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Yesterday, | neglected to include a copy of the proposed Ceis and
Foster plan for the new 32nd and 46th Legislative Districts, and it is
attached here to a copy of my original email.

Elaine Phelps

Attached please find an appeal to the Commission to revise the
proposed boundaries for the new 32nd LD as related to the 46th LD, and
other matters.

Thank you for your consideration.

Elaine Phelps, 32nd LDDO State Committee Woman
17238 10th Ave NW

Shoreline, WA 98177

Phone: 206.546-5495

Email: efphelps@earthlink.net
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To THE WASHINGTON STATE REDISTRICTING COMMISSION: PLEASE HELP US



Dear Commissioners:



We recognize that the Commission members have one of the most difficult governmental tasks in the state, and appreciate the hard work you have been doing all these months.



However, we are baffled by the fact that most of the criteria normally adhered to in redistricting are ignored by the plans for the new 46th and 32nd Districts despite the fact that numbers of us from the 32nd and 46th Democratic organizations (and Republican organizations as well) testified against adopting exactly this kind of proposal, as was the official position of both Districts as forwarded to the Commission via resolutions.



OBJECTIONS IN BRIEF  (Please see ATTACHMENT for details)

Both the 46th and the 32nd oppose a boundary that would place part of the 46th from Seattle within the 32nd or, to put it another way, any part of the current 32nd into the new 46th.

Some of us in suburbia would be in a District that includes part of urban Seattle; shuts us off from other suburban communities we have long partnered with at District meetings; weakens  District cohesion with Lake Forest Park for our shared school district; and deeply impairs our political and electoral work on matters specific to Shoreline by dividing Shoreline between two Districts.  

Most important to Shoreline is that all of it be kept together within one Legislative District that does not include any part of Seattle. 

Instead of combining part of us with urban Seattle in the new 32nd and simultaneously cutting our city in two with each part in different Districts, why not exchange the Seattle part of the new 32nd for the Shoreline part now intended to be cut out of it, thereby solving problems not only for Shoreline but also for the entire 32nd and 46th Districts?

	

We ardently hope that there is still time to repair the plan so as to avert this far-reaching, profound but avoidable damage by giving appropriate consideration to the multiple harms – in violation of redistricting guidelines - the current plan would unnecessarily impose upon thousands of people impacted by it.  Please respect the redistricting guidelines and revise the plan accordingly.



Sincerely, and with thanks,



Elaine Phelps, WSDCC Committee Woman

17238 10th Ave  NW

Shoreline WA 98177



206.546-5495





ATTACHMENT – EXPLANATION OF OUR CONCERNS IN GREATER DETAIL

The proposed boundaries would simultaneously break up several significant communities of interest. 



School districts  

Shoreline and Lake Forest Park comprise the Shoreline School District, in toto, and the new District boundaries separate these two cities making it harder to work on school district issues jointly.  Not only that, but part of Shoreline is cut out of the new 32nd, further impairing this relationship.   More on this below under Shoreline.



Suburban, Urban 

The current 46th is entirely urban, the current 32nd is entirely suburban. Please allow me to state the obvious:  by setting the new boundaries as proposed, the task of organizing politically is made doubly difficult.  

This would require the new District to occupy itself not only with the numerous issues and political races that concern the largest city in the state, Seattle, but with the suburban issues of Shoreline. Which do you think would take precedence?

Furthermore, Shoreline and the other suburban communities in the 32nd have very similar concerns, and by means of our regular District contacts we are able to support one another and discuss common interests.  This mutual support is extremely valuable in taking political action.  The new boundaries will unnecessarily disrupt if not destroy what is now so important to our shared political activity and civic life in general.



Legislative representation

Both the 46th and the 32nd are represented by excellent Democratic legislators, all of whom are highly knowledgeable, skilled and involved in their District.

New boundaries, as I am well aware, are always a part of redistricting, and will require incumbents to adjust to representing new constituencies.  However, the proposed changes unduly burden the legislators by needlessly forcing them to serve such disparate communities as highly urban Seattle as well as suburbia  And the counterpart to this for their constituents who, having such differently focused issues, cannot hope to have the same kind of attention that they have now if their legislators must deal locally with a far greater diversity of concerns.



Shoreline

One of the most harshly afflicted communities by the plan is the city I live in, Shoreline. It’s as if we were especially selected to be subject to the worst possible outcome of redistricting, and we are petitioning for relief.

Not only are we subject to all of the disabilities listed above, but our civic lives would be further impoverished by having our city cut in two, part in the new 32nd and part banished from it, which the new north-south boundary would do. 

Anyone looking at the plan from outside the Commission would have a difficult job in trying to grasp what might have been the general criteria that could possibly have created such boundaries, especially in the face of published guidelines that argue against it.

We urge a new plan along the lines laid out in our letter and in the guidelines. 
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Ceis and Foster, new 32nd LD and new 46th LD, October 14, 2011
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Ceis and Foster, new 32° LD and new 46” LD, October 14, 2011






