March 6, 2023
Re: New York State Independent Redistricting Commission
To Whom It May Concern:

As a longtime resident of the East Buffalo/West Cheektowaga community, I write to you today to
urge the New York State Independent Redistricting Commission not to divide our neighborhood into
separate Assembly Districts. I'm acutely aware of the close-knit ties binding our community, having grown
up attending the Cheektowaga-Sloan school district and residing in the Lovejoy neighborhood for the past 8
years. In fact, I was attracted to reside in this neighborhood not because it is similar or close to the
community that I grew up in, but because it is the community I grew up in.

Residents of Sloan, Lovejoy, and neighboring areas of Checktowaga and Buffalo share much more
than a border. My neighbors utilize the same community centers, shopping plazas, churches, parks, and
small-businesses, regardless of which side of the city line they are on. Most [ongtime residents are
intimately familiar with institutions like Camillo’s Sloan Super Market and the Broadway Market, with
public amenities like Hennepin Senior Center and Sloan Community Center, and with parks like Griffith
Park and the Lincoln Field House. Though we are separated by a municipal border on a map, in reality we
are physically separated from other parts of Cheektowaga and Buffalo by infrastructure, including a rail
yard, thruways, and railroad tracks in every direction. That is why we have gotten the nickname Iron Island.
This geographic isolation gives our neighborhood a unique and cohesive character, which is notably
different from other areas of Buffalo or Cheektowaga. It simply makes no sense to split a continuous, close-
knit community like Sloan-Lovejoy into separate and vastly different Assembly districts.

Furthermore, I'm concemed about the IRC’s proposal to split our community and enjoin Sloan with
rural and exurban areas that have very different racial, ethnic, and socioeconomic demographics. Sloan-
Lovejoy is a working class neighborhood, where many residents struggle with poverty, whereas eastern
Lancaster is far more wealthy. Sloan-Lovejoy is an urban neighborhood that features a mix of homeowners
and renters, motorists and public transit riders; eastern Lancaster mainly features single-family zoning and
has almost no public transit service. Sloan-Lovejoy is a multi-racial neighborhood populated by white,
Black, and Asian residents, including a significant immigrant population. As a result, our neighborhood has
unique institutions to serve these groups, including Catholic churches and Slavic eateries that cater to our
large Polish population, as well as mosques and halal grocers/restaurants that serve our growing Muslim
community. By contrast, eastern Lancaster is predominantly white and lacks sizable communities of ethnic,
racial, or religious minorities. : : T

Sloan and Lovejoy are clearly one continuous community — a working-class, multi-ethnic
neighborhood with a shared history, and brought closer by our geographic isolation from other areas.
Should the IRC split this community into separate Assembly Districts, you will make it more likely that
many of our neighbors will be represented by an Assembly member who will not prioritize our
community’s unique needs and interests. For all these reasons, I urge you to keep our community whole in
the new Assembly maps.
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eremy Sasiadek
Resident of Lovejoy in Assembly District 143
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David A. Gaeddert
606 Longmeadow Road
Amherst, NY 14226-2426
ph: 716-447-9206
cell: 716-587-2648

deaedd@gmail.com
March 09, 2023

Attention: Submissions
Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 227 Floor

New York, NY 10007

Dear People:

I vehemently object to the NYIRC's new Map for the NYS Assembly which diviaed the Town
of Amherst into two with each part of another Assembly District. The NYIRC's map dilutes
and eliminates any role for the Town in NYS government because the two districts are
gerrymandered solely to shift power away from the current Democratic majority town to
be a minority Democratic faction in two Republican-leaning districts. The NYIRC's Map is
purely political and disgraceful.

Ambherst is large enough to have its own Assembly member representing its interests in
Albany. Under the Constitutional standards, Amherst consists of contiguous territory and
is as compact in form as practicable. Having the Town represented by one Assembly
member means that the 146th Assembly District Member can advocate for the Town of
Ambherst residents.

The NYIRC's new map violates the prohibition on drawing lines to discourage competition
and for the purpose of favoring or disfavoring incumbents or other particular candidates
or political parties. The NYIRC's change is purely political: Dividing Amhers* takes the
Town of Amherst, which voted for Biden 60% in the 2020 vote to a District wa . “y Trump.
This leaves the Amherst sections of the two new Districts with no commonality 1s seen in
recent election cycles.

Ambherst has eight communities within it with common interests (Village of Williamsville
and multiple hamlets or neighborhoods). The current lines for the 146th Assembly District
keep those neighborhoods together. Similar to the Assembly-drawn map, the current
146th Assembly District conforms to the allowable population deviation. But the NYIRC's
new map ignores the core of the existing district and the pre-existing political subdivision.

The NYIRC's map targets Amherst’s Asian community that I believe make up about 13% of
the population and the NYIRC's splitting Amherst into two new Assembly districts dilutes
the Asian community’s vote to around 9 % and 7 %.

Leave the 146th Assembly District with Assembly lines coterminous with.the Town of
Ambherst’s boundary lines!
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HOWARD PHILLIPS
SUPERVISOR
TOWN OF HAVERSTRAW

February 2, 2023
Dear Commissioners:

I am writing to you to express my deep-seated concerns regarding
any changes to the current boundary lines of Assembly District 96. This
district has always been comprised of the Town of Haverstraw and the
Town of Clarkstown, where we have enjoyed the representation of 1
Assembly person together. On behalf of the people of Haverstraw, who I
have represented in different capacities for over 40 years, we are urging
you not to divide our Towns in the new redistricting map. We
understand that there was even one plan that would have divided the
Town of Haverstraw. This would be completely contrary to the
Community of Interest.

The Town of Haverstraw, with the Villages of Haverstraw and
West Haverstraw, share in a common citizenship since our inception.
We have enjoyed being the gateway to every immigrant group coming to
America. We are a true melting pot throughout our Town. The Town of
Haverstraw’s services are intertwined with the Villages of Haverstraw,
West Haverstraw and parts of the Village of Pomona. We share the same
school district, police department, wastewater treatment system,
recreation facilities and activities, paramedics and ambulance corps.
Together, the Town and Villages host many events with the school
district such as the Latin Festival, Latin Night, Black History Month,
Juneteenth, Dancing Under the Stars, North Rockland Family Charity
Sports Day and North Rockland Community 5K Fun Run (where we
have raised over $350,000 for families in need in the Haverstraw
community), the North Rockland Youth Police Academy, Badges for
Baseball, Fourth of July Fireworks and Celebration, Dominican
Independence Day Flag Raising Ceremony, free meals for those in need
on Thanksgiving and Christmas hosted by the Town and two Villages



and our Annual Volunteer Firefighters and Ambulance Corps
Recognition Evening.

We have taken great pains to ensure our Police Department
represents our Haverstraw community. We have one of the most diverse
Police Departments in the State of New York. We have sponsored Drug
Court which has been extremely successful, which gives youth a second
chance, Youth Explorer’s where Officers meet with the youth of our
community and volunteer for different events and two School Resource
Officers who on a daily basis interact with the students of all
nationalities in our schools. Our Youth Officer works with students and
families on different challenges that they are having in our community.
Unlike other communities, Haverstraw’s Town and Villages have
provided affordable housing for young couples, senior citizens and
families, more than any other Town in Rockland County. We are the
only Town that passed the Tenant Protection Act in three major
apartment complexes.

We have always had an excellent working relationship with the
Town of Clarkstown. We have shared many municipal services together.
Some of these services are Police, Highway, recreation, paramedics,
ambulance corps. and fire departments. Together our voice and
representation of our shared Assembly person has brought much needed
grants and programs to our residents. To undo this would significantly
impact our minority population which depends upon these services that
have been provided by our Assembly person. If the Commission cares
about the representation of a community that is one of the most diverse
in the State of New York, you will leave our Assembly District
boundary lines intact.

Sincerely, z

HOWARD T. PHILLIPS, JR.
Supervisor



February 2, 2023

Dear Commissioners:

As a lifelong resident in the Town of Haverstraw and a twenty-five year elected official to
the Haverstraw Town Board, | am writing this letter regarding any possible changes to the
current lines of Assembly District 96. We share boundaries with the Town of Clarkstown. Our
Assemblyman has done an excellent job representing and advocating for the needs of our
residents in Albany.

The Town of Haverstraw is made up of the Village of Haverstraw, West Haverstraw, and
the Village of Pomona. The Town of Haverstraw has always been a welcoming town
throughout its history to immigrants seeking a better life in the United States and the State of
New York. Our most recent immigrants are from Latin America. My parents and family came to
New York from Puerto Rico in 1950. We have a community with great resources, good schools,
and an excellent police department that reflexes the makeup of the citizens in the community.
Our ambulance and fire departments provide twenty-four seven services to our residents on a
voluntary basis.

The elected officials have always been responsive to the needs of our community. Our
Assemblyman is well known to our residents and they are aware of all the help and aid he has
provided to our town and villages. He continues to work to secure more school aid for our
districts which helps the community with school taxes. Throughout the Town of Haverstraw our
roads, sidewalks and parks, volunteer fire departments and ambulance corps all benefitted
from grants obtained by Our Assemblyman. It is so important to our town that we continue this
tremendous working relationship with our Assemblyman and maintain Assembly 96 boundary
lines intact.

Our diverse community shares many events throughout the year to celebrate their
heritage and accomplishments. These events bring people together to form a strong
commitment to community. Our Assembly District 96 must continue to remain it its current
boundary lines so that the residents of the Town and Villages will continue to enjoy all the
government has to offer to them and their families, so they can live productive lives in our
Town and state. Let’s keep our district 96 in its present format to benefit all the people who
live there. Asthe saying goes, “if it’s not broke, don’t fix it”.

Sincerely
" 7
c’mf
Isidro Cancel '

Deputy Supervisor



WHITEMAN

OSTERMAN Attorneys at Law Michael G. Sterthous
www.woh,. com Partner

518.487.7620

& HANNA 11p msterthous@woh.com

One Commerce Plaza Robert 8. Roshorough IV

Partner
Albany, New York 12260 518.487.7608 phone
518.487.7600 phone rrosborough@woh.com

518.487.7777 fax
January 23, 2023

VIA Electronic Submission and FEDEX

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22°¢ Floor

New York, NY 10007

Re:  New York Independent Redistricting Commission Proposed State Assembly Map
Dear Members of the Independent Redistricting Commission,

Our firm represents the Town of Palm Tree and the Village of Kiryas Joel, and their
government officials, who are also resident voters. The Town and Village are a coterminous
municipalities located in Orange County, New York, which includes a majority of language
minority voters. The Town of Palm Tree was established in 2020 from the division of the Town
of Monroe and encompasses the entirety of the Village of Kiryas Joel.

We write to express our clients’ grave concerns regarding the ongoing process to draw
new redistricting maps for the State Assembly, following the litigation that invalidated the first
Assembly map, and respectfully ask that you protect the constitutional rights of the minority
language community that resides in and around the Town and Village when preparing revised
maps.

It is important for the Commission to consider in this process that the redistricting maps
that were previously adopted drew unconstitutional lines that not only violated the partisan
gerrymandering prohibition in the New York Constitution, but also abridged language minority
voting rights in southern Orange County. In particular, New York Constitution Article II1,

§ 4(c)(1) specifically prohibits the creation of political districts that “result in the denial or
abridgement of racial or language minority voting rights, and districts shall not be drawn to have
the purpose of, nor shall they result in, the denial or abridgement of such rights.” Indeed, as the
Constitution provides, political districts must be drawn to ensure that “minority language groups



do not have less opportunity to participate in the political process than other members of the
electorate and to elect representatives of their choice.” Id.

In the Towns of Palm Tree, Monroe, Woodbury, and Blooming Grove in southem
Orange County, over the past ten years, a significant minority language community has grown
that speaks English as a second language. In fact, there are approximately 50,000 residents who
speak Yiddish as a first language who now live in these four municipalities. The Orthodox
Jewish community in southern Orange County, nevertheless, has been either ignored or
purposefully dispersed in the redistricting process that has resulted in splitting the Yiddish-
speaking community in two and drastically reducing the opportunity of these residents to vote for
representatives of their choice who will understand the unique issues that the community faces.
Indeed, since the Orthodox Jewish community began to grow in southern Orange County in the
1970s and 1980s, Yiddish-speaking families, business people, and governmental officials have
faced discrimination in almost every facet of their lives, including opposition to Orthodox Jewish
religious practices, exclusionary zoning, and hindrances to the community’s access to reliable
water sources and sewage treatment infrastructure, among many other issues.

In the face of this overt discrimination, many, if not most, local political leaders turned a
blind eve to the needs of the Orthodox Jewish community. The recent redistricting maps have
split the Orthodox Jewish community in half by placing the Towns of Palm Tree and Monroe in
a different election district than the neighboring adjacent Towns of Woodbury and Blooming
Grove. Aside from the establishment of the new town, nothing else has changed to warrant the
new drastically different election district dividing line.

This specific and seemingly intentional division of the Yiddish-speaking community has
drastically impaired these minority language voters’ rights. The Commission must rectify this
wrong, keeping the language minority population in the Orthodox Jewish community m the
Towns of Palm Tree, Monroe, Woodbury, and Blooming Grove together in a single district to
ensure that they have the same opportunity to elect representatives of their choice. Indeed, if the
Orthodox Jewish community were to remain in divided election disiricts, election material,
including political pamphlets, flyers, petitions, and ballots, among others, would have to be split
up into multiple campaigns, making it much more difficult to reach the voters, resulting in
further potential impairment of voting rights.

Most importantly, the same proposed division of the Yiddish-speaking commmunity in
southern Orange County was rejected earlier this year by the Special Master tasked with drawing
the new State Senate and Congress maps after the New York Court of Appeals’ decision in
Harkenrider v Hochul. As we explained during that process, and the Special Master recognized,
dividing the Yiddish-speaking community in southern Orange County would once again
contravene the substantive dictates of the New York Constitution, and would drastically impair
the voting rights of that community. A copy of our prior comments regarding the State Senate
and Congressional maps are enclosed for your convenience. Indeed, currently elected leaders
have begun to use the proposed division of the Yiddish-speaking community in the Assembly
map as a basis for an attempt to conirol land use and annexation of land between municipalities
in the area and to foreclose the residents of Palm Tree from having any say in these decisions,
the outcome of which could drastically affect their State-protected real property rights. One



Senator, for example, has even made the legally untenable claim that the division of the Yiddish-
speaking community in the Assembly map would prevent any future annexations of land from or
to the divided communities. Plainly, the proposed Assembly map division of the Yiddish-
speaking community in southern Orange County promotes, rather than discourages, these
discriminatory efforts, and should again be rejected.

Given that the Special Master specifically rejected a proposed division of Yiddish-
speaking voters in the State Senate and Congress redistricting maps, we would respectfully
request that the Commission likewise place the Towns of Palm Tree, Monroe, Woodbury, and
Blooming Grove together in the State Assembly district where they have finally, after years of
ineffective representation by the minority party, successfully elected a representative in the
Assembly majority, in an extremely close race that had almost 40,000 voters, who can
effectively represent the Yiddish-speaking voters’ needs.

Thank you for your consideration.

Respectfully submitted,

Michael G. Sterthous
Robert S. Rosborough IV

Enclosure
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April 29, 2022
VIA NYSCEF

Honorable Patrick F. McAllister
Supreme Court, Steuben County
3 East Pulteney Square
Bath, New York 14810

Re:  Harkenrider, et al. v. Hochul, et al.
Index No. E2022-0116CV

Dear Judge McAllister and Dr. Jonathan Cervas,

Our firm represents the Town of Palm Tree and the Village of Kiryas Joel, and their
government officials. The Town and Village is a coterminous municipality located in Orange
County, New York, which includes a majority of language minority voters. The Town of Palm
Tree was established in 2020 from the division of the Town of Monroe and encompasses the
entirety of the Village of Kiryas Joel. We write to express our clients’ grave concerns regarding
the ongoing process to draw new redistricting maps for the State Senate and Congress, following
the Court of Appeals’ decision to invalidate the first set of maps, and respectfully ask that you
protect the constitutional rights of the minority language community that resides in and around
the Town and Village when preparing revised maps.

It is important for the Special Master to consider in this process that the redistricting
maps that were previously adopted drew unconstitutional lines that not only violated the partisan
gerrymandering prohibition in the New York Constitution, but also abridged language minority
voting rights in southern Orange County. In particular, New York Constitution Article ITT,

§ 4(c)(1) specifically prohibits the creation of political districts that “result in the denial or
abridgement of racial or language minority voting rights, and districts shall not be drawn to have
the purpose of, nor shall they result in, the denial or abridgement of such rights.” Indeed, as the
Constitution provides, political districts must be drawn to ensure that “minority language groups



do not have less opportunity to participate in the political process than other members of the
electorate and to elect representatives of their choice.” Id.

In the Towns of Palm Tree, Monroe, Woodbury, and Blooming Grove in southern
Orange County, over the past ten years, a significant minority language community has grown
that speaks English as a second language. In fact, there are approximately 50,000 Yiddish-
speaking residents who now live in these four municipalities. The Orthodox Jewish community
in southern Orange County, nevertheless, has been either ignored or purposefully dispersed in
the redistricting process that has resulted in splitting the Yiddish-speaking community in two and
drastically reducing the opportunity of these residents to elect representatives of their choice who
will understand the unique issues that the community faces. Indeed, since the Orthodox Jewish
community began to grow in southern Orange County in the 1970s and 1980s, Yiddish-speaking
families, business people, and governmental officials have faced discrimination in almost every
facet of their lives, including opposition to Orthodox Jewish religious practices, exclusionary
zoning, and hindrances to the community’s access to reliable water sources and sewage treatment
infrastructure, among many other issues.

In the face of this overt discrimination, many, if not most, local political leaders turned a
blind eye to the needs of the Orthodox Jewish community. The recent redistricting maps have
split the Orthodox Jewish community in half by placing the Town of Palm Tree in a different
election district than the neighboring adjacent Towns of Monroe, Woodbury, and Blooming
Grove. For the nearly 40 years prior to the establishment of the Town of Palm Tree, the voters in
the Village of Kiryas Joel, which was then located within the Town of Monroe and is now in
Palm Tree, were part of the same election district as the rest of the minority language community
in Monroe, Woodbury, and Blooming Grove. Aside from the establishment of the new town,
nothing else has changed to warrant the new drastically different election district dividing line.

This specific and seemingly intentional division of the Yiddish-speaking community has
drastically impaired these minority language voters’ rights. With the courts now overseeing the
redrawing of the State Senate and Congressional districts to correct the unconstitutional
gerrymander, the Special Master must rectify this wrong, keeping the language minority
population in the Orthodox Jewish community in the Towns of Palm Tree, Monroe, Woodbury,
and Blooming Grove together in a single district to ensure that they have the same opportunity to
elect representatives of their choice. Indeed, if the Orthodox Jewish community were to remain
in divided election districts, election material, including political pamphlets, flyers, petitions, and
ballots, among others, would have to be split up into multiple campaigns, making it much more
difficult to reach the voters.

Given that the Town of Palm Tree’s voters have already been arbitrarily placed in a State
Assembly minority district in the map that was not challenged in this litigation, and thus will not
change, we would respectfully request that the Special Master place the Towns of Palm Tree,
Monroe, Woodbury, and Blooming Grove together in a State Senate majority district where they
have been for the last 40-plus years since the founding of the Village of Kiryas Joel. Thank you
for your consideration.



Respectfully submitted,

At St o

Michael G. Sterthous
Robert S. Rosborough IV

cc:  All counsel (via NYSCEF)




My name is Brian E Wells
! am the Chairman of Hamilton County

| testify today in support of the existing Assembly redistricting maps, which | believe are drawn
in accordance with the laws of this State, whereas the proposed IRC draft plan appears to be
drawn in violation of the current law.

Under the State Constitution, the Assembly map should promote the maintenance of existing districts,
pre-existing political subdivisions, including counties, cities, and towns, and of communities of interest.

Under the current map, Hamilton County is almost completely contained within the 118th Assembly
District. However, under the [RC’s draft plan, Hamilton County is now split between the 115th and118th
Districts. Dividing up Hamilton County violates the principle of keeping counties intact.

Hamilton County is the core county of the Adirondack Region, yet the draft plan combines its
Adirondack community with Cooperstown in the Catskills. A 5,000 plus community in the Adirondacks
deserves to be kept intact to ensure its voice is consistent with the fact that it is one of the largest
counties in the state and the only one without a stop light.

Under the Constitution, each district shall be as compact in form as practicable and consist of
contiguous territory. In the current Assembly Map, the 118th Assembly Districts is as compactly drawn
as possible. In the draft plan, the districts look like a jigsaw puzzle with Hamilton County divided in the
middle.

Districts cannot be drawn to discourage competition or for the purpose of favoring or disfavoring
incumbents. The draft IRC map was drawn to disfavor incumbency since the current representative of
the 118 th District has been drawn out of his district and piaced into another district. The current
Assembly map is a better example of one that promotes competition and consistency in representation
when compared to the IRC plan.

Questions for the Commission:

Can you please provide an outline of the input and meetings that took place prior to the release of
the draft map on December 1, 2022?

How many times did the Commission meet prior to releasing a draft map?



How is this draft map different from the 2021 draft plan which was resoundingly rejected by the
Legislature?

Can you outline the IRC’s next steps between the conclusion of the public hearings and the
release of the first plan which is expected in April of this year?

Thank You
Brian E Wells- Supervisor Town of Indian Lake
Chairman Board of Supervisors of Hamilton County



Afttention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor

New York, NY 10007

February 9%, 2023
Dear Commission Members,

It is understood that this commission is tasked with the important purpose of redrawing assembly
maps for New York State. We write to you to express the importance of keeping communities
together, especially our south Asian / Bangladeshi population that exists within the Fillmore and
Lovejoy districts in the City of Buffalo and the Village of Sloan. These areas are currently
combined within the 143rd assembly district. The district, as currently comprised, allows our
south Asian / Bangladeshi minority community a stronger amplified voice that was previously
diluted as part of two separate assembly districts.

Over the past 10 years our community has grown in the Broadway — Fillmore, Lovejoy, and
Sloan/Cheektowaga section of Western New York. Qur growth is evidenced by the opening of
mosques and the holding of community events in schools and spaces throughout these
neighborhoods. Our residents frequently travel back and forth between these arcas and often live
in one while working in another. The interconnection between the Lovejoy/Fillmore districts and
Cheektowaga/Sloan can also be seen in the similar sociceconomic status of our neighborhoods.

