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Tamarack Triangle Civic Association
November 16, 2021

County Council President & Councilmembers
Montgomery County Council

100 Maryland Avenue

Rockville, MD 20850

Subject: Redistricting Commission's Map Recommendation
Dear County Council President Hucker & Councilmembers,

I would like to take this opportunity to thank the Montgomery County Redistricting Commission
for the difficult work done by them, for their commitment, and their effort to deliver a product in
the time constraints given them. Though they could not come to a unanimous decision on the
map selected for presentation to the County Council, the fact is that they did come up with a
viable product favorably voted on by the majority of the commissioners. The map selected was
the best of the three maps presented in terms of meeting all of the criteria used to draft the maps.

After review of the map by the community, several members have raised some concerns and
provided the following comments for your consideration when approving the final form of the
redistricting map:

e Concern of having two of the largest senior housing complexes in the same district.

e Concern of Four Corners whose interests have historically aligned more closely with the
Silver Spring area below the beltway (1-495) than that north of the Northwest stream
valley.

e That the concerns of Hillandale and surrounding areas align more organically with the
Northwest Park and Oakview communities from transportation perspectives and
community.

e Some citizens who live in areas covered by the precincts immediately east and south of
the Leisure World area feel that they are more aligned with the district map referenced in
this discussion in their concerns and issues.

With these four major concerns in mind, we took to tweaking the Redistricting Commission
selected map to try to align the four concerns into the map and we provide you the following for
consideration in your deliberations for selection of the redistricting map that will be used for the
next ten years. We did this in small group meeting and two virtual sessions, the last of which
occurred last evening.



Below we provide you two alternatives in addition to the Commission selected map. As with the
Commission, we gathered the population, race, and age 18+ data from that listed for each
precinct in the maps below directly for the Redistricting Commission’s web-posted interactive
map.

Of importance for you to note, is that this effort was an “East County” centric view and due to
time limitations and with no easy access to the entire precinct date set, we were left with having
to scrape the precinct data individually for each precinct from the Redistricting Commission’s
interactive map. We did not include in our consideration the cascading effect of what these
precinct tweaks would have on the other proposed districts — though we believe it to be minimal
and that we did preserve the Commission’s decision to have majority vote sectors for both the
Black and Latino votes in their ‘respective’ districts. (See Addendum attached)

After much discussion, the Tamarack Triangle Civic Association selected the “Discussion
Adjusted Map 2” as the one that meets all of the criteria for development of the redistricting
map. We therefore request the County Council to seriously take our recommendation to adopt
our proposed “Discussion Adjusted Map 2” for replacement of the Commission select map, but
if that is not possible to have you consider the critical concerns we have and incorporate those
into the map the County Council selects.

Sincerely,
Peter Myo Khin
President, Tamarack Triangle Civic Association


mailto:pmyokhin@verizon.net
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