















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Item 6.1

Livermore neighborhood seems to have little in common with Rellbdio Gomieéent Received
neighborhoods, particularly different schools. By making a few swaps of territory, | was able to get the
north Livermore downtown neighborhood in the same district. Finally, the two districts with the
smallest populations are the ones more likely to increase in population due to development, so the

variance will decrease with time, not increase.

Alan Burnham
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Item 6.1

Public Comment Received

Population Data Layers Evaluation

v Citizen Voting Age Population by Race

COMPARE ‘Hispanic population v|

WITH |Asian population V|

AND | Black population v ‘

Hispanic Asian Black
@D 20.3% 12.6%
2 15.1% 14.9%
(3] 10.9% 10.9%
O 12.6% 8.8%
Overall 14.6% 11.7%

3.7%
3.3%
28%
0.8% .
2.6%
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ore Grove Park
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Item 6.1
Public Comment Received

21,758

21,233

23,158

21,857

ldeal: 22,001.5

UNASSIGNED POPULATION: 0]

MAX. POPULATION DEVIATION: 5.26%
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Current Districts

Prepared by
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Item 6.1
Public Comment Received

A 2020 Census Redistricting Daoto. Adjusted for
incarcerated populations
+ 2015-2019 American Community Survey Special
Tabulation
* Colculated pursuant to OMB BULLETIN NO. 00-02

Total

22,837

21,020

22,292

21,857

88,006

22,002

Population”

Deviation

+3.8%

-4.5%

+1.3%

0.7%

Citizen Voting Age Population’

Total

16,240

14,742

15,089

15,883

61,954

Latino’

17.7%

15.9%

12.0%

126%

14.6%

Asian

10.6%

12.8%

14.9%

8.8%

1.7%

Black’

3.3%

3.3%

3.2%

0.8%

2.6%

NH-
White

67.8%

66.5%

68.0%

76.0%

69.6%
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Item 6.1
Public Comment Received

February 13, 2022
To: Livermore City Council
From: Alan Burnham

Over the past month, | created several potential zoning maps, two of which were formally submitted. |
focused on our community of interest and achieving an acceptable population variance. Five specific
considerations were (a) don’t start from scratch and disenfranchise too many voters (b) those of us close
to East Avenue School are connected more to the south downtown neighborhood than is North
Livermore, given that we walk through it frequently going downtown, (c) the railroad tracks provide a
more appropriate boundary than First Street between districts 2 and 3 given the limited traversal by
walking and bicycling, (d) the current district map inappropriately divides the north downtown
community along Livermore Ave, and (e) Districts 1 and 2 are where most future growth will occur, so if
anything should have lower population in districts drawn now.

Per Council discussion, my second submitted version (104852)

Plan Population - Voting Age Population Citizen Voting Age Population
Name [ Jrotat [oeviation [%Dev |uatino |Asian [Bla(k [NH Jrotal [Latino [Asian |Black |NH  [Total |tatino |Asian rnm [Nw
e s ] | | [wh_-m White |White
LIVI 1\\\ [®R] 104852 |1 | 21,758] 244]  -1.1%| 30.3%| 17.3%| 2.3%| 46.2%] 17,162] 26.7%| 17.1%| 2.3% 50.4%] 14,787] 20.3%| 12.6% 3.7%| 62.2%
104852 |2 [21,233 769] -3.5%| 20.1%| 21.7%| 2.7%| 51.2%] 16,353| 18.2%| 20.9%| 2.7%| 54.3%| 14,778| 15.1%| 14.9%] 3.3%| 65.3%
Plan 104852 104852 3 23,158 1156]  5.3%| 21.3%] 13.3%| 28%| 58.5%0 18,193] 18.7%[ 12.8%] 26%| 62.1%] 16,506] 10.9%| 109%] 2.8%] 74.2
i0ass —Ja J21857 1s|__o7w! a8l 1soxl 13%] e onf 16760 131%] 1aex] 1% 67.0%l 5883 12 6% sex%l oox| 7605