We ask that you keep our community together in the redrawing process to the current 143rd
Assembly district. Below are signatures from our neighborhood.
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TOWN OF

Ogden

COUNTY OF MONROCE
STATE OF NEW YORK

March I, 2023

Ken Jenkins, Chair
Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
New York State Independent Redistricting Commission

Dear Chair Jenkins and Vice Chair Nesbitt,

I write you today to express my concerns regarding the current redistricting proposal put forth by
the New York State Independent Redistricting Commission for the Assembly Districts.

[ am specifically referencing the western portion of Monroe County. Currently, the Town of Ogden,
in which I serve as the Town Supervisor, is in the 134th Assembly District. This current district
includes the towns of Greece, Ogden and Parma, along with the villages of Spencerport and Hilton.

The proposed redistricting plan proposed by the IRC removes the town of Ogden and village of
Snencerport from the current district and places it with the towns of Chili, Gates, Brighton and
Henrietta. Towns that have much less in common with Ogden than the current district representation.
These towns have much more extensive commercial property than the town of Ogden and do not
reflect the rural and agricultural community we have here.

Additionally, under the current district, the villages of Hilton and Spencerport are together,

which allows them to have a more impactful voice when advocating for issues related to their
communitics. The school districts are similar, the topography is similar and the issues we face are
similar. Under the proposed district, the village of Spencerport stands alone in its interests that are
uniquely tailored to its status as a village presiding in a town like Ogden.

It's imperative that the town of Ogden and village of Spencerport remain in a shared district under the
existing 134th Assembly District to allow for cur rural values and shared communities to continue
having an effective voice that is properly represented in our state government. Thank you for your
time and consideration in this matter.

Mike Zale
Ogden Town Supervisor

269 Ogden Center Road, Spencerport, NY. 14559-2076 « (585) 617-6100 » (585) 352-4590 FAX
www.ogdenny.com
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KAREN MCMARON Peuople With Disabilities
Assemblymermber 146" District Transportation

5500 Main Strest, Surte 224
Williamsville, New York 14221
716-634-1895
FAX: 716-634-1250

February 24, 2023

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor
New York, NY 10007

Dear Commissioners:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide my input with respect to the proposed NY Assembly redistricting map. I have had
the honor of representing the people of the 146« Assembly District since 2018. During that time (and for years before), the
District has always included the entire Town of Amherst. A fairly densely populated first-ring suburb, Amherst has a
unique and long history, and is one of the largest Towns in New York State.

I strongly object to the NYIRC’s proposed Assembly map which splits the Town of Ambherst into two districts and creates a
146+ Assembly District which would be a sprawling and contorted collection of dissimilar towns having nothing in common
with the segmented portion of Amherst. Over the past five years, I have forged relationships that allow me to have
particular insight into the needs of this community. 1 currently have on-going projects with schools, businesses and other
institutions throuohout the entlrety of Amherst. Splitting Amherst into two districts will make it difficult to maintain
support for those mstltutlons going forward.

I believe the proposed new 146= District clearly runs afoul of the constitutional requirement that districts be drawn with
compactness respecting the geographic, political and economic characteristics of the community. Amherst is large enough
to have its own Assembly member representing its interests in Albany. Retaining the entirety of Amherst in one Assembly
District means that the 146+ Assembly representative can advocate wholly and effectively for the similarly situated residents
of the Town of Amherst. The proposed new district includes populations that are substantially dissimilar geographically,
politically, and economically.

Finally, the newly proposed map would disadvantage the largest growing minority community in Amherst. The Asian
community currently makes up approximately 13% of the population of the 146~ Assembly District. By splitting Amherst
into two, the NYIRC will reduce the influence of the Asian community by approximately half.

I ask that the NYIRC re-address the boundaries of the 146th Assembly District to include the entirety of the Town‘ of
Amberst.

Respectfully,

BN VAR

Karen M. McMahon
Assemblymember, 146th District



OFFICE OF THE CHAIRMAN Phone (315) 349-8230
OSWEGO COUNTY LEGISLATURE Fax (315) 349-8237

COUNTY OFFICE BUILDING - 46 EAST BRIDGE STREET OSWEGO, NEW YORK 13126

BETSY SHERMAN-SAUNDERS
JIM WEATHERUP CLERK OF THE LEGISLATURE
CHAIRMAN EMAIL: betsy.saunders@oswegocounty.com

EMAIL: james.weatherup@oswegocounty.com

Good afternoon Commissioners:

My name is James Weatherup and I am the Chairman of the Oswego County Legislature. [ write today to provide
comments on your latest proposed Assembly plan and suggestions for how the County of Oswego should be included in the
drawing of your next Assembly plan in April.

As you all know, keeping community of interest’s whole is a primary principle of redistricting. Few things would better
represent this than by keeping the County of Oswego whole in any Assembly plan. That is what was done in the current
map, what was undone in the latest IRC proposal, and what should be fixed in the IRC’s next proposal.

The 2020 Census population of Oswego County is 117,525. This number is smaller than the average Assembly population.
Because of this, I would suggest that the County of Oswego be kept wholly within one district for all future proposed

Assembly plans.

Oswego County is a county with its own unique issues and concerns. We would like to have a single Assemblyperson who
would be dedicated to those issues that the residents of Oswego County care most about.

On behalf ot the undersigned Oswego County Legislators Thank you for your time and consideration.
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Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, NY 10007

The message is simple ~ Keep Columbia County Whole.

NYIRC's proposed 107th AD violates the goal of compactness, stretching from the
Dutchess County border north to the Washington County border and from the
Massachusetts border west to the Delaware County border. This is a large and
sprawling district that includes urban and suburban areas with very rural areas.

¢ We fear that separating Ancram and Gallatin from the rest of Columbia
County will result in those two small towns not being properly represented.
We've experienced this before when the small towns of Stockport and
Stuyvesant were included in the old 102nd AD.

= With the possible exception of its Northwestern region, Columbia County
has a stronger connection to the Hudson Valley than the Capital District.
Subsequently, Columbia County should be kept whole and paired with
Dutchess County.

Alexandra E, East Chatham, NY 12060
February 15, 2023
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December 16, 2022

Independent Redistricting Commission

Attn: Submissions

250 Broadway 22™ Floor

New Y.o_rk NY 10007

Dear Commission:

Enclosed is a certified resolution the Farmington Town Board passed at their meeting held on

December 13, 2022, pertaining to the division of Ontario County into three assembly districts.

Sincerely,

; I
DAL

Michelle Finley MMC, .
Farmington Town Clerk
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RESOLUTION #492-2022:

Councilman Heltz offered the following Resolution, seconded by Councilman Bowerman:

RESOLUTION URGING AGAINST DIVISION OF ONTARIO COUNTY INTO THREE ASSEMBLY DISTRICTS

WHEREAS, the redistricting process in New York State comprises of redrawing legislative boundaries every 10 years following the
completion of the United States Census; and

WHEREAS, the Independent Redistricting Commission of New York State has been tasked with proposing new Assembly
Legislative Districts for Assembly terms to begin in 2025; and

WHEREAS, on December 1, 2022, the Independent Redistricting Commission of New York State proposed new Assembly
Legislative Districts and solicited public comments on such proposals; and

WHEREAS, those new districts propose that Ontario County be separated into three new Assembly Districts including the 130th,

131st and 133rd; and

WHEREAS, the proposed 131st and 133rd separate Ontario County into eastern and western portions respectively, the towns of
Manchester and Farmington have been singled out to be included in the 130th District with Wayne and Cayuga Counties; and

WHEREAS, New York State Law requires that each legislative district shall "consist of contiguous territory”, "be as compact in form
as practicable” and consider the pre-existing subdivisions of counties, cities, towns and communities of interest; and

WHEREAS, the history and tradition of Ontario County is that it has been included within one or two Assembly Districts, including
the most recent redistricting years of 2022, 2012, 2002 and 1992; and

WHEREAS, Ontario County will be wholly represented in one New York State Senate District and one US Congressional District
until the next redistricting cycle after the 2030 US Census; and

WHEREAS, the Independent Redistricting Commission of New York State and the New York State Legislature should continue the
State’s longstanding practice of containing Ontario County te one or two Assembly Districts becanse they constitute a community of
interest whose residents are best represented by a unified voice in the New York State Assembly; and

WHEREAS, while previous constructions of Assembly Districts have well served the residents of Ontario County and they are
generally compact, contiguous and respect municipal boundaries, the Independent Redistricting Commission of New York State and
the New York State Legislature should make every effort to preserve the District boundaries to the greatest extent practicable; now,

therefore, be it

RESOLVED:The Town of Farmington strongly urges the Independent Redistricting Commission and the New York State Legislature
to not split Ontaric County into three different Assembly Districts and make every effort to preserve Ontaric County o one or two

Assembly Distriets.

I, Michelle Finley, Town Clerk of the Town of Farmington do hereby certify that the aforementioned resolution was adopted by the
Town Board of the Town of Farmington on December 13, 2022, by the following vote:

Nay Abstain
Peter Ingalsbe
Michael Casale
Steven Holtz
Ronald Herendeen
Nathan Bowerman

><><1><><><|::
o

STATE OF NEW YORK
ONTARIO COUNTY

TOWN OF FARMINGTON

SEAL

This is to certify that I, Michelle Finley, Town Clerk of the Town of Farmington, in the
said County of Ontario, has compared the foregoing copy of Resolution No. 492-2022 -
RESOLUTION URGING AGAINST DIVISION OF ONTARIO COQUNTY INTO
THREE ASSEMBLY DISTRICTS

With the original now on file in this office, and that the same is a correct and true transcript of
such originals and the whele thereof.

In Witness Whereof, 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said Town this 14"
day of December 2022.

ﬂf% Al ee

Michelle Finley MMC, RM
Farmington Town Clerk — OntarioCounty




William F. Cooney

6282 Empire Ave
Schenectady, NY 12303

january 30, 2023

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, NY 10007

1 am sending these comments to object to the NY State Assembly Maps that are being proposed by the
Independent Redistricting Commission,

Under the proposed maps, the town of Guilderland in which | reside would be in assembly district 102
which includes the hill towns of Albany County, all of Schoharie County, the western portion of
Montgomery County and parts of Fulton County!

The redistricting commission is supposed to draw lines that respect the core of current assembly
districts and to create districts that create communities of common interest. Up until now, the Town of
Guilderland has always been linked with the city of Albany and its suburban towns of Colonie and
Bethlehem in Assembly districts 109 and 110. Most of the residents of Guilderland are suburban
commuters to the urban and suburban districts of the Tri-City region. With probably very few
exceptions, they do not live near or commute to the Hill Towns, or Schoharie, Montgomery or Fulton
Counties.

In other words the new district offers virtually no community of interest for the citizens of Guilderland
with vast majority of the voters in the newly drawn district. It will make Guilderiand the only
community that consistently votes Democrat in a district that otherwise vates overwhelmingly
Republican. In doing so, it not only vitiates the voting preferences of the residents of Guilderland, it also
difutes the Democratic vote in the adiacent Assembly districts from which Guilderland has been cut out
of thereby handing Republicans the prospect of easier electoral gains than they have earned.

The treatment of Guilderiand in the new Assembly maps strikes me as being very similar to the
Gerrymander strategy which Republicans have been allowed 1o use in Tennessee where they have
vitiated the Democratic vote of Nashville by breaking inner Nashville into pieces which are now captive
to overwhelmingly Republican outer suburban and rural districts.

The Treatment of Guilderland in these new Maps is therefore contrary to the mandate that the
supposedly independent Redistricting commission was supposed to apply in drawing these maps.

The maps need to be redrawn to re-connect the Town of Guilderland with the core assembly districts
105 and 110 which it has been historically a part of and to restore the vote of its Citizens to its rightful
community of common interest.

With Regards,
A
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FRANCIS CAPE *_ =

358 Gables Road, Narrowsburg NY 12764
utopianbenches@gmail.com ~ §17-856-4245

5th February 2023,

Submissicns

Independent Redistricting Commlsszon
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, NY 10007

Proposed Assembly Map for District 100

The proposed map for the redistricting of District 100 cuts Sullivan County, where | live, off from
Orange County, and instead connects it with areas north of the Catskill mountains.

The Catskill mountains are not only a geographic barrier. Sullivar County is treated by many
institutions and organizations as part of the mid-Hudson region. "~~~

fam a vo!unteer Wi’th the Tusten Volunteer Ambulance Semce and we come under the Hudson
Valley Regional EMS Council. For care that is not available in Sullivan County we transport patients
to Garnet Health in Middletown. Garnet Health runs the only hospitals in Sullivan County as well
as that in Middletown.We never transport patients north of the Catskills.

[ write of the specific health service with which | am involved to give you but one example of the
connections between Orange and Sullivan counties. There are many others invoiving business as
well as public services. | know of no such connections between Sul livan county and the north side
of the Catskills. :

Please reconsider the proposed map and keep our political connection with Orange county to go
along with so many others links.

Yours,
z"”,}

o Chpe

Francis Cape



Wei Qin
6282 Empire Ave
Schenectady, NY 12303

February 5, 2023

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, NY 10007

| am sending these comments to object to the NY State Assembly Maps that are being proposed by the
Independent Redistricting Commission.

Under the proposed maps, the town of Guilderland in which | reside would be in assembly district 102
which includes the hill towns of Albany County, all of Schoharie County, the western portion of
Montgomery County and parts of Fulton County!

The redistricting commission is supposed to draw lines that respect the core of current assembly
districts and to create districts that create communities of common interest. Up until now, the Town of
Guilderland has always been linked with the city of Albany and its suburban towns of Colonie and
Bethlehem in Assembly districts 109 and 110. Most of the residents of Guilderland are suburban
commuters to the urban and suburban districts of the Tri-City region. With probably very few
exceptions, they do not live near or commute to the Hill Towns, or Schoharie, Montgomery or Fulton
Counties.

In other words the new district offers virtually no community of interest for the citizens of Guilderland
with vast majority of the voters in the newly drawn district. It will make Guilderland the only
community that consistently votes Democrat in a district that otherwise votes overwhelmingly
Republican. In doing so, it not only vitiates the voting preferences of the residents of Guilderland, it also
dilutes the Democratic vote in the adjacent Assembly districts from which Guilderland has been cut out
of thereby handing Republicans the prospect of easier electoral gains than they have earned.

The treatment of Guilderiand in the new Assembly maps strikes me as being very similar to the
Gerrymander strategy which Republicans have been allowed to use in Tennessee where they have
vitiated the Democratic vote of Nashville by breaking inner Nashville into pieces which-are now captive
to overwhelmingly Republican outer suburban and rural districts.

The Treatment of Guilderland in these new Maps is therefore contrary to the mandate that the
supposedly independent Redistricting commission was supposed to apply in drawing these maps.

The maps need to be redrawn to re-connect the Town of Guildertand with the core assembly districts
109 and 110 which it has been historically a part of and to restore the voie of its Citizens 1o its rightful

community of common interest.

With Regards,

Aver C4n



DEREK DOTY
SUPERVISOR

LAURIE C. DUDLEY
TOWN CLERK/ TAX COLLECTOR
523-2182
RICHARD CUMMINGS
EMILY KILBURN POLITI
JASON LEON
RICHARD PRESTON
TOWN COUNCIL

KENNETH PORTER
SUPT. OF HIGHWAYS
523-9081

CATHERINE EDMAN
BUDGET OFFICER
523-9517

January 25, 2023

2853 MAIN STREET
LAKE PLACID, NEW YORK 12046
phone: (518) 523-9516 fax: (518) 523-9569
web: www.northelba.org

LAKE PLACID

EUGENE MARTIN
PARK DIST. MGR.
5232591
MIKE ORTICELLE
DARCI WHITNEY
CODE ENFORCEMENT OFFICIALS
523-9518
TODD ANTHONY
ASSESSOR
TEL: 523-1975
FAX: 523-9821

TOWN COURT OFFICE
523-2141

MARK SCHACHNER
ATTORNEY FOR THE TOWN

Please accept this letter in support of the existing boundaries of assembly district #114.
The primary reason centers around the fact that the greater tri-lakes area of Lake Placid, Saranac
Lake, and Tupper Lake are now encompassed within one district, instead of previously two. This
resort area of the Adirondacks mutually share so many services that one district can represent
that population more effectively. Just to mention a few, please consider; schools, healthcare,
housing initiatives, economic development initiatives, tourism/event destinations, and many
more. The current boundaries work.

Respectfull

Derek Doty

Supervisor, Town oFf North Elba



Board of Supervisors Telephone (518) 736-5540
Fax (518) 762-0224

23 Januoary 2023

New York State Independent Redistricting Commission
Chairman Ken Jenkins

250 Broadway, 22™ floor

NY, NY 10007

RE: Testimony Regarding 118™ Assembly District Lines
Dear Chairman Jenkins and Comimission Members:

My name is Scott Horton and I am the Chairman of the Fulton County Board of Supervisors. The
Redistricting Commission’s proposed plan as it relates to the 118" Assembly District and the
residents of Fulton County is unacceptable.

The IRC draft plan bifurcates our county into two unrelated strips by irrationally extending the
112" Assembly District westward across the bottom of Fulton County. This unfathomable change
in the draft IRC map removes the cities of Johnstown and Gloversville from the 118® District.
Those two cities are the heartbeat of Fulton County and since the 1800°s have shaped its
development, culture and economy. Johnstown is the County Seat. They must be included in the
118" District.

In accordance with the State Constitution, the Assembly map should promote the maintenance of
existing districts and political subdivisions, including counties, cifies, towns and communities with
common interests. Currently, Fulton County is almost completely contained within the 118%
Assembly District. Under the IRC’s draft plan, Fulton County will be drastically split between the
118", 112" and 102™ Districts. Dividing up Fulton County violates the principle of keeping
counties intact. Fulton County is, and has always been, the gateway to the Southern Adirondacks.
The communities in this County have a social and economic identity that is dramatically different
than Schenectady County and Clifion Park. Combining rural Adirondack mumcxpahtles with
densely populated Albany suburbs does not make sense.



PAGE 2
23 JANUARY 2023
CHAIRMAN KEN JENKINS

Under the Constitution, each district shall be as compact in form as practicable and consist of
contignous territory. In the current 2022 Assembly Map, the 118™ and 112" Assembly Districts
are compactly drawn. In the draft IRC plan, the districts are neither compact nor contiguous. In
more densely populated areas, small geographical changes can accomplish the goal of equal
representation. In less densely populated areas, large changes in geography are needed to
accomplish the goal of equal representation. This makes the job of re-districting harder and
accomplishes nothing. In the case of the 118" district, the proposed changes do not meet the
requirements of the State Constitution. This is unjust and needs to be corrected. Keeping the 118%
District boundaries aligned to the current boundaries will meet the constitutional requirements.

On behalf of the citizens of Fulton County, I implore you to keep the existing 118" Assembly
District boundaries as they currently exist.

Sincerely,

S 2B

Scott M. Horton
Chairman of the Board

SMH: jl



THE ASSEMBLY CHAIR

Cormmittee on Transgporiation

STATE OF NEW YORK COMMITTEES
Economic Development, Joh Creation,
ALRBANY Commeice and Industry
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WILLIAM B. MAGNARELLI Oversight, Analysis and Investigation
Assemblyrnan 129" District Steering

Ways and Means

January 20, 2023

- Submissions
Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor
New York, NY 10007

Dear Commissioners:

I am writing in opposition to the proposed “Draft Assembly Plan” of the Independent
Redistricting Commission. As a lifelong Syracuse resident and Assembly representative of the
City since 1999, I strongly believe this plan violates Article ITI, Section 4 of the NYS
Constitution for the drawing of Assembly districts. Most notably, it ignores the requirement that
districts “shall consider the maintenance of cores of existing districts, of pre-existing political
subdivisions, including counties, cities, and towns, and of communities of interest.” This plan
needlessly cuts off a key Syracuse neighborhood from the rest of the City, reduces the
representation of the City of Syracuse and needlessly splits the Towns of Geddes and Van Buren.

This proposal blatantly ignores the “cores of existing districts” and “pre-existing political
subdivisions”. Most egregiously it takes the Syracuse neighborhood of Eastwood and places it in
a suburban dominated district. The interests of these City residents would be lost in a district
dominated by the wealthier suburban towns of Manlius, Dewitt and Cicero. Eastwood must
remain in an Assembly district centered in the City of Syracuse.

Additionally, the plan effectively cuts the representative power of the City of Syracuse in half.
Since at least the 1992 redistricting cycle, Syracuse has maintained two representatives in the
Assembly representing significant portions of the City. Under this map, the City would be
effectively reduced to one member. This would do significant harm to a major urban center in
Upstate New York that has ongoing issues with poverty, equitable school funding and
infrastructure needs. It also ignores the diversity of the City’s neighborhoods and its unigque
communities of interest.

The proposed map also harms the two towns I have represented for over twenty years, Geddes
and Van Buren. These two towns have been part of the same Assembly district since 2002 and
have a strong community of interest. Under the proposed plan, Geddes would be split off from
the neighboring City of Syracuse and placed in a district that includes the northern suburb of
Clay. Van Buren would be placed in a district that wouldn’t even center on Onondaga County.
The proposal would put Van Buren in a district that centers on Chenango, Madison and Cortland
Counties. I fail to see how either draft district preserves “communities of interest”.

DISTRICT CFFICE: State Office Building, 333 East Washingion Street, Hoom 840, Syracuse, New York 13202 » 315-428-9651 « FAX: 315-428-1279
ALBANY OFFICE: Rloom 830, Legislative Office Building, Albany, New York 12248 « 518-455-4826 » FAX: 518-455-5498
magnany @ nyassembly.gov

{:; Printed an recycled paper.



Again, I strongly oppose the initial draft plan shared by the Commission. It should reject this
plan and draft a new map that better protects the cores of the existing districts and keeps together
communities of interest in Syracuse and Onondaga County.

Very truly yours,

V78
William B. Magnazélli
Member, NYS Assembly
129" District

o //
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Town of Avon

23 Genesee Street
Avon, New York 14414
Phone: {385) 226-2423

David LeFeber, Supervisor Fax: (585) 226-9299 Thomas Mairs, Deputy Supervisor
James Harrington, Councilman Web Site: www.avon-ny.org Malachy Coyne, Councilman
Paul Drozdziel, Councilman Clara Mulligan, Historian
Tami Snyder, Assessor Brian Glise, Code Enforcement Officer
Thomas Crye, Highway/Water Superintendent Sharon M. Knight, MMC/RMC Town Clerk

January 18, 2023

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor

New York, NY 10007

Dear Redistricting Commission,

I am the Supervisor of the Town of Avon and Chairman of the Livingston County Board of
Supervisors. The proposed map for the 133 Assembly District does not include all of
Livingston County.

