Asian Americans Advancing Justice Southern California - Advocacy Activities - 06/04/2024

Organization
Asian Americans Advancing Justice Southern California

1. Advocacy activity name
Independent Redistricting Commission (AB 1248)

2. Advocacy activity status
Completed

3. Advocacy type
Legislative

4. Advocacy level
State

5. Total Staff Hours
Report total staff hours spent on this activity in the evaluation year
875
6. Total Volunteer Hours
Report total volunteer hours spent on this case in the evaluation year. Enter O if there were no volunteer hours.
0
7. Do you believe this to be an IOLTA qualifying activity as defined by B&P 6213 and State Bar Rule 3.6727?

If you answered no, remember to deduct expenditures related to this non-qualifying activity in the next IOLTA/EAF grant
application cycle.

Yes

5. Partner
Organizations:

Partner Organizations

State Bar Grantees
Other Organizations

Other Partner Organization Type Other Partner Organization Name Partner Type
Community-Based Organization Common Cause Collaborative Partner
Community-Based Organization League of Women Voters Collaborative Partner
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9. Counties Impacted

Check all that apply

*Statewide

10. Area of Law

Check all that apply

Miscellaneous

Describe "Miscellaneous"
Voting Rights

11. Constituencies Impacted

Check all that apply

Other (Explain)

a. Other
Constituencies:

If the constituencies Communities of color
impacted are not

included, please list

them.
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12. Who benefitted from this advocacy
The redistricting process in California has long been plagued by issues of gerrymandering, leading to unfair representation

for voters and communities, particularly low-income Californians. Independent redistricting commissions (IRCs) have
emerged as a solution to this problem, ensuring that district boundaries are drawn fairly and transparently, allowing

historically disenfranchised communities to have a genuine voice in choosing their representatives.

Despite successful implementations at the state level and in some local jurisdictions, the majority of areas have not adopted
IRCs, leaving many communities vulnerable to unfair practices. Political incumbents, motivated by self-interest, often resist
relinquishing their power to manipulate boundaries, perpetuating gerrymandering and disenfranchisement.

To address this issue, AB 1248 proposed mandating the use of IRCs in larger counties, cities, and educational districts. By
requiring the establishment of IRCs, the bill aims to level the playing field, ensuring that all communities, including low-
income ones, have equal access to fair representation. Provisions such as prohibiting ex parte communications and
providing stipends for commissioners aim to further enhance transparency and accountability within the redistricting process.
In addition, the bill outlined detailed procedures for establishing IRCs and ensures diversity in commission membership to
better reflect the state's population. By promoting large and diverse commissioner pools, the legislation seeks to empower
marginalized communities and strengthen democratic principles. Ultimately, the use of IRCs benefits low-income

Californians by giving them a voice in the political process and protecting their right to fair representation.

13. Explain how the majority of those impacted by this advocacy activity are indigent, as defined in B&P
§6213(d)

If the majority of persons impacted are not indigent, type n/a.

n/a

14. If the majority of those impacted are not indigent, describe how this advocacy activity will have a
disproportionate impact on indigent persons based on the nature of the activity and the specific anticipated
outcomes for indigent persons if the activity succeeds.

Gerrymandering produces and maintains racial and economic inequalities. Left unchecked, local government redistricting

practices are a tool for preserving racial and economic political hierarchies that harm low-income individuals and families.
This bill would apply to cities with more than 300,000 residents and in many of California’s expensive urban centers, there
are more people living in poverty than the official poverty measure implies.

15. Briefly describe the advocacy activity and the overall goal(s)

Include specific legislation, regulations, or agencies involved.