# Deferred - 3,686
Deviation < 10% - Yes

All blocks assigned - Yes
Districts Contiguous - Yes

A 2020 Census Redistricting Data. Adjusted for |
incarcerated populations
| +2015-2019 American Community Survey Special
Tabulation |
* Calculated pursuant to OMB BULLETIN NO. 00-02

21,758

1.1% 14,787

2 21,233 3.5% 14778 15.1% 149% 3.3% 65.3%
3 23,158 +5.3% 16,506 10.9% 109% 28% 74.2%
4 21857 0.7% 15883 126% 88% 09% 76.0%
Total 88,006 8.7% 61,954 146% 11.7% 26% 69.6%

Prepared by \
WAG
[ SRAESE)

Ideal 22,002

placed more emphasis on Communities of Interest than equivalent populations. My District 3 had the
largest population, but | thought it was appropriate to maintain community connections. The
demographer’s Red Plan is similar 104852, except the 1-3 boundary is moved from to Fourth street to
reduce the population variance. |think it is not the best alternative to put all of downtown in District 1.
Alternatives to that move are (a) to move the District 4-3 boundary from Robertson Park and the creek
to College Avenue or (b) to move the condos NW of LHS to District 3 along with moving the line in my
plan westward to put the homes east of Junction School in District 2. The former is consistent with a
Community of Interest map submitted by a South Livermore Downtown resident,

278



Item 6.1
Public Comment Received

OraAve | P‘\«é‘

Pestana Way

%izza Arbor Ave -+

155940100

+
falleycare
iorial Hospital

=
&
wia
=
4

and the latter is along the lines of another Community of Interest map submitted from the North
Livermore downtown neighborhood. Note that the line here is not long Junction Ave as in many plans
and more similar to my plan 104852.

;,—"'fn /

AT

| offer a modification of my plan that | suspect will reduce the variance to below that of the current
districts and allow the variance to decrease with time as North Livermore grows.

T
3//5@_ L\Y L VI S i UTETUT
>
4 e
s AN
:]7 J. E]: WSt /I
o ?af \
et Olivina-Ave| 9):
Liv ore
% East-Ave-
23y
Jak Kmell ?.\N\S\ Pyl
College'Ave

/
|
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Item 6.1
Public Comment Received

An expanded view of the condos and a few houses moved to District 2 follows.

. \

—

B Coffee S “'\‘\ '
oL IT‘WI U - - - ) \ %
~ \ .

7 llibe Expresel .

Livermor,
Collision'Cer

- Liverr.po'

V School

An alternative boundary along Junction Avenue is shown by the blue dashed line. Which district
Junction school itself is in probably makes no practical difference. More important is what community
of interest the apartment dwellers bounded by Portola, Livermore Ave, and Junction Ave might
associate with. Having those dwellings in District 2 makes it more contiguous and reduces the variance
between Districts 1 and 2. Unfortunately, the map drawing program is no longer available on the City
website, so | cannot do a quantitative analysis.

| conclude that there is no such thing as a perfect boundary. The Railroad tracks east of downtown and
Stanley Boulevard west of town are about as good as it gets. The best intersections among the Districts
in the downtown area are more debatable, but having all or most districts cover part of the downtown is
highly desirable in my view in order to encourage overall Livermore cohesiveness.
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About redistricting
About the data
Save plan
Districtr homepage
New plan
Print / PDF
Export Districtr-JSON
Export COIl plan as SHP
Export COI plan as GeoJSON
Export assignment as CSV (these units)

About import/export options

These details are updated automatically

¥ Important Places
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2/14/22, 3:07 PM Districtr

Item 6.1
Public Comment Received

Communities of Interest

@ South-east livermore

This region sits within a boundary of higher traffic roads, but within it there is a continuity of neighborhoods.
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2/3/22, 9:35 AM Districtr

Item 6.1
Public Comment Received

Communities of Interest

@ South Livermore

This community is people whose children attend or attended the two elementary schools, K-8 school, middle school, and high school on this side
of town. We use the parks and the bike path, and many were members at one point or another of the swim clubs. Alden Lane Nursery is another
popular gathering place.

