8310 9104- 10108 13102 14803 16702 
900 3108 5700 8311 9105 10109 13201- 14804 16802 


1000 3109 5800 8312 9201 10200 13203 14900 16804 
1100 3110 5899 8313 9202 10300 13204 15000 16806 
1200 3201 5900 8314 9301 10400 13301 15100 16807 
1300 3202 6000 8315 9303 10500 13302 15200 16808 
1400 3203 6100 8316 9304 10601 13303 15301 16809 
1500 3204 6200 8317 9400 - -10602 13304 15302 16900 
1600 3207. 6299 8318 9501 10603 13305 15402 17006 
1700 3203 6300 8319 9502 10700 13401 15403 17007 
1800 3209 6400 8320 9503 10800 13405 15404 17008 
1900 .3210 6500 8321 9504 10900 13406 15501 17009 
2001 3300 6600 8322 9602 11000 13407 15502 17010 
2002 3401 6800 8324 9603 11100 13408 15601 17011 
2100 3402 6900 8325 9604 _11200 13409 15602 17014 
2200 3500 7001 8326 9703 11300 13503 15701 17015 
2300 3600 7002 8501 9704 11399 13504 15702 17016 
2400 3800 7100 8502 9705 11400 13505 15800 17018 
2501 3899 7200 8503 9706 11499 13506 15900 17019 
2502 3900 7301 8504 9801 11500 13601 16000 17020 
2600 4000 7302 8505 9802 11600 13603 16100 17021 
2701 - 4100 7400 8506 9804 11700 13604 16201 17022 
2702 4200 7500 8507 9805 11800 13700 16202 17023 
2703 4300 7600 8509 9901 11900 13800 16300 17026 
2704 4400 7700 8510 9902 12000 13901 16401 17027 
2705 4500 7800 8511 9999 12100 13903 16402 17028 
2706 4600 7901 8597 10001 12200 13904 16501 17097 
2801 4700 7902 8598 10002 12301 13905 16502 17098 
2802 4800 8001 8600 10003 12302 14001 16602 17103 
2901 4900 8002 8701 f0004 12401 14002 16603 17104 
2902 5000 8101 8702 10005 12402 14100 16605 17105 


PAGEl 
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17 
17106 18803 20297 
17200 18901 20298 
17302 18902 20301 
17303 19000 20302 
17304 19101 20303 
17401 19103 20401 
17403 19104 20402 
17404 19105 20403 
17500 19202 20500 
17601 19203 20601 
17602 19204 20698 
17700 19300 20701 
17801 19401 20703 
17803 19402 20705 . 
17805 19500 20706 
17806 19601 20801 
17807 19602 20804 
17808 19701 20897 
17900 19702 20898 
18000 19801 20901 
18100 19802 20902 
18200 19901 21000 
18300 19902 21100 
18400 19903 21201 
18501 20005 21202 
18504 20006 21301 


. 18507 20007 21302 . 
18508 20008 
18597 20009 
18598 20010 
18601 20011 
18603 20012 
18605 20101 
18606 20103 
18607 20104 
18700 20202 
18801 20204 
18802 20205 
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SUMMARY OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 


Notice is Hereby Given that the Board of Supervisors of the County 
of San Diego will consider for adoption on October 1, 1991 an 
ordinance which adjusts the boundaries of supervisorial districts 
and redefines the boundaries of all supervisorial districts of the 
County of San Diego. Said proposed ordinance will be presented to 
the Board of Supervisors for the first reading on September 17, 
1991, at which time public testimony will be received. 


The Board meets at 9:00 a.m., in Room 310, County Administration 
Center, 1600 Pacific Highway, San Diego, California. 


Interested persons are encouraged to review the text of the 
proposed ordinance in detail. A certified copy of the full text 
is posted in the Office of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, 
Room.402, of said Administration Center. 


This summary is pub~ished pursuant to Government Code section 25124 
and Board of Supervisors• action of January 2, 1979, authorizing 
publication. 


·.17 
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CITY OF LA MESA 141002/ 002 


City of La Mesa 


LU-GRAY HILL 
(:Qunct1woman 


September 9, 1991 


Mr. Norman Hickey 
Chief Administrative Officer 
County of San Diego 
1600 Pacific Highway 
San Diego, CA 92101 


Dear Norm: 


As you get closer to your redistricting recommendations to the Board, I would like 
to again remind you of our CfiYs strong suppatt for leaving District 2 in its present 
configuration. I believe Ws Plan C-A · 


I cannot stress to you strongly enough my Council's opposition to those 
redistricting proposals that would remove Lemon Grove and Spring Valley from 
the Second District. These cities are part of East County and should be 
represented by the Second District Supervisor. · 


rm confident that you can appreciate. our position and wiff work to accommodate 
our view of this issue. 