Currently, the County is all in the district represented by Assemblywomen Byrnes. It is a real
benefit to have complete County representation by one Representative. Our needs aren’t
necessarily the same as our adjourning counties.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

€"‘: N\“\ 3 %‘ \é i\:\ - ?\v\*\ e
S s x’“\_&\{t (Dt e
David LeFeber

Supervisor, Town of Avon

Chairman, Livingston County Board of Supervisors

opperiestity provider, opd erplover, To file o comploint of dicrimingtion, write: USDA, Girector, Giffice of
3] . i3 di
indfependence Avenue, 5., Woshingion, D. €. 20255-5416, or coll {800} 795-3272 fvoice}
or (202) FR0-53832 {TDGL"




Oswego County Conference of Mayors
175 E. 7" Street
Oswego, NY 13126

Dear Commissioners,
My name is Millard Murphy, and | am writing on behalf of the Oswego County Conference of Mayors.

| am writing to express our strong support for keeping the County of Oswego whole in your next
proposed Assembly plan. The principle of maintaining continuity within communities of interestis a
critical aspect of redistricting, and there is no better exampie of this than the City of Oswego.

As you are aware, Oswego County’s population is smaller than the average Assembly District. Because of
this, it wouid be in the best interest of the residents of Oswego County to have a single Assemblyperson
who is dedicated to addressing the spacific issues that are important to them. Keeping the County
whole would allow for a more effective and efficient representation of the residents’ needs and
concerns.

| urge you to consider the importance of keeping Oswego County whole in your next proposed Assembly
pian. The residents of Oswego County deserve a representative who is able to fully understand and
address their unique concerns and keeping the County whole is the best way to ensure that they have
that representation. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely, Jp—
-~

M. W. Murphy, Executive Director \ //

4 rd

Oswego County Conference of Mayon}_s«"f

175 E. 7% Street
Oswego, NY 13126
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DR. ANNA R. KELLES Heaith
Assemblymember 125" District Mental Health
Tompkins & Cortland Counties
TASK FORCES

Task Force on Women's Issues
Legislative Women's Caucus

January 20, 2023

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, NY 10007

Dear Chair Jenkins and Commission Members,

Thank you for your work on the Independent Redistricting Commission to create fair and equitable
districts in New York that keep communities of interest united. It has been an honor fo serve
constituents of the 125th Assembly District, and | am pleased that the majority of the District remains
largely intact. There are, however, notable exceptions. .

In the draft map, three towns would be removed from the 125th District into the 126th District: Harford,
Virgil, and Lapeer. These are distinct communities whose economic interests are closely aligned with
the geographic areas to the west boundary of Interstate 81. These communities' economic
development is highly correlated to the City of Cortland, which will remain in the 125~ district. As the
City of Cortland and Cortland County continue to improve services, such as public transportation, these
more rural areas would also benefit. Keeping these towns connected to the economic hub of the
County, which includes Greek Peak Mountain Resort as an attraction and community resource for the
towns of Virgil, Harford and Lapeer, at the northern border of the District, remains in their best interest.

Additionally, Cortland, Virgil, Harford, and Dryden are the central catchment area both for students and
staff as well as for services for Tompkins Cortland Community College, a regional community college
maintained and supported by both Tompkins and Cortland Counties. Keeping these areas infact
serves the college, which is an important center of workforce development for both Tompkins and
Cortland Counties.

A significant number of the children in Virgil and Harford attend school in the 425th Assembly District.
Some of the students from both the towns of Virgil and Harford attend school in the Dryden Central
school District in Tompkins County. Additionally, all the students in the Hamlet of Virgit attend school in
the Cortland Enlarged school district.

ALBANY OFFICE: Room 833, Legisiative Office Building, Albany, New York 12248 518-455-5444, FAX: 518-455-4640
ITHACA DISTRICT OFFICE: 106 East Court Street, lthaca, New York 14850 B07-277-8030, FAX: 607-277-8033

CORTLAND DISTRICT OFFICE: 83 Main Street, PO Box 5026 Codtland New York 13045 607-208-2024, FAX: 807-758-4437
EMAIL: keliesa@nyassembly.gov



School districts are by definition, communities of interest. Dividing each of these school districts into
multiple Assembly districts will create unnecessary administrative and financial difficulties both for the
school districts and families. Staying within the 125th District maintains continuity of representation that
has existed for several decades, and secures the educational and economic needs of the residents of
both Virgil and Harford.

We appreciate the opportunity to submit comments to the Commission on this important process and
urge you to maintain the integrity of the current 125th Assembly district. We look forward to the public
hearings.

Respectfully,

}PM? Mﬁ

Dr. Anna R. Kelles
NYS Assemblymember
125th District

ALBANY OFFICE: Room 833, Legislative Office Building, Albany, New York 12248 518-455-8444, FAX: 518-455-4640
ITHACA DISTRICT OFFICE: 106 East Court Strest, Ithaca, New York 14850 807-277-8030, FAX: 607-277-8033

CORTLAND DISTRICT OFFICE:: 83 Main Street, PO Box 5026, Gortland, New York 13045 807-208-2024, FAX; 607-758.4937
EMAIL: kellesa@nyassembly gov



Office of the Town Supervisor

Towrsof The Honorable William W. Moehle

Brighton

January 10, 2023

Attention: Submissions VIA https://lwww.nyirc.gov/participate
independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, NY 10007

Dear Commissioners:

RE: 136" Assembly District

Please find attached my comments on the proposed redistricting plan and my
recommendation to keep the Town of Brighton, Monroe County, in a single Assembly
District.

Sincerely,

William W. Moehle
Town Supervisor

Attachment

2300 Elmwood Avenue, Rochester, NY 14618
585.784-52582

williarmn. moehle @townofbrighton.org



Office of the Town Supervisor
The Honorable William W. Moehle

Town o

Brighton

SUBMISSION TO NYS INDEPENDENT REDISTRICTING COMMISSION

My name is William Moehle and | am the Supervisor of the Town of Brighton in Monroe
County. | have served as Brighton Town Supervisor for eleven years and previously served as
Attorney to the Town for 18 years. Today, | ask you to maintain the Town of Brighton’s single
Assembly District, as opposed to the proposed IRC plan to divide the Town info two Assembly
Districts.

The Town of Brighton is an inner ring suburb of Rochester with a population slightly over
37,000, which is a small increase from the 2010 census. The entire Town of Brighton is
currently a part of the 136! Assembly District, represented by Assembly Member Sarah Clark.
The Town of Brighton has been included in a single Assembly District since at least the 1970s.
Audre “Pinny” Cooke represented Brighton in the Assembly from 1978-1980. Joe Morelle
represented Brighton from 1991-2018. Jamie Romeo represented Brighton from 2019-2020
and Sarah Clark has represented Brighton since 2020. For most, if not all of that time, the
entire Town of Brighton has been included in an Assembly District that, regardless of its
District number, has also included Irondequoit and a portion of the City of Rochester.

For the first time in over 40 years, the plan proposed this year by the IRC would divide
Brighton between two Assembly Districts. While | understand that, unlike Senate Districts,
there is no absolute prohibition on dividing Towns between two or more Assembly Districts, on
the IRC webpage under Frequently Asked Questions, the question, “What criteria are used to
draw district lines?” is answered as follows: “The Commission shall consider the maintenance
of cores of existing districts, of pre-existing political subdivisions, including counties, cities and
towns, and of communities of interest.” However, as proposed, this plan would not only
separate the residents of this part of Brighton from the rest of the Town of Brighton, but it
would also remove them from the core of an Assembly District that has existed in substantially
its current form for over four decades.

The population of Brighton is small enough that it can easily be included in a single Assembly
District. The IRC could do so by unifying Brighton within what is now the 136" Assembly
District, and returning a portion of the east side of Rochester to the 137t District currently
represented by Assembly Member Demond Meeks. Additional slight adjustments to the District
lines could also restore Members Harry Bronson and Sarah Clark to the Districts they currently
represent, maintaining the relationships and local understanding of their Districts that they
have developed.

| firmly believe that the residentis of the Town of Brighton are best served under the current,
single District model. | thank you for taking these recommendations under consideration.

2300 Eimwood Avenue, Rochester, NY 145618
585-784-52572

william.moehle@townofbrighton.org



Attention: Submissions
Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22nd Floor
New York, NY 10007

[ write to you regarding the Independent Redistricting Commission’s (IRC) proposed maps for
the New York State Assembly.

I was disappointed to sce that the IRC proposed separating the City of Middletown and the Town
of Wallkill from Sullivan County in the current 100th Assembly District. While the immediate
Middletown area may be located in Orange County, many people in Sullivan County go to
Middletown to see their doctor, do their shopping, or visit loved ones. We are inextricably
linked.

Although much of Sullivan County is rural, it also has significant population centers along the
Route 17 corridor that are economically tied to Orange County. Even Sullivan County’s rural
communities along the Delaware River share more similarities with Orange County than they do
with those in Delaware County.

Sullivan County has seen tremendous growth in recent years due to the influx of people from
New York City, and it is important that our community leaders have the opportunity to continue
building upon this success. The Middletown area has been in the same Assembly district as the
majority of Sullivan County for decades; it would be a mistake for these communities o be
separated now. I urge you to reconsider these district lines and keep intact the 100th Assembly
Dustrict.
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Alexander Cooney

6282 Empire Ave
Schenectady, NY 12303

February 7, 2023

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, NY 10007

| am sending these comments to object to the NY State Assembly Maps that are being proposed by the
Independent Redistricting Commission.

Under the proposed maps, the town of Guilderland in which | reside would be in assembly district 102
which includes the hill towns of Albany County, all of Schoharie County, the western portion of
Montgomery County and parts of Fuiton County!

The redistricting commission is supposed to draw lines that respect the core of current assembly
districts and to create districts that create communities of common interest. Up until now, the Town of
Guildertand has always been linked with the city of Albany and its suburban towns of Colonie and
Bethiehem in Assembly Districts 109 and 110. Most of the residents of Guilderiand are suburban
commuters to the urban and suburban districts of the Tri-City region. With probably very few
exceptions, they do not live near or commute to the Hill Towns, or Schoharie, Montgomery or Fulton
Counties.

In other words the new district offers virtually no community of interest for the citizens of Guilderland
with vast majority of the voters in the newly drawn district. It will make Guilderland the only
community that consistently votes Democrat in a district that otherwise votes overwhelmingly
Republican. In doing so, it not only vitiates the voting preferences of the residents of Guilderland, it also
dilutes the Democratic vote in the adjacent Assembly districts from which Guilderland has been cut out
of thereby handing Republicans the prospect of easier electoral gains than they have earned.

The treatment of Guilderland in the new Assembly maps strikes me as being very similar to the
Gerrymander strategy which Republicans have been allowed to use in Tennessee where they have
vitiated the Democratic vote of Nashville by breaking inner Nashville into pieces which are now captive
to overwhelmingly Republican outer suburban and rural districts.

The Treatment of Guilderland in these new Maps is therefore contrary to the mandate that the
supposedly independent Redistricting commission was supposed to apply in drawing these maps.

The maps need to be redrawn to re-connect the Town of Guilderland with the core assembly districts
109 and 110 it has been historically a part of and to restore the vote of its Citizens to its rightful

community of common interest.

With Regards,

/
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Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway,22nd Floor

New York, NY 10007

1 am writing with regard to the proposed Assembly Maps, in particular Assembly District 100.

While pleased to see that the Towns of Neversink and Fremont would be added back into the
district, I'm concerned that the northeast corner of the Town of Mamakating would be separated
Sfrom the district. Sullivan County is about 970 square miles in size with a population that is
suburban, rural and in places densely populated. We share a strong sense of community that
spans and embraces our diversity.

1t’s a great concern that Sullivan County would be separated from the City of Middletown and
the Town of Walkill. We are inextricably linked economically, socially and in regional identity.
Both Sullivan and QOrange Counties are in the Mid Hudson Regional Economic Development
Council and are considered to be in the same region by many other government and business
entities, including the majority of our health care system. Patients are sent to Middletown and
Westchester, not north to Cooperstown and Binghamton. We are both in the NYC media market
which gives us a shared informational, economic, and cultural connection to New York City. We
share a busy and populated Route 17 corridor on which our residents travel southeast to work,
play and visit relatives. Historically, many of our long time “local” population migrated to
Sullivan County from NYC and from Orange County. Currently, there is a large second home
population of Metropolitan area residents who stop in Middletown to shop on their way to their
homes in Sullivan County. Route 17 connects us all.

1t is important that our community leaders continue to be able to work together to continue fo
benefit its residents. Over the years it’s been a successful collaboration which has resulted in a
great deal of growth for the region. It’s important to build on that success. It would be a mistake
to separate these communities now.

I urge you to keep the 100" Assembly district intact and to include our Towns of Neversink and
Fremont in the district.
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Angelica Cooney
6282 Empire Ave
Schenectady, NY 12303

january 3G, 2023

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, NY 10007

{ am sending these comments to object to the NY State Assembly Maps that are being proposed by the
Independent Redistricting Commission.

Under the proposed maps, the town of Guildertand in which | reside would be in assembly district 102
which includes the hill towns of Albany County, all of Schoharie County, the western portion of

Montgomery County and parts of Fulton Countyl

The redistricting commission is supposed to draw lines that respect the core of current assembly
districts and to create districts that create communities of common interest. Up until now, the Town of
Guildertand has always been linked with the city of Albany and its suburban towns of Colonie and
Bethlehem in Assembly districts 109 an 110. Most of the residents of Guilderland are suburban
commuters to the urban and suburban districts of the Tri-City region. With probably very few
exceptions, they do not live near or commute to the Hill Towns, ar Schoharie, Montgomery or Fulton
Counties.

In other words the new district offers virtually no community of interest for the citizens of Guilderland
with vast majority of the voters in the newly drawn district. It will make Guilderland the only
community that consistently votes Democrat in a district that otherwise votes overwhelmingly
Republican. In doing so, it not only vitiates the voting preferences of the residents of Guilderland, it also
difutes the Democratic vote in the adjacent Assembly districts from which Guilderland has been cut cut
of thereby handing Republicans the prospect of easier electoral gains than they have earned.

The treatment of Guilderland in the new Assembly maps strikes me as being very similar to the
Gerrymander strategy which Republicans have been allowed to use in Tennessee where they have
vitiated the Democratic vote of Nashville by breaking inner Nashville into pieces which are now captive
to overwhelmingly Republican outer suburban and rural districts.

The Treatment of Guilderland in these new Maps is therefore contrary to the mandate that the
supposedly independent Redistricting commission was supposed to apply in drawing these maps.

The maps need to be redrawn to re-connect the Town of Guilderland with the core assembly districts
109 and 110 which it has been historically a part of and to restore the vote of its Citizens to its rightful
community of common interest.

With Regards,
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VILLAGE OF HANNIBAL

CELEBRATING 150 YEARS 1860 -2010

Mayor Board of Trustees
Ronald Greenleaf Charles Fadden
Drawer B Terry M. Wilbur
824 State Route 34 Wendell Blanchard
Hannibal, NY 13074 Elizabeth Quaile Clerk/Treasurer Gordon Kellogg
TDD 1(800) 795-3272
Telephone (315) 564-6037

Fax (315) 564-7379
February 6 ,2023

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway ,22"¢ Floor
New York ,New York 10007

Dear Commissioners,

I am writing to Express our strong support for keeping the County of Oswego whole in
your next proposed Assembly plan .The principle of maintaining continuity within
communities of interest is a critical aspect of redistricting ,there being no better example
than the City of Oswego . Here in Hannibal we were split prior to the formation of the
present diswict and really felt separated from our neighbors to the east whom we had
close ties with.

As you are aware ,Oswego County’s population is smaller than the average Assembly
Diswict . Because of this , it would be in the best interest of the residents of Oswego
County to have a single Assemblyperson who is dedicated to addressing the specific
issues that are important to them . Keeping the County whole would allow for a more
effective and efficient representation of the resident’s needs and concerns .

I urge you to consider the importance of keeping Oswego County whole in your next
proposed Assembly plan. The residents of Oswego County deserve a representative who
is able to fully understand and address their unique concerns and keeping the County
whole is the best way to ensure that they have that representation. Thank you for and
your time and consideration .

Sincerely ,

Roanld Greenleaf
Mayor Village of Hannibal

The Village of Hannibal is an Equal Opportunity Provider and Employer.Complaints of
discrimination should be sent to USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400
Independence Ave., S.W. Washington, DC 20250-9410 or call 1(800) 795-3272(voice) or
(202) 720-6382 (TDD)



Village of Parish
2938 East Main St., PO Box 308, Parish, NY 13131
Phone: (315) 625-4592 ~ Fax: (315) 625-4791
www.villageofparish-ny.us
TDD: 711

February 8", 2023
Dear Commissioners,
My name is Kathryn Perkins, Mayor of Parish NY.

[ am writing to express our strong support for keeping the County of Oswego whole in your next
proposed Assembly plan. The principle of maintaining continuity within communities of interest is a

critical aspect of redistricting, and there is no better example of this than the City of Oswego.

As you are aware, Oswego County’s population is smaller than the average Assembly District. Because
of this, it would be in the best interest of the residents of Oswego County to have a single
Assemblyperson who is dedicated to addressing the specific issues that are important to them. Keeping
the County whole would allow for a more effective and efficient representation of the residents’ needs
and concerns.

[ urge you to consider the importance of keeping Oswego County whole in your next proposed
Assembly plan. The residents of Oswego County deserve a representative who is able to fully
understand and address their uniqu concerns and keeping the County whole is the best way to ensure
they have that representation. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
, aﬂ%ﬂ%ﬁm (35 JPNN

Kathryn Perkins
Mayor



Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, NY 10007

1 am writing with regard to the proposed Assembly Maps, in particular Assembly District 100.

While pleased to see that the Towns of Neversink and Fremont would be added back into the
district, I'm concerned that the northeast corner of the Town of Mamakating would be separated
Jfrom the district. Sullivan County is about 970 square miles in size with a population that is
suburban, rural and in places densely populated. We share a strong sense of community that
spans and embraces our diversity.

It’s a great concern that Sullivan County would be separated from the City of Middletown and
the Town of Walkill. We are inextricably linked economically, socially and in regional identity.
Both Sullivan and Orange Counties are in the Mid Hudson Regional Economic Development
Council and are considered to be in the same region by many other government and business
entities, including the majority of our health care system. Patients are sent to Middletown and
Westchester, not north to Cooperstown and Binghamton. We are both in the NYC media market
which gives us a shared informational, economic, and cultural connection to New York City. We
share a busy and populated Route 17 corridor on which our residents travel southeast to work,
play and visit relatives. Historically, many of our long time “local” population migrated to
Sullivan County from NYC and from Orange County. Currently, there is a large second home
population of Metropolitan area residents who stop in Middletown to shop on their way to their
homes in Sullivan County. Route 17 connects us all.

1t is important that our community leaders continue to be able to work together to continue to
benefit its residents. Over the years it’s been a successful collaboration which has resulted in a
great deal of growth for the region. It’s important to build on that success. It would be a mistake
to separate these communities now.

T urge you to keep the 100" Assembly district intact and to include our Towns of Neversink and
Fremont in the district.
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CITY OF NEWBURGH

Office of the Mayor
83 Broadway, Newburgh, New York 12550
(845) 569-7305/Fax (845) 569-7370

www.cityoefnewburgh-ny.cov

Mayor Torrance R. Harvey

Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22° Floor

New York, New York 10007

Re: Proposed Redistricting for the 104™ Assembly District
Dear Commissioners:
Thank you for the opportunity to comment about the proposed Assembly lines.

As you are aware, the cities of Newburgh, Poughkeepsie, and Beacon are in the existing 104™
Assembly District. I am writing to request that these three cities be kept in the same district
going forward.

These three cities sit on the banks of the Hudson River with less than twenty miles separating
Beacon and Newburgh from Poughkeepsie in the north. They share a common history, similar
demographics, and many of the same challenges.

Separated only by the two-mile span of the Newburgh-Beacon Bridge, Beacon and Newburgh
are considered “sister” cities with residents going to and from each city for their shopping,
entertainment and medical needs. The hospital closest to Beacon is Montefiore St. Luke’s
Cornwall Hospital in Newburgh.

All three cities-Yave significant African American and Latino populations with a high proportion
of low-income families whose secondary school students qualify for free meals. While economic
development in each of the cities is at different stages, the cities have historically faced similar
headwinds.

Today, all three cities struggle from a lack of affordable housing and sufficient local employment
opportunities. Residents of these cities face similar health-related environmental issues,
including high asthma rates, and their futures are tied to the health and well-being of the Hudson
River.

As mayor of the City of Newburgh, my ability to govern is strengthened when I can work in
tandem with the mayors of Beacon and Poughkeepsie.

By keeping the three cities in the same Assembly district, our elected representative can better
advocate for Newburgh, because our concerns are tied to those of Beacon and Poughkeepsie.
Should these cities be separated, our voices—particularly those of our minority populations—
will be diluted and our influence diminished.



It is for these reasons and more that I belicve the three cities have been kept in the same district
for so long — over 40 years. It is for these reasons and more that I hope they will continue to
remain together.

Thank you for this opportunity to present my concerns.

Very truly yours,

~
R /4///

Torrance R. Harvey




Supervisor - Robert Valentine TOWN O]F CMSMR

Town Board - 1786 Kings Highway
Antonio Ardisana Chester, NY 10918
Robert Courtenay
Brandon D. Holdridge
Cynthia Smith d Tel: (845) 469-7000
Town Justices Fax: (845) 469-5242
Janet M. Haislip www.chester-ny.gov
Sharon Worthy-Spiegl
February 15, 2022

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor

New York, NY 10007

Re: Redistricting of the Town of Chester, Orange County, New York

Dear Sir/Madam:

Town Clerk - LindaA. Zappala

Highway Supt. - John Reilly, Il
Receiver of Taxes - Vincent A. Maniscalco
Building Inspector — Alexa Burchianti
Assessor - John Schuler, lil

Folice Dept. - Daniel J. Doellinger, Chief

Enclosed please find the resolution duly adopted by the Town Board of the Town of Chester on

February 8, 2023 with regard to the redistricting of New York State.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Very truly yours,

v

linda A.
Town Clerk



ASSEMBLY REDISTRICTING RESOLUTION

ON A MOTION OFFERED BY Councilman Holdridge and second by Councilman Courtenay to petition the Independent
Redistricting Commission to include all of the Town of Chester, Orange County, within the same Assembly District in the
2023 redistricting lines of New York State.

DISCUSSION: The Town Board discussed how detrimental it would be to split the Town into two Assembly Districts.
Councilman Holdridge explained in the proposed rough draft of the redrawn districts the Town of Chester would be divided
into two districts, with the western and southern side in one district with Rockland County and the northern and eastern side
in another with northern Orange County, which makes no sense geographically. He added having the same representation in
the State Assembly is very important to our community. He said it is very difficult to have our small town’s voice being
heard with one Assembly District than to have two sides of Town having to go to different Assembly members to hear our
needs for funding and legislation. Supervisor Valentine said Chester, size wise, is a small town compared to Montgomery or
Warwick and dividing the Town in half makes no common sense. Councilman Courtenay said Goshen is living this outcome
now with part being in the 98 Assembly District and another in the 101% Assembly District.