Important Places

Lucky Supermarket
Granada High School
Smith Elementary
Mendenhall Middle School
Sycamore Grove Park

bike path

https://districtr.org/COI1/108607 _2 .8 4



2/3/22, 9:35 AM Districtr

Item 6.1

Alden Lane Nursery Public Comment Received

Livermore Valley Swim & Tennis Club

Sunset Elementary School

Max Baer Park

Ida Holm Park

Jack Williams Park

Pleasure Island Park

Joe Michell K-8 School

bike path

Sunset Swim Club

https://districtr.org/COI1/108607 .2 .8 5



1/31/22, 2:57 PM Districtr

Item 6.1
Grocery Outlet Public Comment Received
99 Cents Only Store
Rincon Library

Junction K-8 School

Marilyn Ave Elementary School

286
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About redistricting
About the data
Save plan
Districtr homepage
New plan
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Export Districtr-JSON
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2/14/22, 3:23 PM Districtr

Item 6.1
Public Comment Received

Communities of Interest

® Communityl

All area south of Concannon Ave and Wente St and Tesla Rd in Livermore
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Item 7.1
PowerPoint Presentation

Report from the Director of Emergency Services
regarding the COVID-19 emergency

February 14, 2022
Presented by Christine Martin, Assistant City Manager

LIVERM®RE

——————————————————
1
[

Updates Since We Last Met

» TESTING:
County 7-day percentage positive tests for February 12 was 5.3%

l Down from January 21 when it was 17.1%

* HOSPITALIZATIONS:

County 7-day average of new COVID admissions and confirmed
diagnoses on February 12 was 65

l Down from January 21 when it was 115

+ CASES:
Livermore 7-day average of daily new cases per 100k
» February 5: ~58; January 21: ~168
County 7-day average of daily new cases per 100k
» February 5: ~53; January 21: ~174

LIVERV®RE
_eee
2
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PowerPoint Presentation

e —
Updates Since We Last Met

February 13 Vaccine Clinic at the Sunday
Farmers Market

* Administered 103 doses of Pfizer 12+

* Administered 67 doses of Pfizer
Pediatric

» Alameda County Vaccine Incentive
Program: 56 gift cards to youth ages 5-
17 who received 15t or 2" dose

LIVERM®RE

_-
3
[

Updates Since We Last Met

* Mask Mandate

» Alameda County aligns with State of California to lift
universal mask requirements for vaccinated people for
most indoors public settings beginning February 16.

» Unvaccinated people over the age of two must continue
to mask in all indoor public settings.

» Indoor masking still required for everyone, regardless of
vaccination status, in public transportation; health care
settings; congregate settings such as correctional
facilities and homeless shelters; long-term care
facilities; and in K-12 schools and childcare settings.

* Masks strongly recommended to be worn in indoor
settings as an effective tool to prevent the spread of the
virus.

LIVERI®RE
_eee
4

Item 7.1
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Item 7.1
PowerPoint Presentation

Local Testing Sites

* Mobile Testing Bus at Robert Livermore
Community Center parking lot off Loyola Way

« Started Jan. 28 and operates 7am-7pm every
Friday

» Total tests 254
» Total positive tests 94
+ Total negative 168

» Alameda County free community testing site at Axis Community Health (5925 W. Las
Positas Blvd., Pleasanton)

+ Stanford Health Care — ValleyCare Community Testing (1111 E. Stanley Blvd.,
Livermore)

» Las Positas College Parking Lot P operated by CityHealth Urgent Care (3000 Campus
Hill Dr., Livermore)

LIVERM®RE

Vaccination Data

Pop. At Least Fully Fully Vaccinated
One Dose Vaccinated with Booster

Dose
Livermore 88,961 83.1% 77.0% 56.8%
Alameda
1,648,969 88.7% 82.2% 59.2%
County

» Standing Clinics:
» Stanford Health Care — ValleyCare (1133 E. Stanley Blvd.)
» Local pharmacies (CVS, Walgreens, Safeway, Rite Aid, etc.)