Thank you in advance for your support. 


am 


cc: Supervisor Bailey 


8130 ALLISON AVENUE. P.O. BOX 937. LA M£SA. C ALIFORNIA 91944--0937 I (619) 463-6611. FAX (619) 462·7528 
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. . . 


BARRYJ~Z 
Councilmember 


September 9, 1991 


Mr. Norman Hickey 
Chief Administrative Officer 


_ County of San Diego 
1600 Pacific Highway 
San Diego, CA 92101 


DearNonn: 


City ·of La Mesa 
. . . 


As you get closer ·ro your redistricUng recommendations to the ~oard, I would like 
to again remind you of our City's strong support for leaving District 2 ·in its present · 
configuration. IJ?efi(!ve it's Plan c-A. 


I cannot stress to you strongly enough ·my Council's opposition to those · _ 
redistricting proposals that would remove Lemon Grove and.Spring Valley from 
the Second District. These r;ities are part of East County and shof.!ld be · · 
represented by the Second District Supervisor. 


- . . 


I'm co.nfident th~t you can appreciate our position and will work to accommodate 
-our view of this issue. · 


Thank you in advance for your suptjort. 
-


Sincerely, 


~:;J;t)~ 
am 


cc:· Supervisor Bailey 


8130 ALUSON AVENUE. P.O. BOX937, LAMES.-".. CAUFORNlA 92()4.4..0937/ (619) 463-6611, FA.X (619) 462-7S'>-8 
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City of La Mesa 


ART MADRID 
Mayor 


September 6, 1991 


Mr. Norman Hickey 
Chief Administrative Officer 
County of San Diego 
1600 Pacific Highway 
San Diego, CA 92101 


Dear Norm: 


As you get closer to your redistricting recommendations to the Board, I would like 
to again remind you of our City's strong support for leaving District 2 in its present 
configuration. I believe it's Plan C-A. 


I cannot stress to you strongly enough our Council's opposition to those 
redistricting proposals that would remove Lemon Grove and Spring Valley from 
the Second District. These cities are part of East County and should- be 
represented by the Second District Supervisor. 


I'm confident that you can appreciate our position and will work to accommodate 
our view of this issue. 


Thank you in advance for _vour support. 


Sinyf!rely, 


()itt 
Art Madrid 
Mayor 


am 


cc: Supervisor Bailey 


HUO ALLISO AVE l iE . 1'.0 . BOX !1:!7, LA MESA. Ct\LIFOH ' lA H:!0-++-<~137 / ((; 1! 1} -+<>:Hi<ill , FAX (<H ! I} -+<>:! ·7S:!H 
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8111 University Avenue I P.O. Box 518 
La Mesa, CA 91944-0518 


Helix Water District 
(619) 466-0585 


FAX (619) 466-1823 


'9flciC Ftcl'nQ"' 


Norman Hickey 
Chief Administrative Officer 
County of San Diego 
1600 Pacific Highway 
San Diego, CA 92101 


Dear Mr. Hickey: 


- ---·- --· ---


September 6, 1991 


We're pleased to see you now have a plan for redistricting that 
keeps the east county community intact. Plan C-A is the highly 
favored alternative of the Helix Water District. 


The cities of Lemon Grove, La Mesa, El Cajon, and Santee, and the 
community of Spring Valley have always been considered east county 
communities. As such, we have worked together cooperatively for 
many years in achieving the similar goals of the east county. To 
break up this coalition of communities after years of cooperation 
would seem counterproductive to the purpose of redistricting. 


Areas of similar interest and established working relationships 
should be allowed to continue to eff_ectively work together. 


We hope you will approve Plan C-A. 


Sincerely, 


:)/,;(~~&~ 


HWB:RDF:sa 
cc: George Bailey 


H. Warren Buckner 
President 


San Diego County Board of Supervisors 


Elecled Board Dr. Lillian Childs Staff: Donald A. Kaiser 
of Directors: VIce President 


Robert D. Frledgen 
Chief Engineer 


William T. Verbeck Donald J. Kuhl 
H. Warren Buckner Nat L Eggert 


General Manager 
Treasurer 


President 
Harold W. Ball 


District Engineer Adm. Menager 


Joan M. Reynolds Legal Counsel: 
Board Secretary 
Adm. Supervisor Wallace A. Peck 
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~- -fAMBER OF CO M ME R(~ f: 


September 6, 1991 


Chief Administrative Officer 
Attn: Redistricting 
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 209 
San Diego, California 92101 


Dear Chief Administrative Officer: 


+ • ~ 


At the regular September Legislative Affairs Committee meeting 


of the Oceanside Chamber of Commerce, it went on record to support 


keeping the coast communities together for representation as it 


pertains to our County Supervisor. 


