
City of Carpinteria 
Special Meeting of the  

Ad Hoc District Elections Committee  
 

Tuesday, June 8, 2021 at 2:00 p.m. 
Notice of Virtual Meeting and Agenda 

______________________________________________________________________ 
 

THE CITY OF CARPINTERIA HAS DETERMINED THIS MEETING TO BE AN 
ESSENTIAL PUBLIC MEETING THAT WILL BE CONDUCTED PURSUANT TO THE 
PROVISIONS OF THE GOVERNOR’S EXECUTIVE ORDERS N-29-20 AND N-33-20 

AND SANTA BARBARA COUNTY HEALTH OFFICER'S ORDER 
 

In response to the spread of the COVID-19 virus, Governor Newsom has temporarily 
suspended the requirement for local agencies to provide a physical location from which 
members of the public can observe and offer public comment, and has ordered all 
Californians to stay home except as needed to maintain continuity of operations of 
certain critical infrastructure. 
 
In compliance with these orders, and to minimize the potential spread of the COVID-19 
virus, the City of Carpinteria is not permitting public access to the City Council 
Chambers for this meeting. Instead, you are strongly encouraged to participate in the 
alternative methods explained below: 
 
VIRTUAL VIEWING OF PUBLIC MEETINGS 
This meeting is available to view live. Instructions and links are provided below. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENTS 

If you wish to make a general public comment or to make a comment on a specific 
agenda item, via the eComment link on the City’s agenda website the following 
methods are available. Please note that the eComment link does not become active 
until an agenda is posted.  

• Distribution to Board Members. If you wish to submit a hard copy of written 
comments to board members (as either general public comment, as applicable, 
or on a specific agenda item), please submit your comment via 
the eComment link on the City’s agenda website (https://carpinteria.ca.us/city-
hall/agendas-meetings) at least three (3) hours prior to the start time of the 
meeting. Please note that these comments will not be read into the record during 
the meeting. 

 

• Read Into the Record During Meeting. If you would like your comment read into 
the record during the meeting (as either general public comment, as applicable, 
or on a specific agenda item), please specify this in your comment. Please 
submit your comment of less than 250 words via the eComment link on the 
City’s agenda website (https://carpinteria.ca.us/city-hall/agendas-meetings) at 
least three (3) hours prior to the start time of the meeting. Every effort will be 
made to read your comment into the record, but some comments may not be 
read due to time limitations. Please also note that if you submit a written 
comment that is over 250 words or do not specify that you would like this 
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comment read into the record during the meeting, consistent with the City’s 
practice when it receives written public comments on agenda items, your 
comment will be forwarded to board members for their consideration. 
 

• Real-Time Public Comment Through Zoom Webinar. Members of the public 
attending the public meeting through the City’s Zoom Webinar platform (see link 
provided below) have the option of providing real-time public comments on 
agenda matters. To make public comments through this platform please use the 
"raise your hand" feature to notify staff that you would like to make a public 
comment during designated public comment times. Once it is your turn to provide 
a public comment, staff will unmute your microphone and you will be given a 
designated amount of time to provide your comment (typically, the practice has 
been up to three (3) minutes per speaker on each item). At the end of your 
comment, staff will once again mute your microphone. 

The situation with COVID-19 is constantly evolving and the City will provide 
updates to any changes to this policy as soon as possible. The public is referred 
to the City’s web at www.carpinteria.ca.us for the latest COVID-19 policies and 
information. The City of Carpinteria thanks you in advance for taking all 
precautions to prevent spreading the COVID-19 virus. 

 

ZOOM WEBINAR LINK: This meeting is available to view live via Zoom Webinar by  
CLICKING HERE! Alternatively, you can join by following one of these methods: (1) log 
on to www.zoom.us, download the application, select "Join Meeting", and enter Webinar 
ID  813 5688 4641; OR (2) call +1 (669) 900-9128 and enter Webinar ID  
 813 5688 4641.   

 
1. Call to Order/Roll Call. 
 

2. Public Comment: This is a time for public comments on matters not otherwise on 
the agenda but within the subject matter jurisdiction of the District Elections 
Committee.  

 

3. Continue discussion regarding an updated public hearing schedule and process 

for Transitioning to District-Based City Council Elections. 
 

4. Review of public outreach and map drawing options. 

 

5. Discussion of City’s options on the number of districts City could establish and 

selection/election of the mayoral position. 
 