Our advocacy efforts included: research, community outreach and education, legislative advocacy via legislative visits,
support letters, budget committee public comments, and social media outreach/education campaigns, administrative
advocacy to California Secretary of State, and Governor’s Office.
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Supplemental information provided by Asian Americans Advancing Justice Southern California via email regarding ILAW Activity Independent
Redistricting Commission (AB 1248)

The 2020 poverty rate in Koreatown is 24.26% compared to an LA County poverty rate of 14.97%

Source: https://www.arcgis.com/apps/dashboards/7846¢c3c37dff4728923609a9f55f849c
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Poverty by City and Community

This dashboard shows poverty rate in Los Angeles County by current city
and community. The 2000 poverty from 2000 census, the 2010 and 2020
poverty from ACS 5YR Summary File.
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2000, 2010 and 2020 Poverty Percentage by City and Community
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City Commurnity Name Los Angeles - Koreatown
Bt P Poverty 2000 (%) 3393
Poverty 2010 (%) 2570
County Poverty Rate in 2000: i Los Angeles - Koreatown Poverty 2020 (%) 2226
17.90%
& Poverty 2000 (%) 3393 Grouping Los Angeles City

(1,674,599 persons in poverty)

Poverty 2010 (%)
Poverty 2020 (%)
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County Poverty Rate in 2010:
17.20%
(1,508,618 persons in poverty)

Grouping Los Angeles City

County Poverty Rate in 2020:
14.97%
(1,401,856 persons in poverty)
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Hills 2000, 2010 and 2020 City/Community Average Poverty Percentage Bar

Diagram
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How to use this dashboard?

Type the citylcommunity’s name in the Search Bar, at the top right in the map
area and zoom map 1o the center of the city/community. in case of
Unincorporated area and LA City neighborhoed, please fype "Unincorperated
- Acton” and "Los Angeles - San Pedro® respeciively. The citylcommunity’s
name with three years poverty rate shows in the table at the upper right panel
and displayed in the lower bar diagram. You can also click in the map fo see
the poverty rate of 2000, 2010 and 2020 for & specific city/commuaity.

Culver City

Data Disclaimer:

For poverty rate data, tract-based poverty data were extracted fom ACS 5-YR Summary fle,
allocated to bloeks by multiplying 2 tract.to-block allocation factor, and aggregated by the current
city and community boundaries. These population below poverty level (below 100% FPL) data are
based on current citycommunity boundaries and are created for general comparison purpose
only. Since current city and community boundaries are different than those at 2000 2nd 2010 census
due to aznexation and incorporation of boundarie, the numbers should no be compared with thase
based on old city and community boundaries.
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While the City of Long Beach has overall slightly higher poverty rates (16.5%) than the average LA County poverty rate (14.97%), the Cambodian

communities have significantly lower income.

Map: https://www.arcgis.com/apps/dashboards/7846c3c37dff4728923609a9f55f849c
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Poverty by City and Community

This dashboard shows poverty rate in Los Angeles County by current city
and community. The 2000 poverty from 2000 census, the 2010 and 2020
poverty from ACS 5YR Summary File.
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Search result

County Poverty Rate in 2000:
17.90%
(1,674,599 persons in poverty)

@, Zoomto & Pan

Long Beach, California

Show more results

Calabasas
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County Poverty Rate in 2010:
17.20%
(1,508,618 persons in poverty)

v

County Poverty Rate in 2020:
14.97%
(1,401,656 persons in poverty)

How to use this dashboard?
Type the city/community’s name in the Seareh Bar, at the top right in the map
area and zoom map to the center of the city/community In case of
Unincorporated area and LA Gity felghborhood, please type "Unincorporated
- Acton" and "Los Angeles - San Pedro" respectively. The city/community’s
name with three years poverty rate shows in the table at the upper right panel
and displayed in the lower bar diagram. You can also click in the map to see

the poverty rate of 2000, 2010 and 2020 for a specific city/communiy.