The Chamber feels the coastal cities have more issues in 


common than with some of the inland communities. Therefore, 


rather than link Oceanside to Escondido, we feel it is more 


beneficial to have Oceanside with coastal neighborhoods. 


Sincerely, . 
;/


"' : I ( / ... ':;..,_ 


[ ·J u· ~ , . . ~"'L --: ._ . ~- ----::.:,._./ ...... ' 


Stebbins F. Dean ' 
Chief Administrative Officer 


cc: Tim Peckham, Chairman 
Legislative Affairs Committee 


~J 1 2 FOURTH STREf-T P 0. BOX 1578 OCEANSIDE . CALIFORNIA 92051 (. PHONE 619/722-1534 • FAX 61 9/722 8336 








P.O. Box 17204 
San Diego, California .92l'I7 


Chairmana John MacDonald 
And Members of the · 
San Diego County Board of Supervisor;s 
1600 Pacific Highway 
San Diego, California 92101 


Dear Members; 


2.-


September 9, 1991 


RECEIVED 


s· P 1 o ~p( 
Ans' d........... . 


The Clairemont Mesa Planning Committee discussed 
the different proposed plans of realighing the boundaries 


of the San Diego County Supervisor Districts at our 
September 5, 1991 meeting . 


. After discussions, t .he committee .voted that we can 
support Redistricting Plans A-2 or A-2.1. They show 
uniformity boundaries for all districts. The vote was 
11 yes, 0 nos, and 0 abstentions·. 


Sincerely 


if~/::J~M~· o , 
~~v~ 
Tim Graves; Chairman 
Clairemont Mesa Planning Committee 
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'bBOARD O F SUPERVISOR S 


DATE: 


TO: 


COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 
CHIEF ADM I NISTRATIVE OFFIC E 


AGENDA ITEM 


September 10, 1991 


Board of Supervisors 


B RI A N P . B I LBRA Y 
~IRST D I STRICT 


GEORGE F. BA ILEY 
SECOND D ISTR I CT 


SUS A N G O LDING 
THIRD DISTRICT 


LE O N L . WILLI A MS 
FOURTH DISTR I CT 


J O HN MAC DO NALD 
FIFTH DISTRICT 


SUBJECT: supervisorial Redistricting After 1990 Census: 
Proposed Plans A-2, A-2.1, B-2, C-A, and C- B 


SUPV. DIST: All 


SUMMARY: 
REFERENCE 


On August 6, 1991, the Board of Supervisors received proposed 
redistricting Plans A-1 and B-1 prepared by the Chief 
Administrative Officer for consideration in adjusting 
supervisorial district boundaries and directed r.hat 
modifications to these plans be evaluated and reported back 
to your Board. 


RECOMMENDATION(S): 
CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER: 


1. Receive the Chief Administrative Officer's proposed 
redistricting Plans A-2, A-2.1, B-2, C-A, and C-B and 
proposed redistricting plans submitted by community 
organizations. 


2. Direct the Chief Administrative Officer to return to the 
Board of Supervisors with final modifications, if any, 
to a final plan for the adjustment of supervisorial 
district boundaries. 


3. Direct County Counsel to prepare the redistricting 
ordinance for introduction at the September 17, 1991 
Board of Supervisors meeting. 


Fiscal Impact 
The adjustment of supervisorial district boundaries in 
accordance with the decennial U.S. Census has no fiscal impact 
for the County. 







SUBJECT: Supervisorial Redistricting After 1990 Census: Proposed 
Plans A-2, A-2.1, B-2, C-A, and C-B 


BACKGROUND: 


At the regularly scheduled Board of Supervisors meeting on August 
6, 1991 (60), your Board received the two proposed redistricting 
Plans A-1 and B-1 prepared by the Chief Administrative Officer, 
reviewed the proposals submitted by individuals and organizations 
and heard testimony from 3 individuals regarding the adjustment of 
the County's supervisorial district boundaries. 


Your Board then directed the Chief Administrative Officer to make 
certain modifications to Plans A-1 and B-1 and return on September 
10, 1991, for additional public discussion and consideration by the 
Board. In addition, the Chief Administrative Officer was directed 
to meet with interested individuals and groups to discuss their 
proposed redistricting plans and provide for a public review of the 
Chief Administrative Officer's modified plans prior to the Board 
meeting on September 10, 1991. 


