May 13, 2011

Alaska Redistricting Board

411 W. Fourth Avenue, Suite 302

Anchorage, AK 99501

To The Alaska Redistricting Board:

We wish to counter the comments submitted May 6 by the Anchorage Mayor’s Office and one member of the Anchorage Assembly.

Contrary to the information and testimony given to you, the Anchorage Assembly did not review, evaluate or adopt the plan that was represented to you as a unified position for the Municipality of Anchorage.  This matter has not been considered or debated by the Assembly.

While we agree that there are many problems with the draft plans for Anchorage proposed by the Redistricting Board, we do not support the plan advocated by the Mayor and one Assembly member for the following reasons:

1. The process used by some municipal officials to arrive at this purported consensus was secretive and flawed.  This plan was put forward without the knowledge or consent of the Assembly.

2.  While the plan purports to follow community council boundaries, examination of the map shows that this is not the case.  The district write up that you were given is misleading, making it appear that the districts proposed are mostly contained within particular community council boundaries. As the attached description shows, most districts overlie multiple community councils. (Attachment 1 including map v1.2)

3. Many of the districts are not compact but rather contain numerous irregularities and strange shapes that have not been explained or justified.

4.  The plan does not keep established neighborhoods together in North, East and West Anchorage.

5.  The plan appears to be a thinly disguised attempt at political gerrymandering against specific incumbent legislators in order to gain partisan advantage for one political party.  The plan mirrors almost exactly the plan advocated by Alaskans for Fair and Equitable Redistricting, a front group for the Republican Party of Alaska that was organized by RPA chair Randy Ruedrich. Regrettably, it appears that the Mayor and others have tried to manipulate our non-partisan Assembly in order to try to accomplish the Republican Party’s partisan goals.

The plan devised by Ruedrich would unnecessarily include several incumbent legislators within the same district, including Sen. Bill Wielechowski, Sen. Bettye Davis, Rep. Mike Doogan, Rep. Chris Tuck, Rep. Pete Peterson, and Rep. Lance Pruitt. (See map, Attachment 2)

Changes in representation should be up to the voters—not made arbitrarily by the Redistricting Board. Terminating incumbent legislators not only affects them but also affects the whole community and the people they have been representing.  

6.  The rationale that somehow these districts will “reduce conflicts between local election boundaries and election precincts” is a red herring and makes no sense.  Local boundaries will be set later after the state’s process is completed. 

In summary, we believe that changes to the existing districts should be minimized.  The cores of existing districts should be maintained and established neighborhoods kept together as much as possible.  As the Board’s Guidelines provide, there must be no political gerrymandering. Adhering to these principles would best serve the citizens of Anchorage.

Thank you for considering our perspective. We appreciate the opportunity to give input on the best boundaries for Anchorage.  We urge you to adopt appropriate adjustments to accommodate the concerns we have outlined.

Sincerely,

Harriet A. Drummond



Elvi Gray-Jackson

Assembly, West Anchorage



Assembly, Midtown

Enclosed:

• Attachment 1, List district by district showing which Community Councils are within each 

   district and map Version 1.2

• Attachment 2, Map showing location of incumbent legislators and districts proposed.