Note: sourced from the County’s COVID data site https://covid-19.acgov.org/data l I\T [QIC)I(E
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PowerPoint Presentation

Alameda County Cases by Vaccination Status

Case Rate 7-Day Average

7-day Average Daily Rate among Unvaccinated Population ®7-day Average Daily Rate among Fully Vaccinated Population ®7-day Average Daily Rate among Total Population

O 800 Data for st seven days masked.

600
o
8
=]
8
5 | 400
a
o
2
8
]
8
. J\
O o
May 2021 Jul 2021 Sep 2021 Nov 2021 Jan 2022
O O
Week Ending

Note: sourced from the County’s COVID data site https://covid-19.acgov.org/data

LIVERM@®RE

7-Day Rolling Avg of Daily New COVID-19 Cases
per 100,000 Population

1/6/2022 to 2/5/2022

10
20
210
180

o

o

o

o

\‘“‘I&’ﬂ '\\"asﬂ \\"“‘011 “\h\@ﬂ ﬂ’\iﬂgﬂ \\’l“'{&ﬂ \\"-L"ﬂ(sITL \\1‘*1511 \\1‘1*@11 1)'\"@1 ’Dn@’ﬂ

— Alameda County — Livermore
Note: sourced from the County’s Data Sharing Initiative https://data.acgov.org/ l J\f-]—_. P.\ I()I{E
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S —
Total Daily Hospitalizations Countywide

'Alameda County Total COVID-19 Hospitalizations ]
® Total Hospitalized “Hospitalized in ICU

500

400

300

200

100

Jul 2020 Oct 2020 Jan 2021 Apr 2021 Jul 2021 Oct 2021 Jan 2022

Note: sourced from the County’s COVID data site https://covid-19.acgov.org/data LIVEW@RE
-
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Questions?

LIVERMORE
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Item 7.2
PowerPoint Presentation

Dr. Rob Tillyer
&
Dr. Michael Smith

Department of Criminology & Criminal Justice
University of Texas at San Antonio (UTSA)

PROJECT OVERVIEW

Project Scope: Examine contacts with the public during traffic stops to better

understand the racial/ethnic composition of these encounters and their

outcomes.

Deliverables:

1. Discuss best practices in data analysis of police-civilian encounters —
completed March 2021
Review and assess current traffic stop data collection protocols; provide
recommendations as needed — completed October 2021
Analyze recent traffic stop data to identify the racial/ethnic composition of
those encounters and compare against appropriate benchmarks

Analyze recent LPD data to identify factors associated with arrest




Item 7.2
PowerPoint Presentation

METHODOLOGY

Part I: Analyze recent traffic stop data to identify the racial/ethnic composition
of those encounters and compare against appropriate benchmarks
* We have no information on situations in which an officer could have stopped
a civilian, but then did not. Thus, the key challenge is to identify a comparison
(referred to as a benchmark).
Key consideration: What is the risk of being stopped for a specific civilian
group?
A good benchmark reflects stopping risk (assuming no bias) by asking the

tollowing questions: Where they drive?, When they drive?, How often they
drive?, What they drive?, How they drive?, Who they are?

METHODOLOGY

* Two benchmarks were used as proxies for driving and traffic law violating
populations (i.e., risk of being stopped) in Livermore

1. A 7veil of darkness” (VOD) analysis examined differences in stop rates
of non-White and White drivers during the daytime compared to the
nighttime
Traffic crash data:
a) Not-at-fault drivers serving as an estimate of the driving population
b) At-fault drivers serving as an estimate of those who violate the

traffic laws
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METHODOLOGY

Why not use Census population as a benchmark?
The key problem is the faulty assumption that the residential population
possesses an equal level of risk for being stopped by the police.

