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Work Group Members:   Jose Fernandez, Chair 

Edward DeAguilera 
Pat DiVecchio 
Eddie Fernandez 
Katie Smith, Assisting CRC as Staff 
Wade Vose, CRC Attorney 
Kate Latorre, Assistant County Attorney 
Anissa Mercado, Staff Assistant 

 
Absent Member(s)    Maribel Gomez Cordero 
 
 
A meeting was held to discuss Commission Districts/Structure of the Board, specifically Section 
202 & 203 of the Orange County Charter. 
 
 
Review and Receive Feedback on Draft Work Group Recommendation Report 
Chair J. Fernandez opened the discussion for any comments or suggested modifications to the 
report.  Discussion ensured.  Member DiVecchio discussed the following concerns with the Draft 
Work Group Recommendation: 

• Summary of Recommendation, Para. I, –in regards to the language “representativeness 
and responsiveness” stating he has not heard a great number of comments from the 
public pertaining to citizens not getting a response from their commissioners.  Member 
E. Fernandez suggested modifying the last sentence to read “The workgroup further 
heard from members of the public expressing concerns related to the issues below of 
current County Commission districts.” 

• Summary of Recommendation, Para. III, - concerning the proposed appointing of a 
Redistricting Advisory Committee in 2017 mentioning the report should also state 
another Redistricting will take place in 2021.  The following title and section was 
suggested to be added in the portion of the report that overviews the recommendations 
counter arguments for the expansion of county districts: 

Another Redistricting Process Scheduled for 2021 
Per Section 202 of the County Charter, the county commission districts are scheduled 
for redistricting again in 2021, resulting in the dedication of resources to two county 
redistricting processes within a 4 year period if this proposal is implemented. 

• Reasons for Recommendation, Para. I-IV – stating it appears that the language is tying 
the need to increase the number of county commissioners with a rate of population 
growth which might set a precedent to increase the number of commission districts to 
accommodate the population growth of the county.  Member E. Fernandez suggested 



modifying the language of the last sentence of the first paragraph to read “The average 
population has grown to roughly double in size at 209,000 per district.” 

• Relatively Small Cost are Justified to Enhance Representation, Para. I-III – noting the 
cost may not be large in comparison to the expansion; however, it could be considered 
large to the groups who may have their funding reduced or denied.  Attorney Vose 
suggested strengthening one of the counter arguments to express Member DiVecchio’s 
concerns.  The members agreed the nature of the proposal is to be persuasive and the 
report reflects advancing the recommendation of the work group as well as persuading 
arguments against the measure that is being advanced. 

• Increase Parochialism – mentioning that the topic is supposed to be considered as a 
negative reason not to expand the commission districts however, the last sentence is a 
persuasive statement.  Chair J. Fernandez responded the statement is not persuasive it 
is actually a factual statement. 
 

Member DeAguilera commented on Chair J. Fernandez efforts as Chair of the work group 
thanking him and Charter staff on an amazing job compiling the report.  Member E. Fernandez 
echoed Member DeAguilera’s observation.  He also noted some historic reasons are missing 
from the report in regards to the expansion of commission districts such as: 

o The community has been asking for an expansion 
o The BCC has approached the CRC and Redistricting committee 
o The topic has never been brought to the citizens for a vote 

 
Discussion ensued.  It was suggested to include the following statement in the section “As 
Mayor Jacobs Suggested…” Particularly, it was the subject of specific community initiatives 
before at least the 2011 Redistricting Advisory Committee, the 2012 Charter Review 
Commission, and before the County Commission in 2012, as well as the subject of a proposed 
ordinance before the County Commission in 2014.” 
 
 
Public Comment 
The following persons addressed the Work Group: 

• Trini Quiroz stated she is proud to see outstanding American citizens of Hispanic 
heritage rising to the occasion.  Hispanics have to be open to the feelings of others 
however, the animosity of certain people who make policy for the rest of the citizens do 
not have to be receptive.  She further added she would like to submit a letter to the 
commission to be part of the expansion of county districts discussion at the full CRC 
meeting. 

• David Siegel indicated he has brought issues to the attention of Commissioners who 
have stated they would not meet with him and a possible way to solve that type of 
problem could be to place constituency requirements so a Commissioner cannot say 
they will not speak to a citizen. 

 
 
Action Plan 
After the discussion, it was suggested that Charter staff include the suggested changes in the 
final version of the work group recommendation report. 


