Appendix A: Public Input
The following table summarizes the direct input process.

Public input that noted a specific affirmation or rejection of a Trial are attributed and tabulated
for that trial.

As of 2/15/22
Public In Methods Trial A Trial B Trial €

On-line yes no yes no yes no
Ward 1 5 1 1 3 1
Ward 2 5 1
Ward 3 9 4 4 2
Ward 4 7 T 4 2
Ward § 3 2
Ward 6 10 1 2 4 7
Sub-total 39 7 3 12 2 & 10
Meetings

1/19/22 12 1

1/20/22 3

1/24/22 10 1

1/25/22 6 2
Sub-total 31 1 3
Letter 1
Total 63[ 7] 3] 12] 2] 9 10

Additionally, please find attached hand-written public input from the public information
sessions held In. January as well as the responses to the on-line public input form, which also
serves as documentation of the online survey form questions.



Ward 1

Ward 1

Ward 1

Ward 1

Ward 1

_ Comments on TrialMap A |

I think ward 1 would lose some
diversity by removing the western
portion.

Takes a lot of residential people out
of the ward.

Why don’t these maps include
streets? These are nearly impossible
to read.

Cannot really tell what areais
changed from ward 1 toward 2
without the streets named

Same can moment as nap A, | prefer
thissplit for the fourth fifth and six
wards. Seems less disruptive.

Sameas A

Why don't these maps include
streets? These are nearly impossible
to read.

same comment as #4

__Comments on Trial MapB |

_ Commants on Trial Map C
Ilikethisone best. | thinkitisa
better attempt to keep a variety of
neighborhoods in each ward.
Particularly in the first ward. |like
thAt every ward changes some.

| prefer thisane from any of the
others, At least it effects everyone
Why dan't these mapsinclude

streets? These are nearly impossible
to read.

lam in favor of Trial Map C because it
maoves some student population out

of Ward 1 and because of student
voting patterns it impacts our voice
in local Ward 1 issues

Same as #4

Thank you for your review of
trial maps for Columbia's 2020 |

redistricting process. If you
have additional comments,

| please share them here.

It might be helpful to know more
demographics of each area.

I would like to see moredata on
demographic infarmation around
income, race and rental/home
awnership.



gThank you for your review of trial
maps for Columbia's 2020
f;»ra-dl?strl,ctlng process. If you have
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Comments Comments
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| an Trial  on Trial @ Comments an @ additional comments, please
Ward | MapA | MapB | TriaiMapC | __share them hera.
Ward 2 Second Best | Best A bit overworked.
Wrard 2
Whard 2
Ward 2 Trial Cis my choice None
| fundamentally believe the maps need
to be rethought. | understand the
direct was “as few changes as possible”
but | think that does a disservice to the
city. Ward 1 needs to be expanded to
thewest, picking up that small chunk
afward 2 that isn't connected to the
rest of the ward because there's a
freeway in the middle. We shouldn't
hawe to drive through ward 1 to get to
the rest of ward2. Ward 1 also needs to
lop off the lower portion that hangs
down near the university to make up
for the addition of population to the
west. That would mean 2nd ward
Absolutely would need to expand into 3rd, and
opposed to the rest would need to shift
the accordingly. While thiswould undo
grasslands the thought that every ward needs to
being drawn touch downtown, frankly, that really
into Ward 4. doesn't matter. We need maore equity
This will not in representation and not to have aur
be good for neighborhoods filled with PoC being
representati hijacked by students. Equity and fair
[=la "ot gfa ki representation SHOULD trump the

Ward 2 the city. other directives.



| Ward

Ward 3

Ward 3

Ward 3

Ward 3

Ward 3

Ward 3

Ward 3

Ward 3

Ward 3

Comments on Trial
Map A

This map would be my
second choice

Favor

IMD, the most
appropriate with respect

to the Committee's charge.

Ta me this one makes the
most sense.

This map helps to equalize
ward populations and
causes the least disruption

of existing neighborhoods.

It also assures that all
wards include part of the
central city, and thus
continue to have a stake in
its heaith.

Comments on Trial Map
B

Thisis my first choice

Favor
Seems like the most compact
map. Topchaoice.

IMID, a poor choice because it
isolates the S5th Ward fram
the 1st Ward (as established
by histarical policy).

This one feels like it would be
alright though the ward 6 to

# change might be too big of

achange.

This map would cut off Ward
5 from the central city, and |

don'‘t think that's a good idea.

Al wards and council
representatives should share
responsibility for the health
of the central city.

Thank you for your review of
trial maps for Columbia's 2020
redistricting process. If you
have additional comments,
please share them here.

Comments on Trial Map C

This is my least favorite map. This

proposed map appears ta move

residents in every ward? | believe in

allowing as many residents as

possible to stay in their current

wards. We've been in Ward 3 for

decades & hopeto remain here. | love Thank you for the opportunity to
my Benton Stephens neighborhood.  sharemythoughts.

interesting that a corner of the
Benton-Stephens neighborhooad
would be moved to a different ward.
Though, maybe the neighbarhood
wauld benefit from the potential
attention of two Council Members.