1. Civilians vary in their likelthood of contact (i.e., risk) based on a number
of factors, including their own driving behavior (i.e., if they drive, how
they drive, when they drive, what they drive, etc.).

2. This benchmark assumes that only the residential population that lives in
a particular area drives in that area.

These two factors (i.e., driving behavior of residents and the cross-
jurisdictional travel of non-resident drivers), in addition to others, render this
an inappropriate benchmark.

The use of Census data as a legitimate, scientific benchmark has been rejected

by contemporary scholars and experts.

METHODOLOGY

Part II: Analyze recent LPD data to identify factors associated with arrest

Police-civilian encounters initiated by officers (i.e., traffic and pedestrian
stops) were used in this analysis

Descriptive statistics describe the encounters

Inferential statistics determine whether a particular civilian group is more or
less likely to receive a specific outcome while considering all other relevant
characteristics

Previous research suggests some evidence for non-White groups to be
arrested at higher rates, while other studies provide no evidence of a
relationship

Male civilians are consistently found to be arrested at higher rates
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DATA & ANALYSIS

LPD activity between January 1, 2019 and April 30, 2021 was analyzed
Part I: 22,737 LPD traffic stops were analyzed
o Stops, Benchmark #1: ANOVA and t-tests for statistical significance

o Stops, Benchmark #2: Disproportionality Ratios (DR) compare stopping
rates between White and non-White groups

o A rate above 1.0 indicates that the group of interest experienced rate
of stops at an elevated rate compared to White drivers
Part II: 24,065 police-civilian encounters were analyzed
o Multivariate models were estimated to identity factors (i.e., encountet,

civilian, officer, and contextual variables) associated with the likelihood of
an arrest

o Results identity variables that enhance or reduce the likelihood of an
arrest while simultaneously considering all other factors

RESULTS: Stops, Benchmark #1

Traffic Stop % Daytime % Nighttime %
(N=22,737) (N=1,552) (N=1,148)

44.5% 43.8%

No statistical significance

10.3% 9.7% 11.4%

No statistical significance

28.1% 30.0% 29.4%

No statistical significance

4.3% 5.4%

No statistical significance

12.1% 10.0%
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RESULTS: Stops, Benchmark #2

Not-At-
At-Fault
Traffic Stop % Fault Not-At- Not-At-
Crashes %
(N=22,737) Crashes % Fault-DI Fault-DR
IN=1,775)
(IN=2,220)

v
10.3% 9.4% 8.4%
28.1% 33.7% 28.6% 0.8 1.0 0.8 0.9
-
21

40.7%

1.0 1.1

5.4% 0.6 0.9 0.6

10.9%

RESULTS: Arrest
I N e

[

0.7%
Year 2021 12.1%
1 0
Wekend 17.6% 6.6%

62.1% 0.5%

Civilian Variables 3.2%

Ag 37.65
( 11.26

E—-——
. Patrol Officer
Contextual Variables
Violent Crime Ratc

Under 24 Years of Age Property Crime Rate

61.0%

Violent and property crime rates are based on

organization beats in effect since Feb 2020.
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RESUILTS: Arrest

Model 1 Model 2 (Feb 2020-Apr 2021)

No statistical difference between White ¢ Largely the same results as Model 1
and Black civilians with three exceptions:

Hispanic, Asian, and Other groups 1. No difference between
were all less likely to be arrested Hispanic and White civilians

compared to White civilians T e T —

Factors that Increased the Likelithood of daytime and nighttime
Arrest incidents

Male civilians . Areas with higher levels of

Civilians under the age of 24 violent crime expetienced
Officers with less experience Islglueit aEzo waiios
Officers assigned to Patrol

Incidents during daytime

CONCLUSIONS

Key Findings
* The results from the two benchmark analyses did not reveal a pattern of
racial/ethnic disparity in traffic stops expetienced by non-White drivers.

o The VOD analysis found no statistically significant differences in the
rates at which non-White drivers were stopped in Livermore during the
day compared to at night.

o The traffic crash benchmark analysis found slightly elevated risks for
stops of White and Black drivers (using both type of crash data), and a
slightly elevated risk for stops of Black drivers relative to White drivers
(not-at-fault benchmark only).