The Chief Administrative Officer made modifications to Plans A-1 
and B-1 as directed by your Board at the August 6, 1991 meeting, 
resulting in five revised proposed redistricting plans which are 
presented for your Board's consideration. Any changes requested 
that were not able to be accommodated in the plans are noted in 
the description of the geographic changes and general comments . . 


The requested meetings with interested community organizations and 
individuals took place during the weeks of August 12th and 19th. 
The proposals submitted by these community organizations are 
identified later in this Board letter. 


Copies of the new proposed redistricting plans were placed on 
display at the three County Regional Centers and the County 
Administration Center. Copies of the proposed plans also were sent 
to the City Manager's office in each of the eighteen cities in the 
County. Letters were sent to more than 800 members of the public 
informing them where the proposed plans could be viewed. 


PLAN A-2 


Geographic Changes (The following represent modifications to 
the prior Plan A-1) 


• The North County area reflects no change from the Plan 
A-1 where Escondido and the San Dieguito unincorporated 
area are included in District 3. 
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SUBJECT: Supervisorial Redistricting After 1990 Census: Proposed 
Plans A-2, A-2.1, B-2, C-A, and C-B 


BACKGROUND: (Continued) 


The Ocean Beach area of the City of San Diego is moved 
from District 3 to District 1. 


The Lorna Portal area of the city of San Diego is moved 
from District 1 to District 4. 


The Paradise Hills area is consolidated into District 4 
by moving two census tracts from District 1 to District 
4. In order to balance population and demographics, 
three census tracts (52.00, 53.00 and 35.00) were moved 
from District 4 to District 1. 


• In the South County area, blocks 426A and 426B of census 
tract 213.01 were moved from District 2 to District 1. 
An enlargement of this area is attached to the A-2 plan. 


• In the Clairemont area, several census tracts were moved 
from District 4 to District 3. This was necessary to 
maintain the ethnicjrace population percentages from Plan 
A-1. ·Staff was unable to consolidate Clairemont and 
maintain these balances in Plan A-2. 


The Bonita-Sunnyside area is moved from District 2 to 
District 1. 


Census tract 96.03 (Mission San Diego de Alcala) is moved 
from District 3 to District 4. 


Population Changes 


Plan A-2 Current 


District 1 476,252 452,979 
District 2 524,449 486,071 
District 3 515,019 487,245 
District 4 483,573 474,554 
District 5 498,723 597,167 


3 







SUBJECT: Supervisorial Redistricting After 1990 Census: Proposed 
Plans A-2, A-2.1, B-2, C-A, and C-B 


BACKGROUND: (continued) 


Racial and Ethnic Composition (%) 


Asian 
Black Islander White 
(Non- (Non- (Non-


Hispanic Hispanic) Hispanic) Hispanic) 


Dist.1 
Plan A-2 40.4 6.9 8.3 43.6 
Current 35.3 6.5 10.7 46.8 


Dist. 2 
Plan A-2 10.8 2.3 3.0 83.0 
Current 12.0 2.9 3.1 81.1 


Dist. 3 
Plan A-2 11.5 2.0 9.3 76.7 
Current 8.4 2.3 9.9 78.9 


Dist. 4 
Plan A-2 21.0 15.1 13.3 49.9 
current 26.8 15.4 10.9 46.2 


Dist. 5 
Plan A-2 20.2 4.3 3.6 71.0 
Current 20.9 3.8 3.6 70.9 


PLAN A-2.1 


Geographic Changes (The following represent modifications to 
the Prior Plan A-1) 


Districts 1, 2, and 4 remain the same as shown in Plan 
A-2. 


In the North County area, Escondido moves from District 
3 to District 5, and the cities of Del Mar, Solana Beach, 
Encinitas, and Carlsbad move from District 5 to District 
3. This is the configuration shown for the North County 
area on Plan B-1. 
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SUBJECT: Supervisorial Redistricting After 1990 Census: Proposed 
Plans A-2, A-2.1, B-2, C-A, and C-B 


BACKGROUND: (Continued) 


PLAN 


Population Changes 


Plan A-2.1 


District 1 476,252 
District 2 524,449 
District 3 524,931 
District 4 483,573 
District 5 488,811 


Racial and Ethnic Composition C%) 