Thanks for making it easy to offer
input!

1 favor either Aor Bthereisless
chopping of wards making it more
acute. | think the minimal chopping
Aar Bisabetter idea unlike C where

Da not favor thereis maore puzzie piecing.

I'm in favor of Trial Map C, strongly
preferring it to both Aand B.

IO the poarest choice and the least
justifiable with respect to the
committee's charge.

Disclosure: | am the duly elected
‘Ward 3 Councitman.

This oneis by far my least liked. Feels
like way too many changes for areas
where as the other two aptions do

thesame changes without so many

smaller areas moving wards.

This map seems overly complicated i recommend you provide a short
and does not adhere to at least two of narrative for each map that describes
the principles. It does not minimize theneighborhoods that would be
changes and does not respect existing moved. | had to do several Google
neighborhood boundaries. It would maps searches to figure cut which
split the East Campusneighbarhood areas the changes would affect.
between three different wards, for no  Thank you far the opportunity to
apparent reason. comment!

Seems you end up with almaost the
same amout of peaple in each ward...
so why go through all the hoops?
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| Ward |

Comments on Trial
__ MapA

Comments on Trial Map B

Thisappearsto bethemost  2nd choice. Moving Ward 6 to 4

logical as it maintainsthe

does not seem to be as good afit

Ward 4 continuity of communities. from ademographic perspective.

Ward 4

Ward 4

Ward 4

Ward 4

Ward 4
Ward 4

Given the final counts, | feel that

map B gives the fairest distribution.

I ikethis map the best as it seems to

create the most compact wards
with additions to wards that have
maorein commaon with the areas
being moved.

Looks pretty straightforward.

Too many changes compared to A
& B. That could lead to frustration
and confusion of the citizens.

This makes less sense to me.

Comments on TrialMapC | please share them here.

| Thank you for your review of |
| trial maps for Columbia's 2020 |
| redistricting process. If you
| have additional commaents,

Thank you all far your hard wark, itis
appreciated. Be good stewards with
the money!

Less permanent citizens in ward 1
than any others, Students havea
history of not voting.

These maps do not offer enough info
to know how to make informed
comments. Please add some major
street lines/names,

It would be nice to see major streets
near ward boundary lines displayed.
Current maps are very difficult to
work with.



| | Thank you for your review of
| | trial maps for Columbia's 2020 |
Comments  Comments | . redistricting process. If you
| onTrial | on Trial | ' have additional comments, |
Ward | MapA | MapB | CommentsonTrialMapC |  please share them here. |
Ward 5 Map ¢ makes the maost sense to me

Haveyou thought about making a
Ward 5 ' 7th ward?
More wards would participatein
reorganization so would be most
Ward 5 | equitable.

B e————————



LWa,rd

‘Ward &

Ward &

Ward 6

| Comments on Trial Map fCommanls on |
. TrialMapB |

_A

{
{

Comments on Trial Map C

| Thank you for your review of |

' trial maps for Columbia's 2020 |
redistricting process. If you
have additional comments,

please share them here. |

lam strongly opposed to the proposed changes set out on

trial map C because it would split the east campus
neighborhood in two for no good reason that | can tell. We
have a strong, cohesive neighborhood and | would not like to
see it split up and | don't know anyone who would. Cur
neighborhood is special to those who live here, we are diverse
but we have strong bonds, we have a historic and unique
architecture and style, we represent a certain life style and
way of life abutting the University, we enjoy our friends and
neighbaors, | am sure other neighborhoods have their own
culture but 1 do not believe that there are any or many that
have such astrong and culturally bonded history and current
identity. | don't see any reason to add any of us to another
neighborhood, it just would not beafit, it would just be
jamming peopleinto anather ward for some palitical reason
but it would not be far any reason that actually helpsor
benefits anyone other than some one who does not live here.

| am very opposed to separating the East campus area/East
campus neighborhood association area into two separate
wards. Trial C also seems unnecessarily complicated and out
of line with several of the charges to the committee. | oppose
Yrial C as presented as does the East Campus Neighbarhood
Association.

1, and | believe my neighbaors, are opposed to the changesin
this plan as it affects Ward 6. 1t splitsthe residents of the East
Campus Neighborhood Association (ECMA). The ECNA has had
to bevery active to represent and protect property owners
from develapment pressures and this neighborhoad probably
has a much environmental and economic pressure as any in
thecity. Weneed to keep the boundaries of the ECNA intact.

Leave us alone and worry about your
own neighbarhood!

Doesn't seem like option Cisin
keeping with thecharge of the
committee to try to honor existing
structures of neighborhood
associations.



Comments on Trial Map
A

This map redistricting option
seems counter-intuitive to
me. The way the lines would

Ward 6 bedraw appear arbitrary.