Taken together, the two benchmark analyses do not show a consistent pattern
of disparity in stops based on driver race or ethnicity. In other words, the
LPD engaged in traffic stops that largely occurred independent from the
influence of civilian race/ethnicity.
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CONCLUSIONS

Key Findings
The results of the arrest analyses do not reveal a pattern of racial disparity in
police outcomes that disadvantages non-White civilians in the City of
Livermore.

In sum, no clearly identifiable or concerning pattern of racial/ethnic disparity
was found in the encounters that took place in Livermore over a 26-month

period during 2019-21.

Further questions can be directed to Dr. Rob Tillyer (rob.tillyer@utsa.edu)
Department of Criminology & Criminal Justice
University of Texas at San Antonio (UTSA)
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Meeting Type

Mayor Woerner

1/25/2022

FIRE JPA

Board Meeting

Mayor Woerner

1/26/2022

Livermore Chamber of Commerce

N/A

Board Meeting

Mayor Woerner

1/27/2022

Alameda County Transporation Committee

https://www.alamedactc.org/get-

involved/upcoming-meetings/

Mayor Woerner

1/28/2022

East Bay Regional Communications System Authority

Committee Meeting

http://www.ebrcsa.org/meetings.page

Board Meeting

Mayor Woerner

2/2/2022

Alameda County Health Care Servcies Agency

Elected Officials COVID Update

Mayor Woerner

2/3/2022

General Plan Vision Statement

Subcommittee

Mayor Woerner

2/7/2022

FIRE JPA

Board Meeting w/ Supervisors
Mlley and Haubert

Mayor Woerner

2/9/2022

Tri Valley San Joaquin Regional Rail Authority

https://www.valleylinkrail.com/valleylink-project

Board Meeting

Mayor Woerner

2/9/2022

Alameda County Mayors Homeless Working Group

Meeting

Mayor Woerner

2/9/2022

Alameda County Mayors Conference

https://www.alamedacountymayorsconference.org/

agenda-information/

Conference Meeting

Mayor Woerner

2/14/2022

Alameda County Transporation Committee

https://www.alamedactc.org/get-
involved/upcoming-meetings/

Committee Meeting
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Council Member

Committee

Meeting
Date

Committee

Agenda Link

Item 8.0

Council Members' Reports

Meeting Type

Committee Report: Summary
LLNL and ColL senior leaders address topics and

Vice Mayor Bonanno 2/1/2022|LLNL/CoL Working Group Working Group held quarterly [share updates of mutual interest.
https://www.wheelsbus.com/wp- Board approved LAVTA staff to proceed with
content/uploads/2021/06/BOD-020722 Files-for- the development of the Zero-Emission Bus

Vice Mayor Bonanno 2/7/2022|Livermore-Amador Valley Transit Authority Website.pdf Board Meeting (ZEB)

Vice Mayor Bonanno

Chamber of Commerce

Swearing-in of 2022 Board
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Council Member
Council Member Carling

Committee
Meeting Date
1/26/2022

Committee
Stop Waste

Item 8.0
Council Members' Reports

Meeting Type

board meeting

Council Member Carling

1/27/2022

League of California Cities East Bay Division

Council Member Carling

2/10/2022

Stop Waste

recycling board




Committee
Meeting

Council Member

Council Member Munro

Date

1/27/2022

Committee

League of California Cities East Bay Division

Agenda Link

Meeting Type

Division Meeting

Committee Report: Summary

Looked at the 2022 Action Agenda which includes
advocating for Supply and affordability of housing,
Investing in infrastructure, Homeless prevention and
mitigation, Ways to manage climate change impacts:
preparedness, resiliency, recovery.

Presentation on the challenges and results of redistricting.