Dist.l 
Plan A-2.1 
Current 


Dist. 2 
Plan A-2.1 
Current 


Dist. 3 
Plan A-2.1 
Current 


Dist. 4 
Plan A-2.1 
Current 


Dist. 5 
Plan A-2.1 
Current 


B-2 


Black 
(Non­


Hispanic Hispanic 


40.4 6.9 
35.3 6.5 


10.8 2.3 
12.0 2.9 


9.7 1.9 
8.4 2.3 


21.0 15.1 
26.8 15.4 


22.3 4.5 
20.9 3.8 


AsianjPac. 
Islander 
(Non­
Hispanic 


8.3 
10.7 


3.0 
3.1 


9.1 
9.9 


13.3 
10.9 


3.7 
3.6 


current 


452,979 
486,071 
487,245 
474,554 
597,167 


White 
(Non­
Hispanic 


43.6 
46.8 


83.0 
81.1 


78.8 
78.9 


49.9 
46.2 


68.6 
70.9 


Geographic Chanqes (The following represent modifications to 
the prior Plan B-l.) 


• The North county area and Districts 2 and 3 remain the 
same as Plan B-1. 
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SUBJECT: Supervisorial Redistricting After 1990 Census: Proposed 
Plans A-2, A-2.1, B-2, C-A, and C-B 


BACKGROUND: (Continued) 


Paradise Hills is consolidated in District 4 by moving 
two census tracts from District 1 to District 4. 


• Two census tracts (53.00 and 52.00) 
moved to District 1 to maintain 
population percentages from Plan B-1. 


in District 4 are 
the ethnic/race 


• In the South County, blocks 426A and 426B of census tract 
213.01 were moved from District 2 to District 1, similar 
to the modification in Plan A-2. 


Population Changes 


Plan B-2 Current 


District 1 491,383 452,979 
District 2 500,797 486,071 
District 3 510,576 487,245 
District 4 506,452 474,554 
District 5 488,808 597,167 


Racial and Ethnic composition (%) 


AsianjPac. 
Black Islander White 
(Non- (Non- (Non-


Hispanic Hispanic) Hispanic) Hispanic) 


Dist. 1 
Plan B-2 43.2 10.2 10.1 35.9 
Current 35.3 6.5 10.7 46.8 


Dist. 2 
Plan B-2 12.3 2.8 3.4 80.7 
Current 12.0 2.9 3.1 81.1 


Dist. 3 
Plan B-2 9.4 2.1 9.0 79.0 
Current 8.4 2.3 9.9 78.9 


Dist. 4 
Plan B-2 15.8 10.6 10.8 62.0 
Current 26.8 15.4 10.9 46.2 


Dist. 5 
Plan B-2 22.3 4.5 3.7 68.6 
Current 20.9 3.8 3.6 70.9 
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SUBJECT: Supervisorial Redistricting After 1990 Census: Proposed 
Plans A-2, A-2.1, B-2, C-A, and C-B 


BACKGROUND: (Continued) 


PLAN C-A 


Geographic Changes (The following represent modifications to 
Plan A-2) 


This plan modifies Plan A-2 to maintain the current 
boundaries of Supervisorial District 2, with the 
exception that three census tracts from the Rolando area 
of the City of San Diego are included in District 2 and 
the unincorporated area of Spring Valley is consolidated 
in District 2. 


Census tracts 45.00 and 46.00 are moved from District 1 
to District 4 to maintain two majority non-white 
districts, but with the consequence of decreasing the 
Hispanic population percentage in District 1 from 40.4% 
to 38.3%. 


The Lorna Portal area remains in District 1 to maintain 
two majority non-white districts from Plan A-2. 


All of the Navajo Planning Area of the City of San Diego 
is moved from District 2 to District 3. Several census 
tracts in the Clairemont area of the City of San Diego 
are added to District 4, and the Mission Beach area of 
the City of San Diego is added to District 1 to reduce 
the resultant population increase in District 3. 


Census tract 96.03 (Mission San Diego de Alcala) is moved 
to District 3 from District 4 to maintain two majority 
non-white districts from Plan A-2. 


The North County area remains the same as Plan A-2. 