5. Scheduling of next meeting.  
  

7. Adjournment. 
 

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need assistance to 
participate in this meeting, please contact the City Clerk's Office at 755-4403 or the 
California Relay Service at (866) 735-2929. Notification one business day prior to the 
meeting will enable the City to make reasonable arrangements for accessibility to this 
meeting. 
 
This agenda was posted on Friday, June 4, 2021, on the City Hall Public Notices 
Window and on the Internet. 

http://www.carpinteria.ca.us/
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/81356884641
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MEMORANDUM 
 
 
Date: June 8, 2021 
 
To: Ad Hoc District Elections Committee 
 
Via: Dave Durflinger, City Manager 
 
From: Brian C. Barrett, Interim City Clerk 
 
Subject: Discussion of City’s options on the number of districts City could 

establish and selection/election of the mayoral position 
 

 
Minutes – April 13, 2021 Meeting 
 
At the previous Committee meeting on April 13, 2021, the Committee asked staff to 
research the City’s options for the number of districts the City could establish through 
the process, e.g., five districts; four districts and one at-large Mayor; three districts and 
two at-large councilmembers.  The City’s Consultant, Redistricting Partners, suggested 
that the California Voting Rights Act (CVRA) provides a safe harbor for five districts and 
for four with a Mayor (if that is the system a city has).  The Consultant stated that 
although other systems may be available, the City may not enjoy the safe harbor benefit 
of the CVRA and would be exposing itself to risk of litigation/challenge under the CVRA.  
The Committee also heard from a member of the public who suggested the City can 
approve any system.  It appeared the member of the public was advocating for a 
system with at least one at-large council seat.  The Committee recommended revisiting 
this question at the June 8, 2021 meeting.   
 
City Composition 
 
Section 1.A. of the settlement agreement entered into with prospective plaintiffs, who 
challenged the city’s at-large election system under the California Voting Rights Act 
(“CVRA”), provides that, “The Council retains the discretion to determine whether to 
institute district-based elections for four City Council seats with the mayor elected at 
large or to institute district elections for all five Council seats with the mayor appointed 
by the Council.” General law cities like Carpinteria must have a minimum of five council 
members (Gov. Code section 36501). 
 
Elections Code § 34871 allows for a variety of permissible compositions of a council, 
and most relevant to the City are the following:   
 
(a) By districts in five, seven, or nine districts; or, 
(c) By districts in four, six, or eight districts, with an elective mayor. 
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By opting for an elective mayor, or creating more than one at-large elective position, an 
agency effectively decreases the number of districts, and increases the size of each 
one. Such action, therefore, runs the risk of diluting the weight of each vote of a 
member of a protected class such that they may still be unable to elect a candidate of 
their choice.  
As you may recall, the CVRA was enacted by the State legislature in 2001 to remedy its 
finding that minorities and other members of protected classes were being denied the 
opportunity to have representation of their choosing at the local level.  
 
In addition, under the CVRA, an “at-large method of election” is defined as follows:  

(1) One in which the voters of the entire jurisdiction elect the members to the 
governing body. 
(2) One in which the candidates are required to reside within given areas of the 
jurisdiction and the voters of the entire jurisdiction elect the members to the 
governing body. (the “from-district” election model) 
(3) One that combines at-large elections with district-based elections. 

 
The definition of an at-large election, being broad, encompasses hybrid models, such as 
one that is by-district with an elective mayor; and as such, there is some legal risk 
associated with them. Nonetheless, the prospective plaintiffs have assented to a by-
district with elective mayor model, and other cities continue to use a hybrid approach, 
like the cities of Downey and Oakland. For these above reasons, staff recommends that 
the City not deviate from the agreed-upon compositions as stated in the settlement 
agreement, especially with respect to increasing the number of elective positions on the 
council.  
 
Phasing-In Council Members 
When the term of current council members expires, they will be required to live within 
the boundaries of the district that is on the ballot during that election year if they choose 
to run for election. The districts will be phased in during the next two election cycles.  
 
If two or more incumbents live in the same district and are up for re-election at the same 
time, one or all could possibly lose when they run for office.  
 
The CVRA is silent regarding more difficult questions including which of the new 
districts are to be the subject of the first election and what to do in a scenario where two 
or more incumbents live in the same district, but are up for election at different times. As 
such, cities have had to formulate their own solutions. For example, those who remain 
on the Council could be assigned a district that has not yet had an election as that 
district’s temporary “representative.” There are pros and cons to such a system, which 
could be explored in more detail at a future time.  
 
 
Attachment A: Settlement Agreement 
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