Council Member Munro

2/2/2022

East Bay Community Choice Energy Joint Powers
Authority

https://ebce.org/meetings/marketing-|

regulatory-legislative-subcommittee-

meeting-2-2-22/

Council Member Munro

2/2/2022

Livermore Cultural Arts Council

Marketing, Regulatory and
Legislative Subcommittee
Meeting

Board Meeting

Strategic Planning Committee Report and Approval of
new Mission/Vision Statement

Presentation on Engaging our Youth through Internships
by Anu Suresh, Fremont Cultural Arts Council

Council Member Munro

2/10/2022

Tri-Valley Cities Council

Legislative Reports by Andres Ramirez of Townsend Public
Affairs, including a report on the Mayors' DC advocacy
trip, and Sam Caygill of League of California Cities.
Presentation by Rick Shumway on the Tri-Valley's need for
a Level Il trauma center.

Council Member Munro

2/11/2022

LOCC: Housing, Community, and Economic
Development Committee

Policy Committee

Members from across the state introduced themselves
and gave priorities. These were summarized as:
1.0ngoing financial support for housing, simplifying
process for funding, ensuring adequate infrastructure,
ensuring appropriate use of CEQA or other means to
throw up roadblocks.
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City of Livermore
Zoom Interpretation Instructions

Simultaneous English/Spanish and Spanish/English interpretation will be provided during the
public hearing item 6.1 titled “7:05 P.M. - Third Public Hearing to receive an update on
redistricting efforts to date, receive public input on the composition of City Council voting district
draft maps prepared by the City's demographer, and provide direction to the City's demographer
for revisions of the draft maps to be considered at the fourth public hearing.” Please select the
language you want to follow the public hearing in from the interpretation menu at the bottom of
your Zoom screen.

e LOCATE THE INTERPRETATION ICON - it is the globe-shaped icon on the bottom right
of your screen

e SELECT either English or Spanish
SELECT Mute Original Audio

To provide Public Comment, click the “raise hand” button on Zoom and you will be called
upon to speak. If you are joining us by phone, you can raise your hand by dialing *9. Once
you're called on to speak, you will be unmuted at that time so you can share your comments.

All participants, in both the English and Spanish Zoom channels, will have the opportunity to
provide Public Comment. Meeting participants in the Spanish Zoom channel may ask their
question in Spanish to the Spanish-speaking interpreter who will then relay the question to the
English channel.

Habra interpretacién simultanea de inglés/espanol y espafiol/inglés durante el punto 6.1 de la
audiencia publica titulada “7:05 P.M. - Tercera Audiencia Publica para recibir una actualizacion
sobre los esfuerzos de redistribucion de distritos hasta la fecha, recibir comentarios del publico
sobre la composiciéon de los mapas preliminares de los distritos electorales del Concejo
Municipal preparados por el demdgrafo de la Ciudad, y brindar orientacion al demégrafo de la
Ciudad para que las revisiones de los mapas preliminares se consideren en la cuarta audiencia
publica.” Seleccione el idioma en el que prefiere seguir la audiencia publica en el menu de
interpretacion en la parte inferior de su pantalla de Zoom.

e LOCALICE EL iCONO DE INTERPRETACION - es el icono con forma de globo terraqueo
que se encuentra en la parte inferior derecha de su pantalla
SELECCIONE English (inglés) o Spanish (espafiol)
SELECCIONE "mute original audio" para silenciar el audio original

Para proporcionar comentarios publicos, haga clic en el boton “levanta la mano” en Zoom y
se le pedira que hable. Si se unira a nosotros por teléfono, puede levantar la mano marcando
*9. Una vez que se le llame para hablar, encenderan tu micréfono para que pueda compartir
sus comentarios.

Todos los participantes, tanto en los canales de Zoom en inglés como en espafiol, tendran la
oportunidad de proporcionar comentarios publicos. Los participantes de la reunién en el canal
de espanol pueden hacer su pregunta en espafiol al intérprete, quien luego transmitira la
pregunta al canal en inglés.
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