Population Changes 


Plan C-A Current 


District 1 494,597 452,979 
District 2 509,028 486,071 
District 3 522,621 487,245 
District 4 473,047 474,554 
District 5 498,723 597,167 
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SUBJECT: Supervisorial Redistricting After 1990 Census: Proposed 
Plans A-2, A-2.1, B-2, C-A, and C-B 


BACKGROUND: (Continued) 


Racial and Ethnic Composition (%) 


AsianjPac. 
Black Islander White 
(Non- (Non- (Non-


Hispanic Hispanic) Hispanic) Hispanic) 


Dist. 1 
Plan C-A 38.3 6.7 8.1 46.2 
current 35.3 6.5 10.7 46.8 


Dist. 2 
Plan C-A 12.0 2.8 3.4 80.9 
current 12.0 2.9 3.1 81.1 


Dist. 3 
Plan C-A 11.2 2.1 9.2 77.0 
Current 8.4 2.3 9.9 78.9 


Dist. 4 
Plan C-A 21.4 14.7 13.2 49.9 
Current 26.8 15.4 10.9 46.2 


Dist. 5 
Plan C-A 20.2 4.3 3.6 71.0 
Current 20.9 3.8 3.6 70.9 


PLAN C-B 


Geographic Changes (The following represent modifications to 
Plan B-2) 


Plan B-2 was modified to maintain the current boundaries 
of District 2. 


The North County area remains the same as Plan B-2. 


The Sunnyside/Bonita area moves from District 2 to 
District 4. 


• The Otay Planning area moves from District 1 from 
District 2. 
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SUBJECT: Supervisorial Redistricting After 1990 Census: Proposed 
Plans A-2, A-2.1, B-2, C-A, and C-B 


BACKGROUND: (Continued) 


Population Changes 


Plan C-B Current 


District 1 491,080 452,979 
District 2 490,319 486,071 
District 3 510,576 487,245 
District 4 517,233 474,554 
District 5 488,808 597,167 


Racial and Ethnic composition (%) 


AsianjPac. 
Black Islander White 
(Non- (Non- (Non-


Hispanic Hispanic) Hispanic) Hispanic) 


Dist. 1 
Plan C-B 43.2 10.2 10.1 35.8 
Current 35.3 6.5 10.7 46.8 


Dist. 2 
Plan C-B 12.1 2.8 3.3 81.0 
Current 12.0 2.9 3.1 81.1 


Dist. 3 
Plan C-B 9.4 2.1 9.0 79.0 
Current 8.4 2.3 9.9 78.9 


Dist. 4 
Plan C-B 16.0 10.4 10.7 62.1 
Current 26.8 15.4 10.9 46.2 


Dist. 5 
Plan C-B 22.3 4.5 3.7 68.6 
Current 20.9 3.8 3.6 70.9 


General comments 


Staff reviewed the request to use the boundaries of the Escondido 
Elementary School District and the Carlsbad Unified School District 
boundaries to delineate supervisorial districts. Staff found that 
the Escondido Elementary School District boundaries largely follow 
the Escondido City boundaries. However, in several areas the 
school district boundaries exclude portions of the City of 
Escondido which are served by the San Marcos Unified School 
District. In other areas, school district lines split several 
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SUBJECT: Supervisorial Redistricting After 1990 Census: Proposed 
Plans A-2, A-2.1, B-2, C-A, and C-B 


BACKGROUND: (Continued) 


census blocks. 


In the Carlsbad area, approximately 25% of the City of Carlsbad, 
primarily the La Costa area, is served by the San Marcos Unified 
School District. In addition, a small portion of the City of 
Oceanside is included in the Carlsbad Unified School District 
boundaries. 


Utilizing school district boundaries would not maintain the 
criterion to avoid dividing cities. School districts boundaries 
are also dynamic and often change annually to reflect new school 
construction or new housing developments. Splitting blocks also 
creates problems with compiling and maintaining demographic data. 
For these reasons supervisorial district boundaries were not 
adjusted to follow school district boundaries. 


The unincorporated communities of Harmony Grove and Elfin Forest 
are in the same supervisorial district in each of the Chief 
Administrative Officer's proposed plans. 


The Tierrasanta Community planning area of the City of San Diego 
is consolidated in all of the plans presented. 


In Plan B-2, the community of Clairemont is undivided; however, in 
the A-2 and A-2.1, Clairemont is divided in order to maintain 
population and demographic balances in the A series plans. 


Staff is prepared to review these proposed plans to adjust the 
County's supervisorial district boundaries. 


Community Proposals 


The Chief Administrative Officer and staff met with and received 
three redistricting plans from representatives of the following 
community organizations. These plans are presented for your 
Board's consideration: 


Asian Business Association (ABA) 
Asian American Political Coalition {AAPC) 
Camino Real Group (CRG) 
Harborview Community Council {HCC) 


Chicano Federation 


San Diego Black Political Action Committee 
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SUBJECT: Supervisorial Redistricting After 1990 Census: Proposed 
Plans A-2, A-2.1, B-2, C-A, and C-B 


BACKGROUND: (Continued) 


Members of the organizations who submitted these proposals are 
expected to address your Board on behalf of their proposed plans 
at the September 10, 1991 meeting. 