VOTE AYES (5): Valentine, Ardisana, Courtenay, Holdridge, Smith ADOPTED

STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF ORANGE

TOWN OF CHESTER

I, Linda A. Zappala, Town Clerk of the Town of Chester, Orange County, New York,

DO HEREBY CERTIFY, that | have compared the foregoing and is a true and correct copy of the extract of
Minutes of the Town Board Meeting of the Town of Chester from the 8th* day of February, 2023.

| DO FURTHER CERTIFY that each of the members of said Town Board had due notice of said meeting, and that
Robert Valentine, Anthony Ardisana, Robert Courtenay, Brandon Holdridge, and Cynthia Smith, Councilpersons
were present at such meeting.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and the seal of the seal of the Town of Chester, this 14"
day of February, 2023.

&//;E@%gﬁ«g\
Linda A. Zappgla'/ vy

Town Clerk




Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, NY 10007

I write to you regarding the Independent Redistricting Commission’s (IRC) proposed maps for
the New York State Assembly.

I was disappointed to see that the IRC proposed separating the City of Middletown and the Town
of Wallkill from Sullivan County in the current 100th Assembly District. While the immediate
Middletown area may be located in Orange County, many people in Sullivan County go to
Middletown to see their doctor, do their shopping, or visit loved ones. We are inextricably
linked.

Although much of Sullivan County is rural, it also has significant population centers along the
Route 17 corridor that are economically tied to Orange County. Even Sullivan County’s rural
communities along the Delaware River share more similarities with Orange County than they do
with those in Delaware County.

Sullivan County has seen tremendous growth in recent years due to the influx of people from
New York City, and it is important that our community leaders have the opportunity to continue
building upen this success. The Middletown area has been in the same Assembly district as the
majority of Sullivan County for decades; it would be a mistake for these communities to be
separated now. I urge you to reconsider these district lines and keep intact the 100th Assembly

District.
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Dear Commissioners,

| write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1} is not contiguous and compagt; (2) fails to consider
pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’
reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing. ‘

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft
proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even the
location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district

pfan.
| and my neighbors successfully beat back a simifar proposal involving City Council districts
this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of

good government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

| strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

- ] »
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January 9, 2023

Dear Commissioners,

[ write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that
would move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side
into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional
districting requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and
compact; (2} fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of
rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face
different issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space
and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in
the provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly
District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

| and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City
Council districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be
different, the essential concepts of good government and rational line-
drawing remain the same.

| strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough
district.

Respectfully,

"

acgueline Montras
20 Sutton Place South
New York, NY 10022



ROBERT D. VITALO
20 SUTTON PLACE SQUTH, #11D
NEW YORK, NY 10022

January 9, 2023

Dear Commissioners,

| write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move Sutton
Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of
rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create
practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly
District Office is complicated by this irrational two~borough district plan,

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this
past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good
government and rational fine-drawing remain the same.

| strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectiully,

Roert D. Vitalo



January 10, 2023
NYS Independent Redistricting Commission
Dear Commissioners:

Thank you for the opportunity to express my opposition to redistricting parts
of Manhattan, including my Sutton Place neighborhood and Roosevelt
Island, by adding them to District 36 in Queens.

The same proposal was aired last summer by New York City’s redistricting
commission. It is strange and hard to believe that such an irrational plan
has found life again in a draft by a state commission.

At the public hearing just last August, representatives from the Manhattan
neighborhoods spoke so cogently and convincingly against the two-
borough concept that it seemed “dead on arrival,” and it was indeed
rejected. Speakers at the Queens hearing were equally opposed.

The map of the proposed combination district illustrates how unworkable it
is: the Queens area is vastly greater than the Manhattan area, similar to
the relevant population figures. Since the residents of Manhattan East and
Queens have different needs and issues regarding housing, transit, open
space, taxation, etc., how would one assembly member equitably represent
both areas?

Above all, | understand that the draft plan violates several districting
requirements of the New York State Constitution.

| urge you to reject the draft plan and find a fair, democratic and
representative district for Manhattan residents as well as Queens residents.

Respectful!y you rs,

Rhoda Kornreich
425 E 58 St, GB New York NY 10022



JEFFREY L.. ABRAMS

ATTORNEY AT L.AW

Beekman Court, #5P
349 East 49th Street
New York, NY 10017

215-771-3642
ieffrev.abrams @yverizon.net

January 11,2023

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commiission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, New York 10007

Re: Opposition to New Assembly District 36 Proposal
Dear Commissioners,

I oppose the Commission’s draft plan that would move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of
the east side into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational
line-drawing.

The residential and business interests on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create
substantial practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even the location of an
Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

The east side neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this
past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government
and rational line-drawing remain the same.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,
s W,;».:g

IEFFREY L. ABRAMS
JLA:mds




Dear Commissioners,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move Sutton
Piace, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of

rationat line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create
practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly
District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this
past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good

government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully, /% /ﬂ%e//?' M@B’hﬁ‘%d




January 9, 2023

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 227 Floor

New York, NY 10007

Dear Vice Chairman Nesbitt and Commissioners,

We write to express our strong opposition to the Commission’s drait plan that would move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-
existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable
expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various comumunities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal
would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even the location of
an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

We and our neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts
this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good
government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

We strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

}ye
Cade? oy
Carol Barry

50 Sutton Place South, Apt. 20E
New York, New York 10022




January 9, 2023

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22 Floor

New York, NY 10007

Dear Chairman Jenkins and Commissioners,

We write to express our strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-
existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable
expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal
would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even the location of
an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

We and our neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts
this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good
government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

We strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

eter . B

‘C@‘l&’@&mﬁ.\

Carol Barry

50 Sutton Place South, Apt. 20E
New York, New York 10022
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9 January 2023

Honorable Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, New York 10007

RE: Assembly District 36 Proposal

Dear Vice-Chairman Nesbitt:

| write to expfess my strong dpposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side of Manhattan into
Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to
consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies
citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft
proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services.
Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-
borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully fought against a similar proposal involving City Council
districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential
concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

| strongly urge you to scrap this irrational draft plan and not create a two-borough
district.

Respaﬁ:?ully,

2 it I

Cyntrgi J Gardstein

T: 712*25/ bl S
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9 January 2023

Honarable Ken Jenkins, Chair
Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, New York 10007

RE: Assembly District 36 Proposal

Dear Chairman Jenkins:

| write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side of Manhattan into
Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to
consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies
citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft
proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services.
Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-
borough district plan.

| and my neighbors successfully fought against a similar proposal involving City Council
districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential
concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

| strongly urge you to scrap this irrational draft plan and not create a two-borough
district.

Respeg;tfully,

Cynth aU Gardstein




Patricia J. Scharlin
50 Sutton Place South, Apt. 11H
New York, York 10022

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22" Floor

New York, New York 10007 January 10, 20023

Dear Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Charles Nesbitt Vice Chair and all
Commissioners,

I strongly oppose the Commission’s draft plan to move Sutton Place, Roosevelt
Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal violates New York State Constitutional districting requirements
—- the draft is not contiguous and compact; it fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities with similar interests; and goes against practical,
reasonable and rational line-drawing

The communities affected on both sides of the East River have different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space, etc. This draft proposal
would cause practical difficulties in providing governmental services, including an
Assembly District Office location involving two boroughs separated by a river and
additional transportation complications.

This past summer we residents avoided a similar proposal. Please don’t let this go

any further and instead draw up a more rational proposal and avoid a two-borough
district.

Respectfully,

Patricia J. Scharlin



Slizabeth Matthews Frost
New York. NY 10022
{914) 522-5189
fiza.frost27@gmail.com

Sth January 2022

Independent Redistricting Commission

Chair, Ken Jenkins and Vice Chair, Charles Nesbitt
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor
New York, New York 10007

Pear Commissioners,

I write to express my vehement opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that
would move Sution Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side
into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails
to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and
(3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face
different issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and
other matters. The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the
provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District
Office is complicated by this illogical two-borough district plan.

My neighbors and | successfully banded together and beat back a similar
proposal involving City Council districts this past summer. While the law and
the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line-drawing remain the same.

| strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough
district.

Respectfully,

Elizabeth Matthews Frost



January 9. 2023

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair
Hon. Charles Nesbitt. Vice Chair

Dear Commissioners,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would
move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly
District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional
districting requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact;
(2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest;
and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different
issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters.
The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of
governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is
complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City
Council districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different,
the essential concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the
same.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

: —_—
Lucyg-;zre

1 Sutton Place South, Apt. G-A
NY, NY, 10022

Board Member of Sutton Place Parks Conservancy



JULIA KAGAN BAUMANN
440 FEAST 56™ STREET
NEw YORK, NY 10022
212-663-0871
JLKAGAN@AOL.COM

January §, 2023

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor

New York, New York 10007

Dear Commissioners:

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that
would move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side
into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional
districting requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and
compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of
rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face
different issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and
other matters. The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the
provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly
District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

My neighbors and I successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City
Council districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be
different, the essential concepts of good government and rational line-

drawing remain the same. Frankly, I’'m appalled that this unwise (the polite
term) notion has risen so soon from the dead.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough
district.

Respectfully, _

Julia Kagan Baumann



St

A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 ¢ info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - biattki@nvire.sov and Douglas Breakell - breakelid@nyire.goy
Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - goedwinraabm@ nyvire,gov and Patrick
Cameron - camersnp@nyire.gov

Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22™ Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens. ‘

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited fo congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and

research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly

impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill

Coppell, Sshwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have wears of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding resi¢ntial areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors sucessfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the Iaw ind the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing rengin the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-

borough district. -




A Not-for-Prafit Corporation
east sixties neighborheod association, inc.

P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

[ write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft propesal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not coatignous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectatisns of rational line
drawing.

Even the location ef an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & § & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not Jimited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hespital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the cempatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

[ and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Coungcil districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of gesd government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strengly urge yvou to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-735-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt. Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadwayv, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I wnite to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens. '

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing,.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Istand?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion prcing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different 1ssues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practicat
difficulties in the provision of governmentai services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those mstitutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbytenan/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of expenence and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these mstitutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good govemment and

rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge vou 1o scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,

¥ RN B g ) o
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation

east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com « WwWw.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt. Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

1 write_ to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in

Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Spec_iﬁ.cally, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; {2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-boroungh district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions or important matters of public policy.,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The varions communities of mterest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzmnan Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

1and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,

gia. S
Hoceos
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csnd

A Not-for-Profit Corporarion
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 + info@esna-nyc.com ¢ www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention; Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair.

I write_ to express my Strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that wonld move portions of the
East Sixties. Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draﬁ proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Spec:fi_caliy, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens™ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawmg.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough distnct
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 3 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy.
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manbattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,

Delch 006
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins_ Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22* Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in

Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of mterest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing rematn the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

/ D0Us™
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“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”™
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 info@esna-nyc.com » WWW.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Di : Kare Mot e on
irectors; n Blait - Siatticanvire anvy and Douglas Breakell - %1‘&3&&%3{3@5@&?5.&6»'

Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - secdwinrasbm@nvire,gov and Patrick
Cameron - cameronp@nvirc.ooy
Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor, New York. New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

I wﬁte' to express my strong opposition 1o the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
guast Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
eens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinanily high percentage of sentors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different posttions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of govemmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have vears of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential arcas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be 1n this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a simmlar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge vou to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectiuly,
N Q,Zo

2D\ E (39St /00

“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood
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A Not-for-Profit Corporaiion
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
PO Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attenfion: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I'wrnite to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of mterest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficnities in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have vears of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential arcas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfuliy,

“Celebrating the Spirit of Neigﬁborhood ’ o0 o .



csnd

A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 + info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Chares Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Aftention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I'write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Istand and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in

Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens” reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhaitan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge vou {0 scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,

ddres
‘Celebrafing the Spifit of Nei;




A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 + info@esna-nyc.com » www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Exsecutive Directors: Karen Blatt - biattk @nvirc.cov and Douglas Breakell - breakelld@nvirc.cov
Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - soodwinraabm@nvirc.oov and Patrick
Cameron - cameronp@nyvire.sov

Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22 Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The drafi proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivistons and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational Line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borongh district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of semors i Communmity Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Isiand?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The vanous communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge vou to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-735-1296 + info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt. Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

L write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens. ’

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens” reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Distnicts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different posifions on important matters of public policy,
mcluding but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those mstitutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbytenian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of expenience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational ine drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,

‘Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood” /
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 + info@esna-nyc.com » www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submussions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22* Floor,

New York, New York 10067

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island 10 serve the
needs of the extraordimarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various commumnities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of govemmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,
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“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood™
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A Not-for-Profit Corporaiion
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1835
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadwav, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and commumities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those mstitutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbytenan/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise mn addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. [ strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com » www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - blatti@nvire.gov and Douglas Breakell - brealelld@nvirc.soy
Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - goodwinraabm/@nvirc.gov and Patrick
Cameron - cameronpl@nvire.goy

Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22™ Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

T'write 1o express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borongh district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not hmited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficuities in the provision of govemmental services.

A defining clement of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
mmpacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbytenian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be n this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council distnicts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you 1o scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.




A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com ¢ www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbiit, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write_to express my strong opposition fo the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in

Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of mterest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of semors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The varnious communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matiers. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these mstitutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

1 and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational Iine drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-

borough district. _

Respectfully,
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com ¢ WWW.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - blattk@nvire.cov and Douglas Breakell - hreakelld@nvirc.gov
Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - soodwinrasbm@avire.sov and Patrick
Cameron - camernnp@avire.gov

Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22* Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

I'write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens” reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Isiand to serve the
needs of the extraordinanly high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of govemmental services.

A defining element of the East Side™s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will 2 Queens Assembly Member be m this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and nof create a iwo-

borough district.
Respectiully, : ) 0/@/% /-g;/ é& ff
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 + info@esna-uyc.com » www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - blattk @uvire.cov and Douglas Breakell - breakelid@nvire.sov
Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - soodwinraabm@avirc.ooy and Patrick
Cameron -~ cameronp/@nvire goy

Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission

230 Broadway, 22™ Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

1 write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line

drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office 1s complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinanly bigh percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the proviston of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character 1s the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospitat for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comeli Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institntions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

1 and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing ret‘tfﬁe same. I strongly urge vou to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-

borough district ,
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 + info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbatt, Vice Chair
Attenfion: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in

Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and commmunities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a distnict office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmentai services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these instrtutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

1 and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,

“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”
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A Not-for-Profit Corporatior:
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna~-nyc.com » www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - blattk@nvire.sov and Douglas Breakell - breakelld@nvirc.oov
Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - soodwinraabm@nvire.eov and Patrick
Cameron - cameronp@nyire. ooy

Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22™ Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the cast side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivistons and communities of interest; and (3} defies citizens” reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Asserbly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarnily high percentage of seniors in Commmumity Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The varions communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of govemmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal mvolving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respecthully,

“Celebrating the Spirit of . Nefghborhoétd 7
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation

east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855

New York, NY 10021-0048

212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * Www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt. Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22 Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I 'write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in

Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Rooseveit Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
mcluding but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbytenan/Weill
Cormell, Schwarziman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertisc in addressing the compatibility of these instihrtions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council distncts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,
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A Not-for-Profit Corporafion
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info(@esna-nyc.com * Www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - biattk/@nvirc.gov and Douglas Breakell - hreakelld@nyire.sov
Directors of Public Enoagement Miranda Goodwm Raab - ssodwinrasbm@uvire.sov and Patnck
Cameron - cameronp@avire sov

Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22° Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in

Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivistons and commumities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawmg.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Istand?
Manbhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comnell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respgctiully,
ﬁMp{,{L DW Ao & Eﬁﬂdw __}OC)_(QS_;/
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
112-755-1296 * info@esna-nyc.com ¢ www.espa-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Tndependent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22> Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in

Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails fo consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3} defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Rooscvelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & & & Roosevelt Island?
Mianhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various commumities of mterest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining clement of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery., New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
clected officials have years of experience and expertise i addressing the compatibility of these institutions

with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

1 and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 * info @esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22 Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. [ strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

il
* Bryan Sargent 301 E 63rd St. 47 NY, NY 10065
Name Address Zip Code

“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info @esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - blattk@nyirc.gov and Douglas Breakell - breakelid @nyirc.gov
Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - goodwinraabm @unyirc.gov and Patrick
Cameron - cameronp@nyirc.gov

Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Cormmission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing pelitical
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manbhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cormell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,
Bryan Sargent 301 E 63rd St. 4] NY, NY 10065
Name Address Zip Code

“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 + info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - blattk@nyirc.gov and Douglas Breakell - breakelid@nyirc.gov
Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - goodwinraabm @nyire.gov and Patrick
Cameron - cameronp @ nyirc.gov

Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22™ Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in

Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3} defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing,.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will 2 Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,
aren gargent 301 E 63rd St. 4T NY, NY 10065
Name Address Zip Code

“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”
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A Notr-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * Www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of expenience and expertise in addressing the cormpatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the Jaw and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,
Karen Sargent 301 E 63rd St. 4T NY, NY 10065
Name Address Zip Code

“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyec.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens resxdents may hold vastly different posmons on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing. :

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarziman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. 1 strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Regpectfully,
M»/M S¥p E. é%ﬁ?z#éb /Da &5
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info(@esna-nyc.com *» Www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Aftention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

1 and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully, .
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com » www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the iocation of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt [sland to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

T and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. [ strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,

SO gl  pos6s5

T o G e ey W S
“Celebraiing the Spirit of Neighborhood”



A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.

P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 + info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22 Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the taw and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. [ strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.

P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22°¢ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Isiand and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

ctfully,
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0648
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-pyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22* Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

1 write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district

-plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manbhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Re ectfulif
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22 Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

1 write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

1 and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully, -
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info(@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Aftention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sufton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manbhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
mcluding but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provisien of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respecifully,
ZA&MAM 3%@&&%—49&@6@ | /0665'
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.

P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 + info{@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

T and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,
U Pasg Jebinsdo— 340G B/# b 10068
“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”




A Not-for-Prgfit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * Www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens” reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not imited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

1 and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-pyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22* Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chai,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
‘Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Coungcil districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
-New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info(@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Charr,

T write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements,
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech., Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Re eotfully,
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1835
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22 Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,
T o el 30 vyt (mesT
“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”




A4 Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.

P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22 Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposat clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt [sland to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manbhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Couneil districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully, _
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 + info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

[ write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefelier University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully, 2
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“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood"



A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

['write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the jocation of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manbhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cotnell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.

P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22 Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provisien of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a2 Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,
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“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”



A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * Www.csna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

S oy SEHLr 10065
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 + info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manbhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,
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A Not-for-Prafit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info{@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor,

New York, New York 100G7

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt [sland to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge yvou to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

ectfully,
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
ast sixties neighborhood association, inc.

P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 - info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. [ strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * Www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

[ write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contignous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing,

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manbhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have vears of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. [ strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 ¢ info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hot. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

1 write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
Fast Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens res1dents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

1 and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 * info(@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

[ write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens,

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. [ strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22% Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comnell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the Jaw and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

[ write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt [sland and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt [sland to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

¥ and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and

rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-pyc.com * www.esna-nyec.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22 Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

1 and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and

rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 + info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22% Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge vou to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chatr

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

1 write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal invelving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbhitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation

east sixties neighborhood association, inc.

P O Box 1855

New York, NY 10021-0048

212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the drafi (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeliler University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I'and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. 1 strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully.
(X2 reey Ve~ Fol 205 £ 63 joves” Ve 202 2
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com ¢ wwi.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt. Vice Chair,

1 write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and campact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens” reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on unportant matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pncmo

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the Easi Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhatian
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
wth surroundmo residential areas. How effectwe will 2 Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

1 and my newhbors successf‘uliy beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summmer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. [ strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.

P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212~755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * Www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

1 write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3} defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office 1s complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining elerent of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

T and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,
Ann Hohenhaus 1175 York Ave NY, NY 10065
Name .Y i SAddress T v n Zip'Code
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.

P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submussions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

1 write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing. :

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan, Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are; Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge vou to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district. '

Respectfully,

175 ke 1




et

A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 227 Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manbhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,

oarf Fabio, ESNA Treasurer
225 East 63" Street
New York, NY 10065-7450

“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - blattk@nvirc.gov and Douglas Breakell - breakelld@nyire.gov
Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - geodwinraabm@nyvire.gov and Patrick
Cameron - cameronp@unyire.gov

Attention: Submuissions, Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22" F loor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commussion’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan, Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
ncluding but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, fransportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
clected officials have vears of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas, How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

1 and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal mvelving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge vou to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,

C kseco st hh3B MY (0022
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - blattk@nyire.gov and Douglas Breakell - breakelld@nvirc.cov
Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - goodwinraabm@nyire.gov and Patrick
Cameron - camerenp@nvire.gov

Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22" Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

1 write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the

East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and {3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Commmity Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Corpell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officialshave years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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east sixties neighborhood association, inc. '
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation

P OBox 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 - info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - blattk@uvire.gov and Douglas Breakell - breakelld@nvire.cov

Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - goedwinraabm@nvire.gov and Patrick
Cameron - cameronp@unyire.gov

Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22™ Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the

East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manbhattan and Queens residents may hold vasﬂy different positions on important matters of public pohcy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officialshave years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer., While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-

borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * Www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - blattk@anyirc.gov and Douglas Breakell - breakelld@nyirc.gov
Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - goodwinraabm@nyirc.ggoy and Patrick
Cameron -~ camergnp@nyire.gov

Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22™ Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

1 write {0 express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place. Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Spemﬁcalh the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan, Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New Yerk Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and mv neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process mav be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. [ strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * wWww.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

[ write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & § & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queensresidents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other maiters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of govemmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

1 and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer, While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Res tfully,
= IRV S
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A Not-for-Frofit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in

Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3} defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character 1s the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhatian
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

1 and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com ¢ www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
230 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery. New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwaraman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal invelving City Council districts this past
surnmer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge vou to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respecﬁ%g . |
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10621-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com ¢ Www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22* Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

1 write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in

Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens” reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,

Susannc Lagerstrom . 250 East63 SLNY,NY . 10065
“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”



A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

[ write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing,.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manbhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comnell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Prafit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * WWWw.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

[ write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficuities in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. 1 strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,

Fabio, ESNA Treasurer

225 East 63" Street
New York, NY 10065-7450

“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”



A Not-for-Profit Corporarion
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 16021-0048
212-755-1296 - info@esna-nye.com  www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - blattlu@nvire.gov and Douglas Breakell - breakelld@nyire.cov
Directors of Public Ergagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - ggodwinraabm@nyvirce.gov and Patrick
Cameron - camergnp@nyire.sov
Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22 Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the

East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens. '

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,

inclading but not limited to congestion pricing. :

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding

housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practicat
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those mstitutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cormnell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

espectiully,
VD mpeodH s

Arfie Address Zip Code
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P OBox 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - blattk@unyirc.gov and Douglas Breakell - breakelld@nyire.gov
Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - geodwinraabm@nyire.goy and Patrick
Cameron - cameronp@nyirec.gov

Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22 Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expettise in addressing the compatibility of these mstitutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. | strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - blattk@nvire.gov and Douglas Breakell - breakelld@nvirc.gov
Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - geodwinraabm@nyire.gov and Patrick
Cameron - cameronp@nyirc.goy

Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt [sland?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comnell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepis of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-

borough district. »
= S L
Respectfully Fe) L= 5% & ’
Lyne /M, ﬁwxz{ Ao Yorke, Y S5
Name = 7 ddre ip Code

Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”
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A Notfor-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com « www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt [sland?
Manbhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,
Fatmir Kastrati 1175 York Ave, 10E 10065
Name' - ©:0 0 Address T Zig Code

“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”



Charles S Warren
200 East 90 Street New York, NY 10128

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22 Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I am a member of Community Board 8 in Manhattan and I am writing in my personal capacity to express
my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the East Sixties, Sutton
Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this two-borough district plan. Will the
Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island 1o serve the needs of the
extraordinarily high percentage of senjors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island? Manhattan
and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy, including
but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

The essential concepts of good government and rational line drawing show that this pian is not
appropriate. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully, _

Name Charles S. Warren S Address 200- East 90™ Street 10128




Alan Yoss
425 East 58" St., #5H
New York, NY 10022

January 24, 2023

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22 Floor

New York, NY 10007

Dear Commissioners,

] write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move Sutton Place,
Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-
drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding housing,
tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is
complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

| and neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past summer.
While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and rational

line-drawing remain the same.

| strongly urge you to scrap the draft pian and not create a two-borough district.