Data Disclaimer:

For poverty rate data, tract-based poverty data were exwacted from ACS 5-YR Summary file,
allocated to blocks by multiplying a tract.to-block allocstion factor, and agaregated by the current
city and community boundaries. These population below poverty level (below 100% FPL) data are
based on current city/community boundaries and are created for general comparison purpose
only. Since current cify and community boundaries are different than those at 2000 2ad 2010 census
due to annexation and incorporation of boundaries, the numbers should not be compared with those
based on old city and community boundaries.
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2000, 2010 and 2020 Poverty Percentage by City and Community

City Community Name City of Long Beach

Poverty 2000 (%) 2282
Foverty 2010 (%) 19.07
Poverty 2020 (%) 16.15
Grouping Other Incorporated Cities

2000, 2010 and 2020 City/Community Average Poverty Percentage Bar
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The Cambodian community has significantly lower income than surrounding areas of Long Beach

Source: City of Long Beach, Cambodian American Cultural Center of Long Beach Vision Plan (May 2023)
https://www.longbeach.gov/globalassets/iteam/media-library/documents/priorities/cambodian-american-
cultural-center/vision-plan--feasiblity-report---may-2023web

Median Income

~> The census tracts of Long Beach with the highest
population of Cambodian residents [570502,
570602,573201, 573202, 573300, 575201, 575202,
576302, and 576901] have significantly lower median
income levels [$0-67,000] than surrounding census
tract areas [$67,091 - 139,766].

—> These comparisons show the drastic income
disparities within Long Beach, and access to free
programs will be important to the development of
the Cambodian American Cultural Center.

Population Count
by Census Tract
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The publicly available information is not specific enough to measure poverty for Samoans in Gardena. However, we know that Samoans in LA County
average a 18.65% poverty rate and Gardena has a 13.11% poverty rate:

Gardena poverty map source: https://www.arcgis.com/apps/dashboards/7846c3c37dff4728923609a9f55f849¢
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This dashboard shows poverty rate in Los Angeles County by current city
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The census data for Samoans in LA County show an 18.5% poverty rate for all families and 18.8% poverty rate for all people.

Source: https://data.census.gov/table?t=-05:Income%20and%20Poverty&g=040XX00US06_050XX00US06037
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Supplemental information provided by Asian Americans Advancing Justice Southern California via
email regarding ILAW Activity Independent Redistricting Commission (AB 1248)

Here is the breakdown of attorney vs non-attorney time for our redistricting activity. | can’t quite tell
from guidance how to categorize the time spent by our policy/legislative advocates. Their primary
purpose is to advocate for policies that primarily impact indigent Californians especially API
communities.

Legal and policy staff

e Attorneys: 86.25
e Paralegals: 17.25
e |egislative advocates: 691.5

Non-legal staff:

e Communications: 60
e Demographic research team: 20

| have also attached some data that show that the APl communities where we worked are in
predominantly low-income areas. We highlighted work in Koreatown, with Cambodians in Long
Beach, and with Samoans in Gardena.

We appreciate the committee’s careful consideration of our activities, and we acknowledge the
imprecision of quantifying the number of indigent persons served by our activity. In light of that, we
are open to designating 50% of our redistricting time as a non-qualifying expenditure. Please let us
know if the committee is amenable to that. And for their information, we are not currently engaging
in any redistricting work in 2024.

| would add that this 2021 Study from Asian Americans/Pacific Islanders in Philanthropy showed
that for every $100 awarded by foundations for work in the United States, only 20 cents were
designated for AAPI communities (0.20%). | think one could argue that the same structural racism
and stereotypes about the model minority myth that led to AAPIs being historically so woefully
underfunded would apply not just to private foundations, but all funders, including public funders.
So when the Committee considers AJSOCAL’s eligibility, | would ask that they look critically at
whether the State Bar’s past precedent of disallowing AJSOCAL’s activities is truly the most
equitable approach. | would encourage them to look at our activities from a fresh DEI lens that
keeps an open mind to whether these activities are eligible as opposed to giving weight to past
precedent on how State Bar has treated this work in the past.
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