Ward &

This has minimal impact on

my ward {6}, but seems to

make a convoluted Ward 5

and awkwardly spreads Ward
Ward6 4.

This map has the least going
on in terms of shifting voters
in large swaths around and
does a dacent job of keeping
existing boundariesin place. |
am conflicted about the shifts
from Ward 5 to Ward 4 and
think it makes too much ofan
effart to divide up the
southwest partion of the city.
The 5th Ward will look kind
Ward 6 of mangled afterwards.

| Comments on

Trial Mapr B,,

This redistricting
option appears
to be the most
intuitive and fair
in my opinion.

This trial seems
to create the
maost compact
and cohesive

‘wardsofall the

choices, Ward 4,
in particular,
seems to become
amore easily
identifiable unit.

I ike this map's
attempt at
reapportioning
Wards4 and 5in
the southwest
portion of the
city better than
proposal Aasthe
district
boundaries look
maore natura
here.

Commaents on Trial Map C

Thisredistricting option appears to be convaluted and
unnecessary.

| oppose Map C. Theapproach isinconsistent with thecharge
to the Committee. It splits the East Campus Neighborhood,
along with its Histaric area so it does not serve the needs of
this neighborhood. It makes changes to every Ward, which
violates the principle of making the minimal changes needed
to achieve population balance. Thisresultsin an extremely
complex plan which will be confusing to citizens of every
ward. Itishard to understand any logic that supports making
so many changes, since there are two other options that
achieve the redistricting goals while making just a few simple
changes.

This version makes massive changes in the ward system to
almost an absurd point. It is overly complicated - needlessly
so. | think that thistrial goes far beyond the committee's
mandate to balance the populationsof thewards. Asa
homeowner, | am concerned that Trial Cdivides the East
Campus Neighborhood. As seen at several Council in the past
year, East Campus needs and uses its political cohesion to
maintain its historical integrity.

Don't like how much this proposal has going on, from messing
with Ward 3 too much, to having the same issue of making
Ward 5 look severely mangled as Proposal A. Too many
changes are also going on around the center of the city as well
and could lead to 3 lot of residents across many
neighborhoods having confusion over being moved into new
Wards.

| Thank you for your review of

| trial maps for Columbia's 2020
redistricting process. If you
have additional comments,

please share them here.

With this process | believe there
should alsp be evaluation of other
facts like tax base and community
investment. By examining these
factors along with school
neighborhood boundaries we can
make mare accurate determinations
for each ward.

| was disappointed that, in the midst
of the Omicron surge, no remote
attendance capabilities to the Ward
meetings was offered. Itisnot
surprising that there was low
attendance, and thisshould not be
mistaken as a lack of interest -
instead it is a lack of access.

Ifthe city wishes ta totally revamp
the ward system with micro changes
asin Trial C, it needs a much longer
and participatory process than this. |
think people would need to see more
justification of multiple minar
changes that don't seem to just
balance the population size of wards.

I think that while the entire
reapportiosnment process could
always use more transparency and
deliberation with the public to make
sure their interests are met, | think
that afthe options available to us
that Proposal Bisthe onethat will
cause the least amount of stress for
the least amount of residents. it
makes sensible changes and does not
unfairly disadvantage any incumbent
or community interests.



Thank you for your review of ‘
| trial maps for Columbia's 2020 |
redistricting process. If you

; Comments on Trial Map ECommems on | | have additional comments,

Ward | e A ; TrialMap B | e Comments on Trial N_!ap Cc | please share them here. |
This map seems my primary comment and reason for
to make the most filling this survey out isthat thecity
sense based on needs to consider adding additional
the areas that are wards. 6 council members is not
shifting. simplest enough to represent all the citizens

Ward 6 changesaswell.  movingin and out of ward 6 seems illogical. ofacity as large as Columbia.

This map is not in linewith the criteria set for the committee.

Asoulined by the City Council in November, the four main

priorities of the committee are to make the wards more equal

in population, keep comparable communities together so

that they can be represented on the council level, to mot to

split up neighborhoods, and to keep them as compact as

possible. This map splits neighborhoods unnecessarily,

including the East Campus neighborhood.  Further, it makes

changes seemningly for the sake of including every ward. The

goal should beto equalize the ward populations using the Thank you for offering the

criteria set out above, but disrupt aslittle as possible, | opportunity for comment outside of
Ward 6 strongly oppose option C. public in person meetings.



Ward Reapportionment Committee

Public Information Meeting January 19, 2022

Welcome. Please sign-in (name; contact information optional)
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Ward Reapportionment Committee

Public Information Meeting January 20, 2022

Welcome. Please sign-in (name; contact information optional)
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Ward Reapportionment Committee 7 QW)\;\
Public Information Meeting January 25, 2022 B

Welcome. Please sign-in (name; contact information optional) s
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Ward Reapportionment Committee

Public Information Meeting January 25, 2022

Welcome. Please sign-in (name; contact information optional)
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