Alan Yoss



Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixtics, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the cast side into Assembly District 36 in

Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
rescarch facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

T and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,

Diana Prufer & Daniel Medalie , 205 E 634 St. 14-E. NYC 10065



A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855

New York, NY 10021-0048

212-755-1296 » infe@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbiit, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commisston
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

1 write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
Fast Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of mterest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line’
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrattonal two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various conmunities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these mstitutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer, While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,
SUSAN WA ENER 705 £ 6320 ST 4D Niwd YoRe WY 16068
Name Address Zip Code

“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood™



A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.

P O Box 1855

New York, NY 10021-0048

212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22 Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Fenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixtics, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens” reasonable expectations of rational line’
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational ling drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully, ) 3
ELerosn Whonse 205 £au b3V 4 490 NEwVorM NY V00 b5
Name Address ! ’ Zip Code

“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manbhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully, 2o/ Eo 5_/4 6y YA _
i«w@/ﬁ ‘7)/““@/‘/ Y, Y [0S S008S

Name dres: ip Code
‘Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”




A Nor-for-Prafit Corparatinn
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
Now York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « infoR ¢SRA-NVC.COM » WWW.0SAE-NYLCOM

LCo-Exceutive Directors: Karen Blau - blantkie myvire.gov and Douglas Breakell - breakelld@ aviregov
Directors of Public Engazement: Mirnada Goodwin Rasb - geodwjnrsabmanvire pov and Parnck
Cameron - caterenpanyirc oy

Anenion: Submissions. Independent Redissricring CUornmission

250 Broadway, 22™ Floor, New Yeork, New York 10007

Deas Co-Executive Dircctors and Divectons of Public Enpagement,

I woite 10 express my strong oppositon 1o the Commission™s draft plan that would move poiions of the
East Sixtwes, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Islamd and other pans of the cast side into Assembly Distnict 36 in
(reens.

Tae éeaft proposal clearly viokes sevem! New York State Constitutional districiing requitements.
Specsfically, the draft (1} is not contigaous and compact: (2) fails 1o consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communines of interest; and {3 defies chitrens” reasonable expectations of rational hing
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly Disteet Office is complicated by this mmational two-borough distric
pizn. Wil the Assembiy Member have disingt offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarity high percentage of sendors in Community Districts & & X & Roosevelt tsland?
Manhatian and Quaens resudents may hold vastly different positions on important mutiers of pubbe policy.
inciuding bl et Limited 1o congestion priceng.

The vanous communitics of interest on both sides of the East River face different sssues segarding
housmg, tax policy, transponiation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal woeuld croate praciicat
difficulites n the provision of govermmen! sermioes,

A defining clenenm of the Bast Side™s nexshborhood character s the prosence of numerous medics? and
rescarch faciiities with sprawling, dc%gh populaled campuses. Among those matitaions directly

impacted by the proposed new Haoes ares Hospiiad for Special Surgery, New York PresbvicranWeill
Cornetl, E.-.dmsrznm o Anmal Medica! Cooter, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech, Munhattan
clected officals have vears of experiencs and expertise in sdidressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrourling resideniial areas. How effective will @ (eeens Assembly Mombor be in this repard?

I and my neighbors suceesstully bepy buek o stmilar proposal mvolving City Counced disiricts this past
surnmer. While the faw and the precess may be ditferent, the essentiol concepts of good zovernment and
rational fine drwwing remain the same. | strongly arge veu 1o serap the draft plan and aot create a two-
borough disoric.

Respectfutly,

"y ‘c!wu!m‘g e peiele of Nedghborhood ™

WHE bL2sT ‘ _
ﬁ(&& W Y MNYL MY 10065




A Nor-for-Profic Corperation
east sixties'neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1853
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » infof esna-NYC.LOM * WWW.CSA-NYC.LOMm

Hon. Ken lenkins, (hair

Hon. Charles Neshie, Vice Chair
Arlention: Submisstons,

independent Redistricting Commission
230 Braadway, 22* Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon. Jenkns, Chair and Hon Neshatt, Vice Chair,

[ white b express my strong opposition 1o the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
Lasr Sixties, Suton Place. Roosevelt Island and other pents of the cast side into Assembly Disinict 36 in
(Jucens.

The draft proposal clearhy vivlotes several New York Stale Constitutional distrienng reguirerments.
Spevifically, the deafi (1) &5 not contiguous and compact: €2) fails o consider pre-existing pohticn)
subdrvistons and commumties of interest: and {3} defics citizens’ reasonable expectations of ravional line
drawinge,

Even the locaton ef an Assembly Disimct Office 18 comphicated by this irmationa] twis-borough distoics
plan. Will the Assembly Member huve a district vifice 1n Manhatten and Roasevelr Istand 1o serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high perventage of seniors in Community Districls 6 & § & Roasevell Island?
Mannaitan and Queens residenis may hokd vamly different positions on imporlant matters of public policy,
including but not hmited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing. ey policy. transporiation, open spase and other matters. The drafl proposal wonld crezie practical
drfficulties in the provision of governmental services,

A defimng clement of the East Side’s neighborheod characier is the presence of numerous medwcal and
reseateh facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institwions directly
impacted by sthe proposed new fines are: Hospital for Special Sorgery, Now York Preshyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Ammal Medicat Cenrer, Rockefeliter University and Comell Tech, Manhautan
clected officials have years of experience and experntise in addressing the compatibifity of these instntutions
with survounding resilential arces. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

and my neighbors successtsily beat baek 2 similar proposal involving City Council disinicts this past
sumimer. While the law and 1he process may be different, the cssentsal coacepts of good government and
ratiopad line drawing remain the same. | stroagly uree vou 1o serap the drzft plan and noz create n two-
horowgh distnct.

Respectfulhy,

ilddre

Ly :.*fcfﬁfrmhqg e Bparet of Neigfhorfood”
L YRt ST
g Hpték WICHy 1006s



A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » infol@esna-nye.com * WWw.eSHa-0YC.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22 Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the East
Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens” reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.
Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the needs of the
extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island? Manhattan and
Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy, including but not
limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding housing,
tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical difficulties
in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly impacted by
the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill Cornell, Schwarzman
Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Mauhattan elected officials have years of
experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions with surrounding residential
areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal invelving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,

\3""‘“‘“"‘3’ 44 2012

AT Shewan 1175 York Avende — Apt16G NYNY 10065
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A Not-for-Prafit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.

P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor, )
New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is-complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of nurerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respéctftﬁiy,

Susan Strauss S o 301 East63rd #8KL StreetNY NY 10065 .
Name oo aL o - : leCOde

Celebranng the Spmr of Nezghborhood ”
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A Not-for-Prafit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * Www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - blatth@nvire.zov and Douglas Breakell - hreakelld@nvirczov
Directors of Pablic Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - geedwinraabm@nvire.gev and Patrick
Cameron - cameronp@nyire.goy

Attention:; Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22™ Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

1 write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing. .

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is comphcated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on irnportant matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing. ‘

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill

. Comell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully, ‘ -
Susan Strauss ST 301 East 63rd #8KL Street N. Y N.Y. 10065 ) _
Name 5o ies s “Address - Zip Code

Celebrarmg the szrzt of. Nelghborhood




A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * Www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22° Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Comrmission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and cormmunities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/W eill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Corpell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Merber be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district. '

Respectfully, . ‘ /) . / i
Carol Helms_1175 York Avenue, Apt. 15C C/ on g\@_ W Gl
10065 '

~ ZipCode
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A Not-for-Prafit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info(@esna-nyc.com * www,esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east su:ie into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt 1sland to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy.
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective wili a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. | strongiy urcre you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-

borough district.

Respectfully. ¢ ,
TANE ThEdd Subgevs 265 w}w 63 Stowed gl 20 f - Wb/ Yal-Uy (0065
Name - Address ’ Zip Code
“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”




A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - blattk@nyvire,gov and Douglas Breakell - breakelld@nvirc.gov
Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - goodwinraabm@nyvirc.gov and Patrick
Cameron - cameronp{@nyirc.eov

Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

! write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens. ‘

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy.
including but not limited to congestion pricing,.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmenta] services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different. the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-

borough district. . ; "
%J"‘” Z 7’3 &
£

Respectfully, i £ _ ,
ShVE  REDDe  SuRGEMS o S EAT A3 Sl apl lo B W VK Wy les €5
Name - Address V Zip Code
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens® reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
imcluding but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I'and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfuily,

Name (Gisela Brett Address340 East 64 Street 10065
Zip Code g" é IQ ey %4

“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”
1) 26,2028



csEt

A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - blattk@nyirc.gov and Douglas Breakell - breakelld@nyire.gov
Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Geodwin Raab - goodwinraabm@nyirc.gov and Patrick

Cameron - camemnp@,nxirc.gov

Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

1 write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that wounld move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animai Medicai Center, Rockefeiler University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,
Name Gisela Brett Address340 East 64 Street
10065 Zip Code :
“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood” % )4%@@{

12672022
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * Www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hoa. Charles Neshitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
mcluding but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character 1s the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise i addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,

e ip Code /906 5

borhood”
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation

east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855

New York, NY 10021-0048

212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * Www.eSna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Neshitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 2% Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear How, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my stromg opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens® reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Istand to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may held vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various comnunities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surounding residential areas. How effective will 2 Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

T and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to serap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully, ; .
W @MM Ly gm@.@u@_: s Az; {ook S
Name 4 Address Zip
Code

“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855 ‘
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 * info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

1 write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move postions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specificaily, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/W eill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district. ' ' '
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 ¢+ info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

1 write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Comnell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,

M S H TS YoRKAVE APT 10K (VD 6S

Michele Sterner

“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”



A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info{@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side iito Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3} defies citizens® reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of ah Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens.residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weili
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. [ strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough distrig

espectifilly
;
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info(@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor,

New York, New York 10067

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens. ,

. The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contigaous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing. .

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assémbly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestjon pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Atiention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22 Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens” reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
mcluding but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will 2 Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully, —
ATAN WA SEMOVA Dol EAsTO " # 4E Rewlay (Y (006
e e

“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood™
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A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.
P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 « info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors: Karen Blatt - blatth@uvire.gov and Douglas Breakell - breakelld@nvire.sov
Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - goodwinraabm@nvire.sov and Patrick
Cameron - cameronp@nyire.gov

Attention: Submissions, Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22™ Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contignous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manbhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-
borough district.

Respectfully,
e e 105 £ 63 58 mie ) ooes
Natalie Perr " 005 E 639 Sty NY: 00 e 0065

“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”



A Not-for-Profit Corporation
east sixties neighborhood association, inc.

P O Box 1855
New York, NY 10021-0048
212-755-1296 + info@esna-nyc.com * www.esna-nyc.com

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions,

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22 Floor,

New York, New York 10007

Dear Hon, Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Nesbitt, Vice Chair,

I write to express my strong oppesition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the
East Sixties, Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line
drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan. Will the Assembly Member have a district office in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the
needs of the extraordinarily high percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Roosevelt Island?
Manhattan and Queens residents may hold vastly different positions on important matters of public policy,
including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and
research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions directly
impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill
Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center, Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan
elected officials have years of experience and expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions
with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer, While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line drawing remain the same. 1 strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a
two-borough district.

Respectfully,

S weissrn e s
Name  Sara Biordi - -Address ~ 30VE64tH St apt7k - ZipCode
10065

“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”
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East Sixties Neighborhood Association, Inc.

From: Laurie Calkhoven <laurie.calkhoven@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2023 8:35 AM

To: East Sixties Neighborhood Association, Inc.
Subject: East Side Redris

A Not-for-Profit Corporation

east sixties neighborhood association, inc.

P O Box 1855

New York, NY 10021-0048

212-755-1296 » info@esna-nyc.com » WWW.esna-nyc.com

Co-Executive Directors; Karen Blatt - blattk@nyirc.gov and Douglas Breakell - breakelid@nyirc.gov
Directors of Public Engagement: Miranda Goodwin Raab - goodwinraabm@nvirc.gov and Patrick Cameron -
cameronp@nyirc.gov

Attention: Submissions, independent Redistricting Comrission

250 Broadway, 22nd Floor, New York, New York 10007

Dear Co-Executive Directors and Directors of Public Engagement,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move portions of the East Sixties,
Sutton Place, Roosevelt (sland and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements, Specifically, the draft
{1) is not contiguous and compact: {2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest;
and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line drawing.

Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan. Will the
Assembly Member have district offices in Manhattan and Roosevelt Island to serve the needs of the extraordinarily high
percentage of seniors in Community Districts 6 & 8 & Rooseveit Island? Manhattan and Queens residents may hold
vastly different positions on important matters of pubtic policy, including but not limited to congestion pricing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding housing, tax policy,
transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of
governmental services.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical and research
facilities with sprawling, densely populated tampuses. Among those institutions directly impacted by the proposed new
lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, New York Presbyterian/Weill Cornell, Schwarzman Animal Medical Center,
Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan elected officials have years of experience and expertise in
addressing the compatibility of these institutions with surrounding residential areas. How effective will a Queens
Assembly Member be in this regard?

l'and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past summer. While the
law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and rational line drawing remain the
same. | strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully, , ~
Laviae Colihoyerd M ek Merr WY NN YoBES

1




Laurie Calkhoven 1175 York Avenue, #2F 10065
“Celebrating the Spirit of Neighborhood”




February 20, 2023
Myrna & Ira Epstein

16 Sutton Place, Apt. 6C
New York, NY. 106022

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor

New York, N.Y. 10007

Hon. Ken Jenkins
Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair

Dear Commissioners:

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would
move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly
District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional
districting requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact;
(2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest;
and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different
issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters.
The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of
governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is
complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City
Council districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different,
the essential concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the
same.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

Yoepils L Dot

Myrna Epstein Ira Epste
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Dear Commissioners,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would
move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly
District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional
districting requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact;
(2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest;
and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different
issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters.
The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of
governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is
complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City
Council districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different,
the essential concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the
same.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

Abby Fox ///Ay i_/

400 East 56" St #16H
NY, NY 10022



Sharon L. Weiner, Esq.
900 Park Ave. Apt. 17D
New York, NY 10075

January 18, 2023

Commuissioner Collado

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor

New York, New York 10007

Re:  Assembly Districts 73 and 76 Manhattan
Dear Commissioner Collado:

Though I am writing as an individual, I serve as co-chair of Community Board 8 (Manhattan)
- Voting Reform Task Force. In that capacity, 1 have thoroughly examined the proposed
redistricting lines for Assembly Districts 73 and 76 moving parts of Sutton Place, the Upper East
Side and Roosevelt Island to Queens Assembly District 36 and urge you NOT to adopt this
proposed redistricting for the following reasons:

The proposal doesn’t conform to the requirement of the State Constitution. They include that:

e Voting rights protections where districts cannot deny or abridge racial minority voting
groups;

» An equal population standard where districts must contain equal numbers of people (one-
person, one-vote);

¢ Requirements that all districts consist of contiguous territory and be as compact in form as
practicable;

e A prohibition on drawing districts that discourage competition or that favor or disfavor
incumbents or partisan candidates; and

¢ A requirement to consider maintaining the cores of existing districts or pre-existing
political subdivisions and to consider “communities of interest.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical
and research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions
directly impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, Memorial Sloan
Kettering Cancer Center, New York Presbyterian/Weill Cornell, Animal Medical Center,
Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan elected officials have years of experience and
expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions with surrounding residential areas.
How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

Finally, this oddly-shaped, extreme crossover district will significantly and adversely impact the
provision of municipal services and diminish the political voices of thousands of Manhattan’s
residents.



In the strongest terms possible, I urge the Commission to return to the drawing board and not adopt
the proposed Assembly districts referenced above. A proposal which was just recently rejected by
the NYC Districting Commission redistricting City Council Districts. My fellow residents and 1
stand ready to meet with Commission staff to address these matters and to propose alternatives. |
thank you in advance for your consideration.

Singerely,

N | (o

Sharon L. Weiner, Esq.



Sharon L. Weiner, Esq.
900 Park Ave. Apt. 17D
New York, NY 10075

January 18, 2023

Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor

New York, New York 10007

Re:  Assembly Districts 73 and 76 Manhattan
Dear Commissioner Nesbitt:

Though I am writing as an individual, I serve as co-chair of Community Board 8 (Manhattan)
Voting Reform Task Force. In that capacity, I have thoroughly examined the proposed
redistricting lines for Assembly Districts 73 and 76 moving parts of Sutton Place, the Upper East
Side and Roosevelt Island to Queens Assembly District 36 and urge you NOT to adopt this
proposed redistricting for the following reasons:

The proposal doesn’t conform to the requirement of the State Constitution. They include that:

e Voting rights protections where districts cannot deny or abridge racial minority voting
groups;

e An equal population standard where districts must contain equal numbers of people (one-
person, one-vote);

s Requirements that all districts consist of contiguous territory and be as compact in form as
practicable;

A prohibition on drawing districts that discourage competition or that favor or disfavor
incumbents or partisan candidates; and

e A requirement to consider maintaining the cores of existing districts or pre-existing
political subdivisions and to consider “communities of interest.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical
and research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions
directly impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, Memorial Sloan
Kettering Cancer Center, New York Presbyterian/Weill Cornell, Animal Medical Center,
Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan elected officials have years of experience and
expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions with surrounding residential areas.
How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

Finally, this oddly-shaped, extreme crossover district will significantly and adversely impact the
provision of municipal services and diminish the political voices of thousands of Manhattan’s
residents.



In the strongest terms possible, 1 urge the Commission to return to the drawing board and not adopt
the proposed Assembly districts referenced above. A proposal which was just recently rejected by
the NYC Districting Commission redistricting City Council Districts. My fellow residents and I
stand ready to meet with Commission staff to address these matters and to propose alternatives. I
thank you in advance for your consideration.

St ly,

Sharon L. Weiner, Esq.



Sharon L. Weiner, Esq.
900 Park Ave. Apt. 17D
New York, NY 10075

January 18, 2023

Commissioner Conway

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor

New York, New York 10007

Re:  Assembly Districts 73 and 76 Manhattan
Dear Commissioner Conway:

Though I am writing as an individual, I serve as co-chair of Community Board 8 (Manhattan)
Voting Reform Task Force. In that capacity, I have thoroughly examined the proposed
redistricting lines for Assembly Districts 73 and 76 moving parts of Sutton Place, the Upper East
Side and Roosevelt Island to Queens Assembly District 36 and urge you NOT to adopt this
proposed redistricting for the following reasons:

The proposal doesn’t conform to the requirement of the State Constitution. They include that:

s Voting rights protections where districts cannot deny or abridge racial minority voting
groups;

¢ An equal population standard where districts must contain equal numbers of people (one-
person, one-vote);

e Requirements that all districts consist of contiguous territory and be as compact in form as
practicable;

e A prohibition on drawing districts that discourage competition or that favor or disfavor
incumbents or partisan candidates; and

e A requirement to consider maintaining the cores of existing districts or pre-existing
political subdivisions and to consider “communities of interest.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical
and research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions
directly impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, Memorial Sloan
Kettering Cancer Center, New York Presbyterian/Weill Cornell, Animal Medical Center,
Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan elected officials have years of experience and
expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions with surrounding residential areas.
How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

Finally, this oddly-shaped, extreme crossover district will significantly and adversely impact the
provision of municipal services and diminish the political voices of thousands of Manhattan’s
residents.



In the strongest terms possible, [ urge the Commission to return to the drawing board and not adopt
the proposed Assembly districts referenced above. A proposal which was just recently rejected by
the NYC Districting Commission redistricting City Council Districts. My fellow residents and [
stand ready to meet with Commission staff to address these matters and to propose alternatives. I
thank you in advance for your consideration.

Sincergly, N .
%

NN L L e
Sharon L. Weiner, Esq.