Correspondence Received by the Chief Administrative Officer 


1. July 25, 1991 Letter from Mr. and Mrs. Willard M. Edwards 


2. August 9, 1991 Letter from Supervisor Susan Golding 


3. August 9, 1991 Letter from Supervisor Susan Golding 


4. August 14, 1991 Letter from Brad Mills, President of the Casa 
de Oro Business Association 


5. August 20, 1991 Letter from the City of Solana Beach 


Staff will be prepared to review the plans with your Board on 
September 10, 1991, and to receive further direction leading to 
the final adoption of a redistricting plan by your Board no later 
than October 1, 1991. 


Respectfully, 
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BOARD ' OF SUPERVISORS 
AGENDA ITEM 


INFORMATION SHEET 


SUBJECT: Supervisorial Redistricting After the 1990 Census: 
Proposed Plans A-2, A-2.1, B-2, C-A, and C-B 


SUPV. DIST.: All 


COUNTY COUNSEL APPROVAL: 
( ) Standard Form 


Form and Legality 
( ) Ordinance 


( ) Yes (X) N/A 
( ) Resolution 


AUDITOR APPROVAL: (X) N/A { ) Yes 4 VOTES: ( ) Yes ( ) No 


FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT REVIEW: ( ) Yes (X) No 


CONTRACT REVIEW PANEL: ( ) Approved (X) N/A 


CONTRACT NUMBER(S): N/A 


PREVIOUS RELEVANT BOARD ACTION: 2/19/91 (29,30) Directed the 
CAO to begin redistricting process and hold public meetings to 
receive public comment; 4/30/91 (29) Adopted redistricting 
criteria/guidelines and work plan; 5/28/91 (73) Accepted CAO 
proposal alternative plans, directed public meetings be held and 
return with a report in 60 days; 7/31/91 (1) Board held a 
redistricting workshop; reviewed alternative plans and requested 
additional information on CAO proposals A and B; 8/6/91 (60) Board 
directed additional refinements to CAO proposed redistricting 
plans. 


BOARD POLICIES APPLICABLE: None 


CITIZEN COMMITTEE STATEMENT: Not Applicable 


CONCURRENCE(S): Not Applicable 


ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT: Chief Administrative Office 


CONTACT PERSON: June Komar 730/531-6288 A-6 


September 10, 1991 
MEETING DATE 
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Norman W. Hickey, 
Chief Administrative Officer 
1600 Pacific Highway, 
San Diego,Calif. 92101-2472 


Dear Mr. Hickey : 


July 25,1991 


Thank you for providing workshops that provided for 
public participation. 


When m¥ wife and I attended the workshop in Chula Vista, 
we were impressed by the significance and clarity of the data 
and by the maps presented and by the respect and encouragement 
given public speakers. 


Several speakers recommended districts determined by 
common environmental and economic development, but one speaker 
recommended a district determined by race and national origin. 
My wife and I strongly oppose the latter criteria. 


Such criteria directly opposes anti-discrimination 
federal law. It also oppose3the school integration policy 
for whi~millions of dollars are spent bussing. Further 
such criteria suggests interests other than the common good. 


At a time when blood is being shed between Palistinian 
and Isre~li areas, Croatian and Slovenian areas, Kurdish and 
Arabic areas and Quebec and other Canadian provinces is no 
time to plant dragon teeth. 


Edwards 


&.C~~~ 
0. Christina Edwards 
1163 Louden Lane 
Imperial Beach,CA 
91932 







SCOTT HARVEY & ASSOCIATES 
GOVERNMENT AND CORPORATE RELATIONS 


August 2, 1991 


Ms. June Komar 
Deputy Chief Administrative Officer 
County of San Diego 
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 201 
San Diego, CA 92101 


Dear Ms. Komar: 


I am writing on behalf of the San Dieguito Association of 
Realtors to endorse any re-districting proposal that places the 
cities of Encinitas, Del Mar and Solana Beach in the same 
supervisorial district. In fact, we believe a strong case can be 
made for a re-districting alternative like IC which creates a 
coastal district extending from C~rlsbad in the north to Coronado 
in the south, including the Point Lorna area of the City of San 
Diego. While not including San Diego County's entire coastline, 
an alternative like this does create a natural community of 
interest that shares many similar environmental issues. 


We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this very 
important re-districting process. 


cc: Supervisor Susan Golding 
Susan Edwards 


900006/ija 


Sc Harvey 
Governmental Affairs Director 


945 FOURTH AVENUE • SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92101 
(619) 233-1260 • FAX (619) 696-9476 







. .... 