Sharon L. Weiner, Esq.
900 Park Ave. Apt. 17D
New York, NY 10075

January 18, 2023

Commissioner Harris

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor

New York, New York 10007

Re:  Assembly Districts 73 and 76 Manhattan
Dear Commissioner Harris:

Though I am writing as an individual, | serve as co-chair of Community Board 8 (Manhattan)
Voting Reform Task Force. In that capacity, [ have thoroughly examined the proposed
redistricting lines for Assembly Districts 73 and 76 moving parts of Sutton Place, the Upper East
Side and Roosevelt Island to Queens Assembly District 36 and urge you NOT to adopt this
proposed redistricting for the following reasons:

The proposal doesn’t conform to the requirement of the State Constitution. They include that:

e Voting rights protections where districts cannot deny or abridge racial minority voting
groups;

e An equal population standard where districts must contain equal numbers of people (one-
person, one-vote);

¢ Requirements that all districts consist of contiguous territory and be as compact in form as
practicable;

e A prohibition on drawing districts that discourage competition or that favor or disfavor
incumbents or partisan candidates; and

» A requirement to consider maintaining the cores of existing districts or pre-existing
political subdivisions and to consider “communities of interest.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical
and research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions
directly impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, Memorial Sloan
Kettering Cancer Center, New York Presbyterian/Weill Cornell, Animal Medical Center,
Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan elected officials have years of experience and
expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions with surrounding residential areas.
How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

Finally, this oddly-shaped, extreme crossover district will significantly and adversely impact the
provision of municipal services and diminish the political voices of thousands of Manhattan’s
residents.



In the strongest terms possible, I urge the Commission to return to the drawing board and not adopt
the proposed Assembly districts referenced above. A proposal which was just recently rejected by
the NYC Districting Commission redistricting City Council Districts. My fellow residents and [
stand ready to meet with Commission staff to address these matters and to propose alternatives. 1
thank you in advance for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Sharon L.. Weiner, Esq.



Sharon L. Weiner, Esq.
900 Park Ave. Apt. 17D
New York, NY 10075

January 18, 2023

Commissioner Frazier

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor

New York, New York 10007

Re:  Assembly Districts 73 and 76 Manhattan
Dear Commissioner Frazier:

Though I am writing as an individual, [ serve as co-chair of Community Board 8 (Manhattan)
Voting Reform Task Force. In that capacity, [ have thoroughly examined the proposed
redistricting lines for Assembly Districts 73 and 76 moving parts of Sutton Place, the Upper East
Side and Roosevelt Island to Queens Assembly District 36 and urge you NOT to adopt this
proposed redistricting for the following reasons:

The proposal doesn’t conform to the requirement of the State Constitution. They include that:

e Voting rights protections where districts cannot deny or abridge racial minority voting
groups;

* An equal population standard where districts must contain equal numbers of people (one-
person, one-vote);

e Requirements that all districts consist of contiguous territory and be as compact in form as
practicable;

e A prohibition on drawing districts that discourage competition or that favor or disfavor
incumbents or partisan candidates; and

¢ A reqguirement to consider maintaining the cores of existing districts or pre-existing
political subdivisions and to consider “communities of interest.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical
and research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions
directly impacted by the proposed new lines are: IHospital for Special Surgery, Memorial Sloan
Kettering Cancer Center, New York Presbyterian/Weill Cornell, Animal Medical Center,
Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan elected officials have years of experience and
expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions with surrounding residential areas.
How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

Finally, this oddly-shaped, extreme crossover district will significantly and adversely impact the
provision of municipal services and diminish the political voices of thousands of Manhattan’s
residents.



In the strongest terms possible, I urge the Commission to return to the drawing board and not adopt
the proposed Assembly districts referenced above. A proposal which was just recently rejected by
the NYC Districting Commission redistricting City Council Districts. My fellow residents and I
stand ready to meet with Commission staff to address these matters and to propose alternatives. 1
thank you in advance for your consideration.

Sharon'L.. Weiner, Esq.



Sharon L. Weiner, Esq.
900 Park Ave. Apt. 17D
New York, NY 10075

January 18, 2023

Commissioner Flateau

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor

New York, New York 10007

Re:  Assembly Districts 73 and 76 Manhattan
Dear Commissioner Flateau:

Though 1 am writing as an individual, I serve as co-chair of Community Board 8 (Manhattan)
Voting Reform Task Force. In that capacity, 1 have thoroughly examined the proposed
redistricting lines for Assembly Districts 73 and 76 moving parts of Sutton Place, the Upper East
Side and Roosevelt Island to Queens Assembly District 36 and urge you NOT to adopt this
proposed redistricting for the following reasons:

The proposal doesn’t conform to the requirement of the State Constitution. They include that:

¢ Voting rights protections where districts cannot deny or abridge racial minority voting
groups;

* An equal population standard where districts must contain equal numbers of people (one-
person, one-vote);

¢ Requirements that all districts consist of contiguous territory and be as compact in form as
practicable;

e A prohibition on drawing districts that discourage competition or that favor or disfavor
incumbents or partisan candidates; and

e A requirement to consider maintaining the cores of existing districts or pre-existing
political subdivisions and to consider “communities of interest.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical
and research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions
directly impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, Memorial Sloan
Kettering Cancer Center, New York Presbyterian/Weill Cornell, Animal Medical Center,
Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan elected officials have years of experience and
expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions with surrounding residential areas.
How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

Finally, this oddly-shaped, extreme crossover district will significantly and adversely impact the
provision of municipal services and diminish the political voices of thousands of Manhattan’s
residents.



In the strongest terms possible, 1 urge the Commission to return to the drawing board and not adopt
the proposed Assembly districts referenced above. A proposal which was just recently rejected by
the NYC Districting Commission redistricting City Coungil Districts. My fellow residents and I
stand ready to meet with Commission staff to address these matters and to propose alternatives. [
thank you in advance for your consideration.

N L Luersn

Sharon .. Weiner, Esq.



Sharon L.. Weiner, Esq.
900 Park Ave. Apt. 17D
New York, NY 10075

January 18, 2023

Commission Cuevas-Molina
Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor

New York, New York 10007

Re:  Assembly Districts 73 and 76 Manhattan
Dear Commissioner Cuevas-Molina:

Though [ am writing as an individual, | serve as co-chair of Community Board 8 (Manhattan)
Voting Reform Task Force. In that capacity, | have thoroughly examined the proposed
redistricting lines for Assembly Districts 73 and 76 moving parts of Sutton Place, the Upper East
Side and Roosevelt Island to Queens Assembly District 36 and urge you NOT to adopt this
proposed redistricting for the following reasons:

The proposal doesn’t conform to the requirement of the State Constitution. They include that:

¢ Voting rights protections where districts cannot deny or abridge racial minority voting
groups;

e An equal population standard where districts must contain equal numbers of people (one-
person, one-vote);

o Requirements that all districts consist of contiguous territory and be as compact in form as
practicable;

e A prohibition on drawing districts that discourage competition or that favor or disfavor
incumbents or partisan candidates; and

e A requirement to consider maintaining the cores of existing districts or pre-existing
political subdivisions and to consider “communities of interest.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical
and research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions
directly impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, Memorial Sloan
Kettering Cancer Center, New York Presbyterian/Weill Cornell, Animal Medical Center,
Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan elected officials have years of experience and
expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions with surrounding residential areas.
How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

Finally, this oddly-shaped, extreme crossover district will significantly and adversely impact the
provision of municipal services and diminish the political voices of thousands of Manhattan’s
residents.



In the strongest terms possible, I urge the Commission to return to the drawing board and not adopt
the proposed Assembly districts referenced above. A proposal which was just recently rejected by
the NYC Districting Commission redistricting City Council Districts. My fellow residents and 1
stand ready to meet with Commission staff to address these matters and to propose alternatives. I
thank you in advance for your consideration.

incerely, . -
Mol s
Sharo®' L. Weiner, Esq.



Sharon L. Weiner, Esq.
900 Park Ave. Apt. 17D
New York, NY 10075

January 18, 2023

Commissioner Stephens

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor

New York, New York 10007

Re:  Assembly Districts 73 and 76 Manhattan
Dear Commissioner Stephens:

Though T am writing as an individual, I serve as co-chair of Community Board 8 (Manhattan)
Voting Reform Task Force. In that capacity, I have thoroughly examined the proposed
redistricting lines for Assembly Districts 73 and 76 moving parts of Sutton Place, the Upper East
Side and Roosevelt Island to Queens Assembly District 36 and urge you NOT to adopt this
proposed redistricting for the following reasons:

The proposal doesn’t conform to the requirement of the State Constitution. They include that:

¢ Voting rights protections where districts cannot deny or abridge racial minority voting
Zroups;

* An equal population standard where districts must contain equal numbers of people (one-
person, one-vote);

¢ Requirements that all districts consist of contiguous territory and be as compact in form as
practicable;

e A prohibition on drawing districts that discourage competition or that favor or disfavor
incumbents or partisan candidates; and

e A requirement to consider maintaining the cores of existing districts or pre-existing
political subdivisions and to consider “communities of interest.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical
and research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions
directly impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, Memorial Sloan
Kettering Cancer Center, New York Presbyterian/Weill Cornell, Amimal Medical Center,
Rockefeller University and Comell Tech. Manhattan elected officials have years of experience and
expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions with surrounding residential areas.
How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

Finally, this oddly-shaped, extreme crossover district will significantly and adversely impact the
provision of municipal services and diminish the political voices of thousands of Manhattan’s
residents.



In the strongest terms possible, I urge the Commission to return to the drawing board and not adopt
the proposed Assembly districts referenced above. A proposal which was just recently rejected by
the NYC Districting Commission redistricting City Council Districts. My fellow residents and [
stand ready to meet with Commission staff to address these matters and to propose alternatives. I
thank you in advance for your consideration.




Sharon L. Weiner, Esq.
900 Park Ave. Apt. 17D
New York, NY 10075

January 18, 2023

Commissioner Brady

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor

New York, New York 10007

Re:  Assembly Districts 73 and 76 Manhattan
Dear Commissioner Brady:

Though I am writing as an individual, I serve as co-chair of Community Board 8 (Manhattan)
Voting Reform Task Force. In that capacity, I have thoroughly examined the proposed
redistricting lines for Assembly Districts 73 and 76 moving parts of Sutton Place, the Upper East
Side and Roosevelt Island to Queens Assembly District 36 and urge you NOT to adopt this
proposed redistricting for the following reasons:

The proposal doesn’t conform to the requirement of the State Constitution. They include that:

e Voting rights protections where districts cannot deny or abridge racial minority voting
groups;

* An equal population standard where districts must contain equal numbers of people (one-
person, one-vote);

* Requirements that all districts consist of contiguous territory and be as compact in form as
practicable;

* A prohibition on drawing districts that discourage competition or that favor or disfavor
incumbents or partisan candidates; and

* A requirement to consider maintaining the cores of existing districts or pre-existing
political subdivisions and to consider “communities of interest.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical
and research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions
directly impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, Memorial Sloan
Kettering Cancer Center, New York Presbyterian/Weill Cornell, Animal Medical Center,
Rockefeller University and Cornell Tech. Manhattan elected officials have years of experience and
expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions with surrounding residential areas.
How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

Finally, this oddly-shaped, extreme crossover district will significantly and adversely impact the
provision of municipal services and diminish the political voices of thousands of Manhattan’s
residents.



In the strongest terms possible, I urge the Commission to return to the drawing board and not adopt
the proposed Assembly districts referenced above. A proposal which was just recently rejected by
the NYC Districting Commission redistricting City Council Districts. My fellow residents and I
stand ready to meet with Commission staff to address these matters and to propose alternatives. 1
thank you in advance for your consideration.

Shaion L. Weiner, Esq.



Sharon L. Weiner, Esq.
900 Park Ave. Apt. 17D
New York, NY 10075

January 18, 2023

Ken Jenkins, Chair

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor

New York, New York 10007

Re:  Assembly Districts 73 and 76 Manhattan
Dear Commissioner Jenkins:

Though I am writing as an individual, I serve as co-chair of Community Board 8 (Manhattan)
Voting Reform Task Force. In that capacity, I have thoroughly examined the proposed
redistricting lines for Assembly Districts 73 and 76 moving parts of Sutton Place, the Upper East
Side and Roosevelt Island to Queens Assembly District 36 and urge you NOT to adopt this
proposed redistricting for the following reasons:

The proposal doesn’t conform to the requirement of the State Constitution. They include that:

* Voting rights protections where districts cannot deny or abridge racial minority voting
groups;

* An equal population standard where districts must contain equal numbers of people (one-
person, one-vote);

* Requirements that all districts consist of contiguous territory and be as compact in form as
practicable;

* A prohibition on drawing districts that discourage competition or that favor or disfavor
incumbents or partisan candidates; and

* A requirement to consider maintaining the cores of existing districts or pre-existing
political subdivisions and to consider “communities of interest.

A defining element of the East Side’s neighborhood character is the presence of numerous medical
and research facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses. Among those institutions
directly impacted by the proposed new lines are: Hospital for Special Surgery, Memorial Sloan
Kettering Cancer Center, New York Presbyterian/Weill Cornell, Animal Medical Center,
Rockefeller University and Comnell Tech. Manhattan elected officials have years of experience and
expertise in addressing the compatibility of these institutions with surrounding residential areas.
How effective will a Queens Assembly Member be in this regard?

Finally, this oddly-shaped, extreme crossover district will significantly and adversely impact the
provision of municipal services and diminish the political voices of thousands of Manhattan’s
residents.



In the strongest terms possible, [ urge the Commission to return to the drawing board and not adopt
the proposed Assembly districts referenced above. A proposal which was just recently rejected by
the NYC Districting Commission redistricting City Council Districts. My fellow residents and [
stand ready to meet with Commission staff to address these matters and to propose alternatives. [
thank you in advance for your consideration.

Singerely, .
Zl:‘ (})Mﬁ/\
5q.

on L. Weiner,




Patricia J. Scharlin
50 Sutton Place South, Apt. 11H
New York, York 10022

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22™ Floor

New York, New York 10007 January 10, 20023

Dear Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair and Hon. Charles Nesbitt Vice Chair and all
Commissioners,

I strongly oppose the Commission’s draft plan to move Sutton Place, Roosevelt
Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal violates New York State Constitutional districting requirements
-- the draft is not contiguous and compact; it fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities with similar interests; and goes against practical,
reasonable and rational line-drawing

The communities affected on both sides of the East River have different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space, etc. This draft proposal
would cause practical difficulties in providing governmental services, including an
Assembly District Office location involving two boroughs separated by a river and
additional transportation complications.

This past summer we residents avoided a similar proposal. Please don’t let this go

any further and instead draw up a more rational proposal and avoid a two-borough
district.

Respectfully,
Faorecea— };M

Patricia J. Scharlin



CYNTHIAN I CANRDSTEIN - 25 SUTTON PLACE SOUTH « APT. 5-1 - NEW WORK, NEW WYORK 10022

9 January 2023

Honorable Ken Jenkins, Chair
Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, New York 10007

RE: Assembly District 36 Proposal

Dear Chairman Jenkins:

| write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side of Manhattan into
Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to
consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3} defies
citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft
proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services.
Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-
borough district plan.

| and my neighbors successfully fought against a similar proposal involving City Council
districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential
concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

I strongly urge you to scrap this irrational draft plan and not create a two-borough
district.

Respedifully,

4 \"ﬂf
[}
YA
Y
1o

Cynthia J Gardstein




CYNTHIA JL CARDITEIN - 25 FUTTON PLACE IOUTH - APT. 51 - MNEW WORK, WNEW WORK 10022

9 January 2023

Honorable Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, New York 10007

RE: Assembiy District 36 Proposal

Dear Vice-Chairman Nesbitt:

| write to express my strong bpposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt island and other parts of the east side of Manhattan into
Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to
consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies
citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft
proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services.
Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-
borough district plan. '

I and my neighbors successfully fought against a similar proposal involving City Council
districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential
concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

I strongly urge you to scrap this irrational drafi plan and not create a two-borough
district.

Respectfully,

To212-247-8141




January 9, 2023

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22 Floor

New York, NY 10007

Dear Chairman Jenkins and Commissioners,

We write to express our strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-
existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable
expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal
would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even the location of
an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

We and our neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts
this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good
government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

We strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

eter J. B

Carol Barry
50 Sutton Place South, Apt. 20E
New York, New York 10022



January 9, 2023

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Aftention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22°¢ Floor

New York, NY 10007

Dear Vice Chairman Nesbitt and Commissioners,

We write to express our strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-
existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable
expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal
would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even the location of
an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

We and our neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts
this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good
government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

We strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

fe B

Carol Barry
50 Sutton Place South, Apt. 20E
New York, New York 10022



Dear Commissioners,

P write to express my strong oppaosition 1o the Commission’s draft plan that would move Sutton
Place, Roosevelt Island and other paris of the east side info Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of

rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create
practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly
District Office is complicated by this irrationat two-borough district plan.

{ and my neighbors successfully beat back a simitar proposal involving City Council districts this
past summer. While the taw and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good

government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

| strongty urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully, / % L /?i ileen @W;’Mr]/d




JEFFREY L. ABRAMS

ATTORNEY AT L.aW

Beekman Court, #5P
349 East 49th Street
New York, NY 10017

215-771-3642
jeffrey.abrams @verizon.net

January 11, 2023

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, New York 10007

Re: Opposition to New Assembly District 36 Proposal
Dear Commissioners,

[ oppose the Commission’s draft plan that would move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of
the east side into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational
line-drawing.

The residential and business interests on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create
substantial practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even the location of an
Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

The east side neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this
past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government
and rational line-drawing remain the same.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

I Caes &W
JEFFREY L. ABRAMS
JLA:mds



January 10, 2023
NYS Independent Redistricting Commission
Dear Commissioners:

Thank you for the opportunity to express my opposition to redistricting parts
of Manhattan, including my Sutton Place neighborhood and Roosevelt
Island, by adding them to District 36 in Queens.

The same proposal was aired last summer by New York City’s redistricting
commission. It is strange and hard to believe that such an irrational plan
has found life again in a draft by a state commission.

At the public hearing just last August, representatives from the Manhattan
neighborhoods spoke so cogently and convincingly against the two-
borough concept that it seemed “dead on arrival,” and it was indeed
rejected. Speakers at the Queens hearing were equally opposed.

The map of the proposed combination district illustrates how unworkable it
is: the Queens area is vastly greater than the Manhattan area, similar to
the relevant population figures. Since the residents of Manhattan East and
Queens have different needs and issues regarding housing, transit, open
space, taxation, etc., how would one assembly member equitably represent
both areas?

Above all, | understand that the draft plan violates several districting
requirements of the New York State Constitution.

| urge you to reject the draft plan and find a fair, democratic and
representative district for Manhattan residents as well as Queens residents.

Respecitfully yours,
Rhoda Kornreich
425 E 58 St, 6B, New York NY 10022




ROBERT D. VITALO
20 SUTTON PLACE SOUTH, #11D
NEW YORK, NY 10022

January 9, 2023

Dear Commissioners,

| write to express my strong oppasition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move Sutton
Place, Roosevelt Istand and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; {2) fails to consider pre-existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of
rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create
practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly
District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this
past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of good
government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

| strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectiully,

A

Robert D. Vitalo




January 9, 2023

Dear Commissioners,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that
would move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side
into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional
districting requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and
compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of
rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face
different issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space
and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in
the provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly
District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City
Council districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be
different, the essential concepts of good government and rational line-
drawing remain the same.

| strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough
district.

Respectfully,

"

acqueline Montras
20 Sutton Place South
New York, NY 10022



ﬁ@ﬂw@( O, o5

Dear Commissioners,

| write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move
Sutton Place, Roosevell island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider
pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’

reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft
proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even the
location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district
plan.

I and my neighbors successfuliy beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts
this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of

good government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

| strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

- : ~
Respectfullngc% . J\:@% A A
S
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Slizabeth Matihews Frest
New York, NY 10022
{914) 522-5189
fiza.frost27@gmail.com

Sth January 2022

independent Redistricting Commission

Chair, Ken Jenkins and Vice Chair, Charles Neshitt
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor
New York, New York 10007

Dear Commissioners,

i write to express my vehement opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that
would move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other paris of the east side
into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specificalily, the draft {1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails
1o consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and
(3) defies citizens’ reasonabie expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face
different issues regarding housing, tax policy, transporiation, open space and
other matters. The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the
provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly Bistrict
Office is complicated by this illogical two-borough district plan.

My neighbors and | successfully banded together and beat back a similar
proposal involving City Council districts this past summer. While the law and
the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line-drawing remain the same.

| strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a twe-borough
district.

Respectfuliy,

Elizabeth Matthews Frost



January 9, 2023

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair
Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair

Dear Commissioners,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would
move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly
District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional
districting requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact;
(2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest;
and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different
issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters.
The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of
governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is
complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City
Council districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different,
the essential concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the
same.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

1 Sutton Place South, Apt. G-A
NY, NY, 10022

Board Member of Sutton Place Parks Conservancy



JULIA KAGAN BAUMANN
440 EAST 56™ STREET

NEwW YORK, NY 10022
212-663-0871
JLKAGAN@AOL.COM

January §, 2023

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor

New York, New York 10007

Dear Commuissioners:

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that
would move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side
into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional
districting requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and
compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of
rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face
different issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and
other matters. The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the
provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly
District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

My neighbors and I successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City
Council districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be
different, the essential concepts of good government and rational line-
drawing remain the same. Frankly, I'm appalled that this unwise (the polite
term) notion has risen so soon from the dead.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough
district.

Respectfully, n ,

Julia Kagan Baumann



Shelby White
One Sutton Place South
New York, New York 10022

February 6, 2023

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor

New York, New York 10007

Dear Commissioner,

} write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1} is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to
consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies
citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing,.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax-policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft
proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even
the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough
district plan.

t and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts
this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts
of good government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

M———

Shelby White






Shelby White
One Sutton Place South
New York, New York 10022

February 6, 2023

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor

New York, New York 10007

Dear Commissioner,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1} is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to
consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies
citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft
proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even
the location of an Assembly District Office is compiicated by this irrational two-borough
district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts
this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts
of good government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

| strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

W

Shelby White






February 7, 2023

independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor
New York, New York

To the Honorable Ken Jenkins and Charles Nesbitt
Dear Commissioners,

I am writing to strongly oppose the Commission’s draft plan to move the Midtown East neighborhood
(above East 42™ Street) into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

As a long-time resident of Midtown East, { am acutely aware of the fact that the communities of interest
on both sides of the East River have different issues regarding housing, transportation, open spaces and
many other topics. Neither constituency will be well served by combining the two districts, and an
argument for doing so hasn’t been well articulated. Midtown East will suffer if the location of the
Assembly District Office isn’t even located in Manhattan and if policies are determined by a Queens
District Assembly Officer who neither lives nor works in the neighborhood they represent.

My neighbors have succeeded in opposing a similar nroposal involving City Council districts, and the
essential concepts of good governance and rational line-drawing remain the same. The proposed
district is not contiguous and does not consider the best interests of the affected communities.

[ strongly urge you to abandon this draft plan.
Sincerely,

Elien Chodosh
333 East 49" Street
New York, New York 10017



Dr. Vera Mehta
333 East 46" Street, Apt 2 H
New York. NY 10017

6 January 2023

Dear Commissioners, Chair Hon. Ken Jenkins, and Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move neighborhoods of
Manhattan's - east side above E. 42nd Street into  Assembly District 36 in  Queens.

The proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements. Specifically,
the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding housing,
tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is
complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts; the essential
concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

oo A5

Attention: Submissions

Independént Redistricting Commission -
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, New York 10007

Webstte: nvirc.goy




Susan H. Alter
445 Sutton Place South 10J
New York, NY 10022

January 19, 2023

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 227 Floor

New York, New York 10007

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair
Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair

Dear Commissioners,

I wish to express my strong opposition o the Commission’s draft plan that wouid move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of Manhattan’s east side into Assernbly
District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft plan (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-
existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) provides irrational
line-drawing which negates public interest.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, fransportation, open space and other matters. The draft
proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even
the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough
district plan.

| am very concerned that my voice will not be heard on important matters involving
my community in Manhattan.

My neighbors and | successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts
this past summer. While the law may be different, the essential concepts of good
government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

! strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Sincerely,

S,

S'usan H. Alter



Jack G. Schwartz. & Linda Schwartz

9174066166  jgsempires2@gmail.com 425 East 58th Stret, Se24A New York, NY 10022

January 21, 2023

ﬂmﬂayendénr Redistricting Commission
250 Broa'DWay, 22nd floor
New York, NY 10007

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chatrman
Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chairman

Trear Commissioners:

My wife and 1 want to express our deep concern against moving Sutton Place and other
parts of the east side of Manhattan into Assembly District 36 in Queens. We fuave been
residents in Sutton Place for over 50 years. CRzgaﬂﬂEss that the draft j:n'qposaﬂ clearly
violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements, s_pecg’ﬁmffy it is not
contiguous, and compact, fails to consider pre-existing subdivisions, and communities of
interest plus it defies citizens reasonable expectations of rational fine division. The
communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues including the

location of an Assembly District office would be comyﬁ'camf by this two borough district
y[ﬂn.

We strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan w create a two borough district. Our city needs
' creative, constructive ideas, t maintain areas fike Sutton Place, that represents an historic
city ared,

Lynda & Jack Schwartz



Jack G. Schwartz. & Linda Schwartz

9174066166  fgsempires2@gmail.com 425 East 58th Street, Stw24A New York, NY 10022

january 21, 2023

’Jqu;emﬁmt Redistricting Commission
250 BroaDWay, 22nd ﬂbor
New York, NY 10007

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chairman
Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chairman

Dear Commissioners:

My wife and 7 want to express our deep concern against moving Sution Place and other
parts of the east side of Manhattan into Assembly District 36 in Queens. We have been
residents in Sutton. Place for over 50 years. Regardﬁss that the draft }arqposaf, clearly
violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements, specifically it is not
contiguous, and compact, foils o consider pre-existing subdivisions, and communities of
interest plus it defies citizens reasonable expectations of rational fine division. The
communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues including the

focation of an Assembly District qﬂi’e would be comyficatef by this two borough district
yﬁm.

We 5tro-n5fy urge you to scrap the tfmﬁ plan o create a two Eorougli district. Our city needs
creative, constructive ideas, to maintain areas fike Sutton Place, that represents an historic
cﬂy ared,

Lynda & Jack Schwartz



Dear Commissioners,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider
pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’
reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft
proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental setvices. Even
the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough
district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council
districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential

concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Al
255 Ena p SY ST
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JOANN SIOLI
330 East 52" Street #34
New York, NY 10022

Cell # 917.257.3216

January 25, 2023

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor

New York, NY 10007

Attn: Hon. Ken lenkins, Chair

Dear Hon. Ken Jenkins,

| write to express my strong oppaosition to the Commissioner’s draft plan that would move Sutton
Place, Rooseveit Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact ; {2{ fails to consider pre-existing political sub-
divisions ad communities of interest and (3} defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-
drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create
practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly
District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully best back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different the essential concepts of good government
and rational line-drawing remain the same,

t strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.
Respectfully,
Jownwn Sicoli

Joann Sicoli



JOANN SioLl
330 East 52™ Street #34
New York, NY 10022

Cell # 917.257.3216

January 25, 2023

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor

New York, NY 10007

Attn: Hon. Charles Neshitt, Vice Chair

Dear Hon. Charles Nesbitt,

| write to express my strong opposition to the Commissioner’s draft plan that would move Sutton
Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side Into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft {1) is not contiguous and compact ; {2( fails to consider pre-existing political sub-
divisions ad communities of interest and {3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-
drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create
practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly
District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

I'and my neighbors successfully best back a similar proposal involving City Council districts this past
summer. While the law and the process may be different the essential concepts of good government
and rational line-drawing remain the same.

Istrongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.
Respectfully,
Joawnun Sicoliy

Joann Sicoli



January 28, 2023

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York City, New York 10007

Dear Commissioners:

| write to express my strong opposition to the proposed draft plan that
would move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the East
Side into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional
districting requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and
compact, 20 fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest and 30 defies citizens’ reasonable expectation of
rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face
different issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space
and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in
the provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly
District Office is complicated by this irrational two borough district plan.

| and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City
Council districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be
different, the essential concepts of good government and rational line
drawing remain the same.

| STRONGLY URGE YOU TO SCRAP THE DRAFT PLAN AND NOT
CREATE A TWO BOROUGH DISTRICT.

Sincerely, S

T A 3/ "‘/!L’kj\'*'“"— Lty
; (=

Carol Mouyiaris
425 East 58th Street, New York City, New York 10022



The Honorable Ken Jenkins, Chair ' 1/25/2023
The Honorable Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair

Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22" Floor

New York, New York 10007

Dear Commissioners,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would
move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly
District 36 in Queens.

Please stop the nonsense. Please stop parroting the GOP. It did not work in the
midterms and we lost a competent, productive and decent Congress woman due to
ill-advised restructuring. It would have been better if we could have preserved both
Carolyn Maloney and Jamie Raskin.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional
districting requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact;
(2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest;
and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different
issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters.
The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of
governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is
complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City
Council districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different,
the essential concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the
same.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

7

Joe Furey



January 20, 2023

Dear Commissioners,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would
move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly
District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional
districting requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact;
(2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of
interest;and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different
issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters.
The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of
governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is
complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully defeated a similar ill-advised proposal involving
City Council districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be
different, the essential concepts of good government and rational line-drawing
remain the same.

I strongly urge you to discard the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

N\ 5.7 Syodl A




"ROBERT A. MOOR
440 EAST 56™ STREET, 4B
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10022

January 26, 2023

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, New York 10007

Dear Commissioner:

| write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to
consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies
citizens’ reasonable expectations of rationa! line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft
proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even
the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough
district plan.

1 and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts
this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts

of good government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respect%




ROBERT A. MOOR
440 EAST 56™ STREET, 4B
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10022

January 26, 2023

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, New York 10007

Dear Commissioner:

| write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider
pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’
reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The varicus communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft
proposa! would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even
the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough
district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts
this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of
good government and rationa! line-drawing remain the same.

| strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,




Honorable Charles Nesbitt

Attention Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor

New York, NY 10007

January 26, 2023
Dear Commissioner Nesbitt,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that wouid move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island, and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider
pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’
reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, hospitals, open space, and other matters. The
draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services.
Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational twe-borough
district ptan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Councit districts
this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of
good government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.
Sincerely,

o

Erica B. Bersin
President
{constituent Community Board 8 / Council District 3)

3T EAST 71t STREET NEW YORK NEW YORK 10021 ERICABERSIN@ERCHEALTHCOMMS.COM
archealthcommunications.com



Honorable Ken Jenkins

Attention Submissions

independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22" Floor

New York, NY 10007

January 26, 2023
Dear Commissioner Jenkins,

| write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island, and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearty violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consicer
pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3} defies citizens’

reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportaticn, hospitals, open space, and other maiters. The
draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services.
Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough
district plan.

| and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts
this past summer. While the law and the process may he different, the essential concepts of
good government and rational tine-drawing remain the same.

| strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.
Sincerely,

Erica B. Bersin
President
{constituent Community Board 8 / Council District 5)

341 EAST 718 STREET NEW YORK NEW YORK 10021 ER%CABE%%N@EROHEALT%COMMS,CQM
erchealthcommunications.com



William Murphy
349 East 49" Street, 2R,
New York, New York 10017

January 16%, 2023

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor

New York, New York 10007

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair
Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair

Dear Cornmissioners,

[ write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would
move Sutton Place, Roosevelt island and other parts of the east side into Assembly
District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to
consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies
citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different
issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters.
The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental
services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this
irrational two-borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council
districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the
essential concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

1 strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.




- New York, New York 10017~~~ =

January 16%, 2023

Attention;: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 220 Floor

New York, New York 10007

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair
Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair

Dear Commissioners,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the East Side into Assembly District 36 in
Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider
pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’
reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing,.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, ransportation, open space and other matters. The draft
proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even
the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough
district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council
districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential
concepts of good government and rafional line-drawing remain the same.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

fit

Lum Murphy




Kim Baker
310 East 46™ Street, 8h
New York, NY 10017
kim@goudainc.com

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor

New York, New York 10007

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chris
Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair

Jan 17, 2023
Dear Commissioners,

I write to oppose to the Commission’s draft plan that would move Sutton Place,
Roosevelt Island, Turtle Bay and other parts of the east side into Assembly District
36 in Queens.

The draft proposal violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to
consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3)
defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

As a community volunteer in midtown east, I am deeply concerned this will further
disenfranchise our community.

I beg you to scrap the draft for a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

l

Kim Baker
Friends of Dag Hammarskjold Plaza



349 East 49 St., Apt. 3P
New York, NY 10017

January 15, 2023

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, New York 10007

Attn: Submissions

Dear Commissioners,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would
move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly
District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional
districting requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact;
(2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest;
and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different
issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters.
The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of
governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is
complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

My neighbors and T successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City
Council districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different,
the essential concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the
same.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

Joan Friedman



Dear Commissioners,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would
move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly
District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional
districting requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact;
(2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest;
and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different
issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters.
The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of
governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is
complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City
Council districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different,
the essential concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the
same.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,




Dear Commissioners,

I write to express my(Strong)opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would
move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly
District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional
districting requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact;
(2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest;
and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different
issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters.
The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of
governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is
complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City
Council districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different,
the essential concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the
same.

I ;urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

Wnﬂcw



Patricia J. Scharlin
50 Sutton Place South, Apt. 11H
New York, NY 10022

Aftention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission

250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, New York 10007

Dear Commissioners and Chairmen, Ken Jenkins and Nesbitt,
| write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move Sutton

Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal is not contiguous and compact and it fails to consider pre-existing political

subdivisions and communities of interest; and it also defies rational line-drawing.

The communities on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding housing, tax policy,
transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical difficulties
in the provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is

complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully prevented a similar proposal involving City Council districts this
past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential concepts of rational
line-drawing remain the same.

| strongly urge you to abandon the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfullly,

G rieen f tnlis



Testimony to the NYS Independent Redistricting Commission
Tuesday, February 7, 2023, 4:00 p.m.
Hunter College Auditorium, 695 Park Avenue, New York New York 10065
Submitted by Meryl Brodsky, District Leader, 73" AD, Part A

Background: There is a redistricting plan afoot that would place East Manhattan from 61%
Street, Sutton Place, Turtle Bay and environs under the aegis of a Queens assembly district. This
redistricting scheme is not favored by the respective communities and may not meet constitutional

muster. According to City and State, “Five big takeaways from the new Assembly draft map,” !
12/1/22:

As it stands, Assembly districts don’t span the East River to join
Queens and Manhattan. But the new proposed District 36 would
bundie into one seat the Upper East Side of Manhattan, Roosevelt
Isiand and the Long Island City and Astoria waterfronts in
Queens. It would take from portions of retiring Assembly
Members Dan Quart and Cathy Nolan’s districts.

According to a former project director at the Citizens Union, the process can be simplified
in the words of New York law school Professor Jeffrey Wice: “[Tihe IRC goes on the road to hear
from the public at hearings that start in January and go through early March. The IRC can be
expected to modify its map and to release another draft before its April 28th deadline to submit a map
to the legislature for approval. If the legislature (or Governor) rejects the map, the IRC goes back to
produce a second draft map (and this is where the commission failed last winter). A formal legislative
second map rejection could let the Assembly draw its own map.”

The redistricting spawned an ongoing lawsuit due to procedural questions. Pursuant to the
Voting Rights Act of 1965, US and NYS Constitutions, including 2014 amendments, the various
redistricting proposals are subject to a constitutional procedure. Pertinent US cases include Rucho v.
Common Cause (Gerrymandering does not violate the US Constitution if it does not impinge on
minority voting rights or obstruct the one-person, one-vote law).

Accordingly, Petitioners, a group of New York Republican voters, claim that procedure was
not adhered to in the first round of map-making. Nichols ef al. v. Hochul, 2022 NY Slip Op 22312
(NY Supreme Court, 9/29/2022) invalidated the assembly maps on procedural grounds.

Now on appeal, their Petition and accompanying affidavits aflege procedural
unconstitutionality only, with no allegation of gerryzhandering or any other substantive flaw. The
brief for Respondents-Respondents Senate Majority Leader and President Pro Tempore of the Senate
Andrea Stewart-Cousins and Speaker of the Assembly Carl Heastie (Case No.: 2022-04649 (1st Dept,
12/07/2022, NYSCEF Doc. No. 14-page 25)), states:

THE COURT: [I]s your only claim to strike the Assembly map[ | and to do the other
items based upon the perceived procedural unconstitutionality or are you secking a
claim that there are issues in terms of potential gerrymandering.

MR. WALDEN: Your Honor, to be crystal clear, again, I’m sorry if I wasn’t crystal
clear before, the issue here is what everybody here is referring to as procedural
unconstitutionality.

i hitngwww citvandstateny com/molities/ 2022/ 1 2 heres-newlv-thrawn-drafivman-assambly/38034 7/
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Accordingly, plaintiffs, representing NY'S Republicans, are not concerned with substance,
e.g. or if the lines were gerrymandered and thus fail to comply with DOJ requirements for minority
voting rights, but only if the process should allow the lines to be rejected by the legislature or
governor and redrawn, under which circumstances, they would not win.

The Proposal does not satisfy the Criteria: In their own words, the NYS Independent
Redistricting Commission “ is required to create a plan for the re-drawing of the State legislative
and congressional districts, and must take into account various State and federal constitutional and
statutory requirements.z There follows an analysis of whether or not the IRC is complying with its
own statutory criteria, as applied to the proposed 73™ and 36™ Assembly Districts for which there
is currently no Department of Justice (DOJ) approval. Objections to the proposal include:

(i) Whether the new district lines would result in the prohibited denial or abridgment of racial or
language minority voting rights.

(a) A comparison of the population by race shows that a prohibited denial of minority voting
rights might result in Queens. Briefly, there would be a sharp increase in the number of
white voters in Queens and diminution of minorities including Hispanic, Asian and Other.
This result may not comport with DOJ requirements.(See Tables 1 and 2)

(b) The Manhattan subdivision, comprising Manhattan East from East 61% Street, Sutton
Place and Turtle Bay would shift approximately 28-30,000 voters comprising 22
Election Districts (ED) to Queens.

(¢) Relevant community planning district profiles for the 73" and 36™ Assembly districts
show the 73" AD has the highest proportion of senjor citizens in the City, perhaps the
country, approximately 20%, compared to 12% in Queens.(See Exhibit 1- County and
Community District Profiles) Such categorical group would be denied their right to vote as
a force majeure and affect state and federal legislation, including Medicare, Medicaid and
long-term care. Further, the Queens district containing a large number of expanding
families would similarly be denied its right to promulgate legislation that affects children
and families, such as pre- and public school funding.

(ii) To the extent practicable, districts containing as nearly as may be an equal number of
inhabitants;

(a) Although all of the 150 assembly districts are required to have equal numbers, the 73"
assembly district subdivision that would be subsumed or eliminated by Queens should be
considered as well. There is no way the assembly parts in either Queens or Manhattan
could have an equal number of voters.

(iii) Districts must consist of contiguous territory and shall be as compact in form as practicable;

(a) The proposed district is not contiguous to Manhattan since it is entirely separated by the
East River, and difficult for senior citizens, who heavily populate the region, to reach
via public transportation. We should not have to swim to Queens for Town Hall
meetings nor cross the 59% Street Bridge with canes or walkers.

2 See “U.S. Department of Justice Guidance under Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act, 52 U.8.C. 10301, for redistricting
and methods of electing government bodies,” September 2021 hitps:/www, ustice. gov/opa/press:
release/file/1429486/download

2.



(b) Manhattan’s 73" subdivision shares boundaries with both the 74® and 76" Manhattan
assembly districts but not the Queens’ 36% AD. The 73™ is currently both compact and
proximate to Midtown’s transportation hubs, including East 59" Street and Grand
Central. Its compact shape renders it accessible for seniors to reach the best health care,
entertainment and shopping. Their local assembly member should be accessible as well.

(iv) Districts cannot be drawn to discourage competition, or for the purpose of favoring or
disfavoring incumbents; and

(a) The proposal unfairly disfavors both the incumbent and newly elected assembly members.
Neither the incumbent Queens assembly member (AD #36), nor newly elected Manhattan
assembly member (AD #73), was elected from this "merged” district. Thus, the redistricting
draft is not predicated on an elective change and may not pass muster with the DOJ.
However, the 2021 districts approved by the DOJ and implemented for the 2022 assembly
election, still make sense. (See Exhibit 1 — Voter Enroliment Totals)

(v) The maintenance of existing districts, pre-existing political subdivisions, including counties,
cities, towns and communities of interest.

(a) Whereas Queens further divides each assembly district into two subdivisions (each
represented by two district leaders), Manhattan divides most assembly districts into three
and sometimes four parts. Thus, based on the population, the Queens 36™ AD subdivisions
would always outnumber the Manhattan 73™ subdivision by 2 or 3:1. Also, a substantial
number of (senior) citizens who comprise the subdivision would have less opportunity to
participate in the process and elect candidates of their choice.

(b) The proposal affects land use in our district adversely because an institutional memory of
development projects is key to Turtle Bay’s quality of life. For example in 2017, when
the massive redevelopment of Vanderbilt One was contemplated, the efforts of Turtle Bay
to exclude six square residential blocks was crucial to the improvement of the entire
vicinity. Divorcing Turtle Bay from the rest of the 73" AD will impinge on its quality of

life.

Conclusion - Since the congressional district lines in the 12% CD have already gone to court
and were ordered to be revised by a special master, the same constitutional error could occur
again if the IRC does not listen to the public’s opposition. Assembly districts are smaller than
congressional or state senate district and generally are kept intact in one county. Further, there is no
precedent for a Queens assembly district subdivision in Manhattan nor for a Manhattan assembly
district subdivision in Queens. The current 73™ Assembly district should not be divided by the East
River since I do not intend to swim to town hall meetings in Queens or ask anyone to cross the 59™

Street bridge with canes or walkers.

Since the people of the 73" and 36™ Assembly Districts have already spoken and elected
representatives for both congress and assembly, such elections should not be undermined. The IRC
proposal, if not corrected to keep all of the Manhattan subdivisions in Manhattan, as are both current
assembly districts 73 and 76, should be rejected by the NYS legislature.



Table 1

Current Population of the 73" and 36™ Assembly Districts compared to the NYS
Independent Redistricting Commission Proposed Lines

Current Lines — Manhattan 734 Assembly District
Total White Black Hispanic Asian Other”
Total* 141,269 105,538 2,730 9,573 17,942 5,676
% of Total 74.57 1.93 6.78 12.70 4.02
Total 18+ 123,794 93,418 2,514 8,110 15,751 4,001
% of 18+ 75.46 2.03 6.55 12.72 3.23
Department of Justice
Total 141,269 105,348 3,305 9,573 19,989 3,054
% of Total 74.57 2.34 6.78 14.15 2.16
Total 18+ 123,794 93,418 2,948 8,110 16,824 2,494
% of 18+ 75.46 2.38 6.55 13.59 2.02
Proposed

Total White Black Hispanic Asian Other
Total 137,535 101,965 5,378 11,688 18,504
% of Total 74.1 3.9 8.5 13.5
Total 18+ 89,684 67,139 4423 7,089 10,604 428
% of 18+ 75.0 49 7.9 11.8 4

Current Lines — Queens ;g_ﬂ‘ Assembly District

Total White Black Hispanic Asian Other
Total 141,276 59,196 11,248 35,313 27.451 8,608
% of Total 41.90 7.96 25.00 19.43 5.71
Total 18+ 122,594 53,515 9,161 29,084 24 47 6,365
% of 18+ 42.65 7.47 23.72 19.96 5.19

Department of Justice
Total 141,276 59,196 12,212 35,313 29,005 5,550
% of Total 41,90 8.64 25.00 20.53 3.93
Total 18+ 122,594 53,515 9,863 29,084 25,535 4,597
% of 18+ 43.63 8.05 23.72 20.83 3.75
roposed

Total White Black Hispanic Asian Other
Total 137,433 71,026 12,632 23,889 29,986
% of Total 51.7 9.1 17.4 21.8
Total 18+ 77,790 47,417 7,068 11,854 10,937 514
% of 18+ 61.0 9.1 15.2 14.1 .6

3 Inciudes the average of categories; AmIn (American Indian), Hwn (Hawaiian), Multi and Other.

4 The ideal population per assembly district 2020 is 134,626 persons. The “current” lines represent a 4.94% deviation
from the ideal. The “proposed” lines deviate by about 2.09-2.16%. Possibly, this 2% change was made to comport with
the provision that states, “[Alany amendments by the Senate or Assembly to a redistricting plan submitted by the
Commission shall not affect more than two percent of the population of any district contained in such plan,” pursuant to
Chapter 17 of the Laws of 2012. SOURCE: NYS Task Force on Legislative Reapportionment and Research, LATFOR and
NYS Independent Redistricting Commission; htrps:/latfor state sy .us/maps’: bitps://www nyirc.gov/
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Table 2

Current Department of Justice (DOJ) Lines for the

73" Manhattan and 36" Queens Assembly Districts compared to the
Proposed Lines of the Independent Districting Commission (IRC)

73" AD Total 18+ | White Black Hispanic Asian Other

Manhattan %

DOJ Current 75.46 2.38 6.55 13.59 2.16

IRC Proposed 75.30 4.90 7.90 11.80 40

Change -.16 +2.52 +1.35 -1.79 -1.76

Table 2

36™ AD Total 18+ | White Black Hispanic Asian Other

Queens %

DOJ Current 43.65 8.05 23.72 20.83 3.95

IRC Proposed 61.00 9.10 15.20 14.10 .60
| Change +17.35 +1.05 -8.52 -6.73 -3.35

Table 1 shows the racial composition of Manhattan’s 73rd AD is a majority white, 75.5%,
which the IRC decreased by .16%, less than 1%. Similar findings exist for the proportion of Black,
+2.5 %, Hispanic +1.4%, Asian -1.8 and Other, -1.8. The overall change for all groups is statistically
insignificant at .16%.