SusAN GoLDING 
SUPERVISOR, THIRD DISTRICT 


SAN DIEGO COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 


MEMORANDUM 


TO: 


FROM: 


DATE: 


RE: 


NORMAN HICKEY 
CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER 


SUSAN GOLDING 
SUPERVISOR, DISTRICT THREE 


AUGUST 9, 1991 


REDISTRICTING- TIERRASANTA COMMUNITY 


****************************************************************************** 


I have received a number of phone calls from members of the Tierrasanta Community 
Council regarding the proposed redistricting maps. Unfortunately, Tierrasanta remains 
divided on all the map proposals. 


Please use the attached map when redrawing the boundaries in the Tierrasanta 
Community. Also, please note the La Mirage Apartments are part of the Tierrasanta 
Community. 


Thank you for your assistance. 


COUNTY ADMINISTRATION CENTER 1600 PACIFIC HIGHWAY • ROOM 335 SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92101 · 2470 (619) 531-5533 
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SUSAN GOLDING 
SUPERVISOR, THIRD DISTRICT 


SAN DIEGO COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 


MEMORANDUM 


TO: 


FROM: 


DATE: 


RE: 


NORMAN HICKEY 
CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER 


SUSAN GOLDING 
SUPERVISOR, DISTRICT THREE 


AUGUST 9, 1991 


REDISTRICTING - CLAIREMONT COMMUNITY 


****************************************************************************** 


I have received a number of phone calls from members of the Clairemont Town Council 
and the Clairemont Mesa Planning Committee regarding the proposed redistricting maps. 
Unfortunately, during the last redistricting process the community of Clairemont was 
divided. 


Please include the areas of South Clairemont and Bay Park when redrawing the 
boundaries in the Clairemont community. 


Thank you for your assistance. 


COUNTY ADMINISTRATION CENTER 1600 PACIFIC HIG- • ROOM 335 SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92101-2470 (619) 531-5533 
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. ,·,·ca,a de Oro · 
8u1lne1 1 A11oclatlon 
PO/T OFFICE 80H 128 
/PRinG VALLEY. CA 92077 


August 14, 1991 


Mr. Norm Hickey 
Chief Administrative Officer 
County Administration Center 
1600 Pacific Highway 
San Diego CA 92101-2470 


Re: redistricting 


Dear Mr. Hickey 


As President and spokesperson of the association, the 
membership has directed me to communicate the following to 
you: 


We reiterate and vigorously agree with what every speaker at 
every public hearing to date has said, that is; 


1. we consider the Casa de Oro community a part of 
Spring Valley, 


2. traditionally and historically Spring Valley has 
been and continues to be an East County community, 


3 . the people of Spring Valley are best served and 
represented by a supervisor of East County. 


Most important, the Spring Valley area must not be divided, 
as we strongly believe it is impractical and unworkable to 
have the area governed by two supervisors . 


For the record, the Casa de Oro 
vehemently opposes any redistricting 
the Spring Valley community. 


CASA de ORO BUSINESS ASSOCIATION 


~:/ ;;/-
~~ 


Brad Mills 
President 
(619) 660-1057 


Business Association 
plan that will divide 







CITY OF SOLANA BEACH 
380 STEVENS AVENUE • SUITE 305 • SOLANA BEACH. CAUFORNIA 92075 • (619) 755-2998 


August 20, 1991 


Mr. Norman Hickey 
Chief Administrative Officer 
County of San Diego 
1600 Pacific Highway 
San Diego, CA 92101 


Attn: Kathy Warburton 


Dear Norm: 


At its meeting on August 19, 1991, the Solana Beach City Council 
discussed various alternatives relating to the reconfiguration of 
supervisorial districts in San Diego County. While stopping short 
of drawing precise boundaries, the Council supported the creation 
of a district that would include all North County coastal cities 
(Del Mar, Solana Beach, Encinitas, Carlsbad, and Oceanside). 


The Council further stated that all property belonging to the 22nd 
District Agricultural Association should be included in the newly 
configured superv~sorial district. 


In terms of which district should the new alignment of cities be 
placed in, the Council felt that the 5th District was most 
appropriate as it has historically been the North County District. 


Thank you for considering our position on this important matter and 
please call if you have any questions 


Sincerely, 


Michael W. Huse 
City Manager 


cc: Mayor and City Council 
Chairman John MacDonald 
Supervisor Susan Golding 
Supervisor George Bailey 
Supervisor Brian Bilbray 
Supervisor Leon Williams 
Mayor Claude Lewis 
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