Table 2, the racial composition for Queens 36" AD, shows stark contrasts. The IRC creates a
white majority of 61%, up 17.4 % from a plurality of 43.65%. The Black percentage is increased by
1.05% to 9.1%. The Hispanic population declines by 8.52% from 23.72% to 15.2% and the Asian
population by 6.73%, from 20.83 to 14.1%; also, Other declines by .60% to 3.35%. Further, the data
shows that the white percentage varies inversely with the substantial decline of Hispanic, Asian and
Other voters. The white increase of 17.4% is approximately the same as the cumulative decline of
Hispanic, Asian and Other voters of 18.6 %, from 48.5% to0 29.9%.

Discussion: The changes in the 36™ AD may not comply with DOJ regulations since the
proposed lines would decrease minority voters by approximately 19%, exceeding the 5% or 10%
standard error. Further, the proposed lines demonstrate a sharp increase in the number of white voters
of 17-18%, creating a majority where none would otherwise exist, thus diluting minority voting
strength. This would not be allowable under DOJ Guidelines. See “U.S. Department of Justice
Guidance under Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act, 52 U.S.C. 10301, for redistricting and methods of
electing government bodies,” September 2021. biips/www Justice. gov/opa/press-
release/file/1429486/download




73" Assembly District and Subdivision Maps

(Manhattan East from East 61° Street, Sutton Place, and Turtle Bay)
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Current shaded (orange) and proposed '
(blue) lines of the 73" AD pursuant to the
NYS IRC. The subdivision proposed to be
eliminated, cross-hatched, includes
Manhattan East (East 61% Street), Sutton
Place, Beekman Place, Turtle Bay, etc. The
73 AD comprises 70 Election Districts
(ED)(each about 500-2000 wvoters) and
89,684 voting age persons. The current lines,
approved by the Department of Justice, meet
redistricting criteria which are:

1) contiguous because they share the same
boundaries with the 74™ and 76" assembly
districts in Manhattan and easily amended to
keep communities of interest intact;

2) compact due to the existence of natural
boundaries created by Central Park to the
West and the East River to the East.
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The proposed district breaks up |
subdivision lines encompassing communities
of interest; Manhattan East (East 61" Street),
Sutton Place, Beekman Place, Turtle Bay, etc.
Such subdivision includes 22 election districts
(ED), EDs 16-37 (3 split EDs, 21,36,37) and a
total of approximately 28-30,000 voters to be
eliminated. Integrally connected to Mid-
Manhattan, such subdivision should remain
in the universe of the current 73" AD because
the proposal is:

1) not contiguous to Queens due to separation
by the East River causing transportation
hardships particularly for its large number of
senior citizens;

2) not compact due to subdivisions, or

communities of interest, crossing two
counties, Queens and Manhattan.
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Exhibit 1

NYS Voter Enroliment by Assembly District, Party Affiliation and Status
Voters Registered as of November 1. 2022%

DISTRICT STATUS DEM REP CON
QUEENS

36 District Total  Active 51,011 5,726 217

36 District Total Inactive 6,118 879 27
36 District Total - Total = 57,120 - 6,605 . 244

MANHATTAN

73 District Total ~ Active 50,128 12,414 148

73 District Total  Inactive 4976 2,754 38
73 District Total - Total =~ 55,104 15,168 ' 186

Comparison of Queens and Manhattan Community Planning Districts

WOR OTH BLANK
255 1,522 16,133
19 345 268
274 1,867 18816
72 2,189 18,838

S 982 3,67
80 2771 22515

County** and District***Profiles

that correspond to Queens 36 and Manhattan’s 73"%-& 762 ADs

TOTAL

74,864
10,071
184,935

83,789

12,035
95,824

Queens Community Planning Districts #1 and #2:

Population: 2,331,143 164.15K

Foreign born 46.80% 35.25%

White: 24.00% 36.55%

Black: 16.00 % 6.15 %

Hispanic:**** 28.00% 29.15%
Asian: 26.00% 25.40%

Other: 6.00% 2.75%

65 Years+: 12-14 % 12.60%

Manhattan Community Planning Districts #6 and #8:

Population: 1,576,876 187.5K

Foreign born: 28.10% 24.25%

White: 45.00% 71.75%

Black: 12.00% 3.00%

Hispanic: **** 26.00% 8.55%

Asian: 12.00% 13.95%

Other: 5.00% 2.75%

65 Years+: 18-20% 19.40%

*  Source: NYS Board of Elections; itps:.//www elections.ny. gov/EnrelimentAD himl

E 2]

Data from Censusreporter.org; 1.S. Census Bureau (2021). American Community Survey I- year estimates. Retrieved

from Census Reporter Profile pages for Queens and Manhattan Counties, New York. <http://censusreporter.org/profiles/

sedewe

Source: NYC Department of City Planning’s Community District Profiles, 2014 -2018; population

averages for Queens community planning districts 1, 2 and Manhattan community planning districts 6, §;
https://communityprofiles.planning. nyc.gov/

EE T

7.

Hispanic includes respondents of any race. Other categories are non-Hispanic.



SAMPLE LETTER
Dear Commissioners,

| write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move
Sutton Place, Roosevelt island and other parts of the east side into Assembly District 36 in

Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider
pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3} defies citizens’
reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

v
The various communities 6f interest on both sides of the East River face different issues
regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft
proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even
the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough
district plan.

1 and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council
districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different, the essential

concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

| strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

=

Resp/a,e’ ully,

ay



February 7, 2023

Dear Commissioners,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move
neighborhoods of Manhattan's east side above E. 42nd Street into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
Specifically, the draft (1) proposed district is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-
existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable
expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding
housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create
practical difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly
District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

Our community members successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts;
the essential concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

I strongly urge you to amend this draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfuily,

‘a

Jean M. Dugan
240 East 47™ Street, Apartment 25EF
New York, NY 10017
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Susan Olden
14 Sutton Place South
New VYork, New York 10022

Dear Hon. Ken Jenkins,

This is in concerning the re-districting lines proposed for the Queens Council District 26 and the
Manhattan Council District 5 which include portions of Sutton Place is not adopted for the
following reasons.

This proposal is ill-conceived. It demonstrates a loss of good governing for the people and any
strategic planning to avoid this, (America was built overcoming insurmountable barriers). Are
we less?? Two Boroughs/Districts, a river between, different priorities and the special needs of
the community without an equitable split. The imbalance of voting power, transportation,
housing, the needs of the area, and the higher tax rate not to mention the office-just to name a
few--1s this democracy? Another borough! We live in NYC and we pay NYC taxes!!!

This is about numbers not people. All too often today when these situations arise the answer is
NO, rather than pulling together and try to create an alternative strategy that may better serve the
community. A group with experience, understanding the community served, who can look at
issues with pragmatism and find fair alternatives would be appreciated.

1. "The taxes in Manhattan differ from that of Queens. The constituency in Queens is 73%,
and Manhattan will be 27%. The votership in the district of Queens and the foreign
owned District Suiton Place is self-prophesizing. The Council and larger constituency
being in Queens naturally would be favored. Queens, through lack of understanding the
needs of Sutton Place, could not embrace the importance or requirements of SP.

Manhattan taxes are paid by fhe citizens in Manhattan, and they should have the best
opportunity to be the beneficiaries of those taxes which will never change.

B

Splitting Sutton Place in Half (it is only 6 blocks) with a community of elderly people is
ludicrous. So many issues are Politic or Financial. Attending meetings to try to effect
change today is for the most part hopeless--the narrative is a fait accompli. This issue
should receive the attention it deserves, and hopefully the committee is inspired to put the
people of this community first.

3. The most important piece of this, is the community, a touch more civilized, many
elderlies, who do not or are unable to leave Sutton Place. Our parks give them the
opportunity to be in the sunlight and enjoy the fresh air. They are in wheelchairs, walkers,
canes but they are out there. SP has already been disrupted by current changes destroying
the safety and tranquility of its residents due to poor demsmns from government
I hope a humamtanan effort mumphs : :

Thank y'ou for your time 'and attention.

Respectfully, '

T Covn




Susan Olden
14 Sutton Place South
New York, New York 10022

Dear Hon. Charles Nesbitt,

This is in concerning the re-districting lines proposed for the Queens Council District 26 and the
Manhattan Council District 5 which include portions of Sutton Place is not adopted for the
following reasons.

This proposal is ill-conceived. It demonstrates a loss of good governing for the people and any
strategic planning to avoid this, (America was built overcoming insurmountable barriers). Are
we less?? Two Boroughs/Districts, a river between, different priorities and the special needs of
the community without an equitable split. The imbalance of voting power, transportation,
housing, the needs of the area, and the higher tax rate not to mention the office-just to name a
few--is this democracy? Another borough! We live in NYC and we pay NYC taxes!!!

This is about numbers not people. All too often today when these situations arise the answer is
NO, rather than pulling together and try to create an alternative strategy that may better serve the
community. A group with experience, understanding the community served, who can look at
issues with pragmatism and find fair alternatives would be appreciated.

1. The taxes in Manhattan differ from that of Queens. The constituency in Queens is 73%,
and Manhattan will be 27%. The votership in the district of Queens and the foreign
owned District Sutton Place is self-prophes121ng - The Council and larger constituency
being in Queens naturally would be favored. Queens, through lack of understanding the -
needs of Sutton Place, could not embrace the importance or requirements of SP.

Manhattan taxes are paid by the citizens in Manhattan, and they should have the best
opportunity to be the beneficiaries of those taxes which will never change.

2. Splitting Sutton Place in Half (it is only 6 blocks) with a community of elderly people is
Iudicrous. So many issues are Politic or Financial. Attending meetings to try to effect
change today 1is for the most part hopeless--the narrative is a fait accompli. This issue
should receive the attention it deserves, and hopefully the committee is inspired to put the
people of this community first.

3. The most important piece of this, is the community, a touch more civilized, many
elderlies, who do not or are unable to leave Sutton Place. Our parks give them the
opportunity to be in the sunlight and enjoy the fresh air. They are in wheelchairs, walkers,
canes but they are out there. SP has already been disrupted by current changes destroying
the safety and tranquility of its res1dents due to poor dec1310ns from government
I hope a humamtanan effort triumphs.

Thank you for your time and attention.

Respectfully,

%,uf e (bt



Shelby White
One Sutton Place South
New York, New York 10022

January 9, 2023

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22° Floor

New York, New York 10007

Dear Commissioner,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would
move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly
District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional
districting requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact;
(2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest;
and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different
issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters.
The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of
governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is
complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City
Council districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different,
the essential concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the
same.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

-~ -~
W fjk%\)
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Shelby White
One Sutton Place South
New York, New York 10022

January 9, 2023

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22™ Floor

New York, New York 10007

Dear Commissioner,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would
move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly
District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional
districting requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact;
(2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest;
and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different
issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters.
The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of
governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is
complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City
Council districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different,
the essential concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the
same.

I strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,
A ’J/?W
S
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January 8, 2023
Dear Commissioners,

I write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would
move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side into Assembly
District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional
districting requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact;
(2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest;
and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing,.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different
issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters.
The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of
governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is
complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

I and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City
Coungcil districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be different,
the essential concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the
same.

1 strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,

. » .
v
I § ‘

T | N

Né,{élie Dweck



Preston W, Kiimiey
New York, NY 10022
{9148) 807-7515
pklimley@gmail.com

Oth January 2022

Independent Redistricting Commission

Chair, Ken Jenkins and Vice Chair, Charles Neshitt
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor
New York, New York 10007

Dear Commissioners,

| write to express my strong opposition 1o the Commission’s draft plan that
wotuld move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Istand and other parts of the east side
into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The draft proposal violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails
to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and
(3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face
different issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and
other matters. The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the
provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District
Office is complicated by this iltogical two-borough district plan.

My neighbors and 1| successfully banded together and beat back a similar
proposal involving City Council districts this past summer. While the law and
the process may be different, the essential concepts of good government and
rational line~drawing remain the same.

| strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough
district.

Respectfully,

Preston W. Klimiey



< Ao <M YN /MMQ,
B E. 4 4t Clq,t/?E %46 (0c1&
WQM/?% Ao T, stz
B.,S. LA.uu_& C_s-m(/w MM
B peiafloied_ il bSO 26
e Juarsls — omsThan = drtha Sl
Mwi@ %aﬂﬁ abwme

Q@(M *%/%u\ OU:T' &
%4 mg?ﬂ -
¥ ‘ e

oﬁfmﬁz\ LU2er) Lre OPPOS(TION ‘bfﬁ%
M@w @JM@&Q; ;Ul«ﬁ-‘m
 tanile &%@%
Mﬂjﬂﬁtﬂhﬂfm AJ\.J; M;L-em /@,QAL‘LJ
M’Lw MQMDM&
' Q/NYM ﬁcam%l\()«’:'&g«a&% Q&R Ca ,
MWARM%@W@ (A o 3’)@1917[/
Rorald A “Phrooef V212 835—151¢




MMAZ ('z() c;:l"-‘)c;j

b Mo Opedeins
el L!;bm“,’}'\dam/

CLM‘JGQ»\ ol W/oumg
BB 44 (ot I9E 7mc, (65/&
WQ—L&M l?c%ég OQ“" U\wm
B.5. LLLWt Lﬁ?‘ﬂ(/w ﬁwm
EWM@JMW@Q
w/jwmm-f L cd\ Qo sira
Al i, Gl pla, o Mmg
ﬂ@—(/v’*—’\w /‘-"A’M %%aﬂ OU:{' 6

JLZTM“? | |
—Ot_éyl%‘w A)

s _ ,i:”‘qoﬁ@\éﬁm_@,ﬁ QJ\*“-—J’%—GQ‘ W:L i

Roredd_ . qéﬁwf/ 2483 9—-’;51@_




Michele Birnbaum
1035 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10028
Tel : (917)868-0748
Fax: (212)427-8250
E-maik: mbfanyionye.rr.com

Dear Vice Chair Nesbitt:

I am a resident of the Upper East Side of Manhattan and a member of Community Board 8 and its Voting
Reform Committee.

Our efforts have recently been rewarded resulting in maintaining our City Council Districts and keeping
Roosevelt Island and our hospital corridor in-tact and part of their original Council districts.

Now we are faced with a similar threat to sever Roosevelt Island and our hospital corridor from their
current Assembly Districts, and the opposition position has the same merit as the opposition to City
Council district changes which eventually resulted in our districts remaining largely unchanged.

The previous successful arguments remain the same and are applied here.

The existing districts consist of contiguous territory and are represented by accessible, local
Assemblymembers; Real estate interests, such as development in the hospital corridor, and future city
and state proposals such as congestion pricing and the installation of 5G network towers affect both
Districts 73 and 76 and constitute a common interest for their residents.

The eastern portion of the East Side and Roosevelt Island have major differences with 36 AD and
transferring them to that district could result in a diminution of services for the elderly, disabled and all
those who require services that currently rest in the 73 and 76 Districts. Decisions on the development,
traffic patterns, housing and transportation needs will be made in a District in which none of these
residents live.

The medical facilities located in the Manhattan corridor will be viewed as facilities servicing the Queens
districts and thus will diminish the chances of District 36 geiting its own medical facilities in more
proximity to its residents.

Funding and other services will be distributed proportionally to the smaller east Manhattan population,
i.e. green space so badly needed in Manhattan will be deemed sufficient if reported as inclusive of the
green space in District 36.

For all these reasons and many more, as outlined in Community Board 8°s resolution and the comments
by the Upper East Side preservation organizations, Assembly districts 73 and 76 should not violate the
Commission’s own redistricting criteria and partition a like-minded residential and business community.

Our Districts boundaries should remain unch_a@ge.d! o

Resp-ectﬁiﬂjr‘su"bmittéd, >
/ JL{ Cﬁi%—’é{ f,. R e fotd o
Michele Birnbaum o



Michele Birnbaum
1035 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10028
Tel: (917)868-0748
Fax: (212)427-8250
E-mail: mbfanv@averr.com

Dear Chair Jenkins:

I am a resident of the Upper Fast Side of Manhattan and a member of Community Board 8 and its Voting
Reform Committee.

Our efforts have recently been rewarded resulting in maintaining our City Council Districts and keeping
Roosevelt Island and our hospital corridor in-tact and part of their original Council districts.

Now we are faced with a similar threat to sever Roosevelt Island and our hospital corridor from their
current Assembly Districts, and the opposition position has the same merit as the opposition to City
Council district changes which eventually resulted in our districts remaining largely unchanged.

The previous successful arguments remain the same and are applied here.

The existing districts consist of contiguous territory and are represented by accessible, local
Assemblymembers. Real estate interests, such as development in the hospital corridor, and future city
and state proposals such as congestion pricing and the installation of 5G network towers affect both
Districts 73 and 76 and constitute a common interest for their residents.

The eastern portion of the East Side and Roosevelt Island have major differences with 36 AD and
transferring them to that district could result in a diminution of services for the elderly, disabled and all
those who require services that currently rest in the 73 and 76 Districts. Decisions on the development,
traffic patterns, housing and transportation needs will be made in a District in which none of these
residents live.

The medical facilities located in the Manhattan corridor will be viewed as facilities servicing the Queens
districts and thus will diminish the chances of District 36 getting its own medical facilities in more
proximity to its residents.

Funding and other services will be distributed proportionally to the smaller east Manhattan population,
i.e. green space so badly needed in Manhattan will be deemed sufficient if reported as inclusive of the
green space in District 36.

For all these reasons and many more, as outlined in Community Board 8’s resolution and the comments

by the Upper East Side preservation organizations, Assembly districts 73 and 76 should not violate the
Commission’s own redistricting criteria and partition a like-minded residential and business community.

Our Districts boundaries should remain unchanged!
Respectfully submitted,

Michele Birnbaum ' :



Yone A. Wells
410 East 57 Street
Apartment 6B
New York, NY 10022

fallmountain @me.com:

February 8, 2023

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
2530 Broadway, 22nd Floor

Mew York, New York 10007

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair
Hon. Charles Neshitt, Vice Chair

Dear Comrmissioners,

I oppose the Commission’s draft plan that would move the neighborhoods of Manhattan's east side above East
42nd Street into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

It is my understanding that the proposal violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements.
For example, the drafi's proposed redistricting (1) creates a district that is not contiguous and compact: (2) fails
to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3) defies ciizens’ reasonable
expectations of rational lne-drawing.

Varied communities on either side of the Bast River face different issues regarding housing, tax policy,
transportation, open space and other matters. The drafi proposal would create practical difficulties in the
provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this

irrational two-berough district plan.

Our neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts; the essential concepls
of good government and raticnal line-drawing remain the same.

Drop this offensive draft plan and do not create a two-borough distriet.

Respectlully,

pe A

Yone A. Wells
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- Dear Commissioners, INVNGEER S 6 RS %2

| write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that
would move Sutton Place, Roosevelt Island and other parts of the east side |
into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

. The draft proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional
» districting requirements. Specifically, the draft (1) is not contiguous and
compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest; and {3} defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of
 rational fine~drawing. %

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face
- different issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space
and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in
the provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly
' District Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

. | and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City
. Council districts this past summer. While the law and the process may be
different, the essential concepts of good government and rational line-
drawing remain the same.

| strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two~borough
. district.

Respectfully, \




Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, New York 10007

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair
Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair

February 7, 2023.5

Dear Commissioners,

I oppose the Commission’s draft plan that would move neighborhoods of Manhattan's east side
above E. 42nd Street into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

It is my understanding that the draft plan violates several New York State Constitutional
districting requirements. For example, the draft’s proposed redistricting (1)creates a district that
is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

I’m going to add a fourth consideration: [t’s stupid and wrong.

Varied communities on either side of the East River face different issues regarding housing, tax
policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical
difficulties in the provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District
Office is complicated by this irrational two-borough district plan.

Our neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts; the
essential concepts of good government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

Drop this offensive draft plan and do not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully, .

Jane Tigar

870 United Nations Plaza, Apt 9C
New York, NY 10017



February 12, 2023

Attention: Submissions

Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, New York 10007

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair
Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair

Dear Commissioners,

| write to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would
move neighborhoods of Manhattan's east side above E. 42nd Street into Assembly
District 36 in Queens.

The proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting
requirements. Specifically, the draft {1} is not contiguous and compact; {2) fails to
consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of interest; and (3)
defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different
issues regarding housing, tax policy, transportation, open space and other matters.
The draft proposal would create practical difficulties in the provision of governmental
services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this
irrational two-borough district plan.

| strongly urge you not to create a two-borough district. Manhattan is clearly separate
from Queens.

Respectfully, <
=
Marissa F. Ain

310 East 46" Street, #4E
New York, NY 10017
(703) 473-9147



Joanne L. Candela
349 East 49" St, 6 V
New York, New York 10017

Hon. Ken Jenkins, Chair

Hon. Charles Nesbitt, Vice Chair
Independent Redistricting Commission
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor

New York, New York 10007

February §, 2023
Dear Commissioners,
1 am writing to express my strong opposition to the Commission’s draft plan that would move neighborhoods of

Manhattan's east side above E. 42nd Street into Assembly District 36 in Queens.

The proposal clearly violates several New York State Constitutional districting requirements. Specifically, (1) the
draft is not contiguous and compact; (2) fails to consider pre-existing political subdivisions and communities of

interest; and (3) defies citizens’ reasonable expectations of rational line-drawing.

The various communities of interest on both sides of the East River face different issues regarding housing, tax
policy, transportation, open space and other matters. The draft proposal would create practical difficuities in the
provision of governmental services. Even the location of an Assembly District Office is complicated by this

irrational two-borough district plan.

1 and my neighbors successfully beat back a similar proposal involving City Council districts; the essential concepts

of good government and rational line-drawing remain the same.

1 strongly urge you to scrap the draft plan and not create a two-borough district.

Respectfully,
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