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SUBMISSION TO NYS INDEPENDENT REDISTRICTING COMMISSION 
 
My name is William Moehle and I am the Supervisor of the Town of Brighton in Monroe 
County. I have served as Brighton Town Supervisor for eleven years and previously served as 
Attorney to the Town for 18 years.  Today, I ask you to maintain the Town of Brighton’s single 
Assembly District, as opposed to the proposed IRC plan to divide the Town into two Assembly 
Districts. 
 
The Town of Brighton is an inner ring suburb of Rochester with a population slightly over 
37,000, which is a small increase from the 2010 census.  The entire Town of Brighton is 
currently a part of the 136th Assembly District, represented by Assembly Member Sarah Clark. 
The Town of Brighton has been included in a single Assembly District since at least the 1970s. 
Audre “Pinny” Cooke represented Brighton in the Assembly from 1978-1990. Joe Morelle 
represented Brighton from 1991-2018. Jamie Romeo represented Brighton from 2019-2020 
and Sarah Clark has represented Brighton since 2020. For most, if not all of that time, the 
entire Town of Brighton has been included in an Assembly District that, regardless of its 
District number, has also included Irondequoit and a portion of the City of Rochester.  
 
For the first time in over 40 years, the plan proposed this year by the IRC would divide 
Brighton between two Assembly Districts. While I understand that, unlike Senate Districts, 
there is no absolute prohibition on dividing Towns between two or more Assembly Districts, on 
the IRC webpage under Frequently Asked Questions, the question, “What criteria are used to 
draw district lines?” is answered as follows: “The Commission shall consider the maintenance 
of cores of existing districts, of pre-existing political subdivisions, including counties, cities and 
towns, and of communities of interest.” However, as proposed, this plan would not only 
separate the residents of this part of Brighton from the rest of the Town of Brighton, but it 
would also remove them from the core of an Assembly District that has existed in substantially 
its current form for over four decades. 
 
The population of Brighton is small enough that it can easily be included in a single Assembly 
District. The IRC could do so by unifying Brighton within what is now the 136th Assembly 
District, and returning a portion of the east side of Rochester to the 137th District currently 
represented by Assembly Member Demond Meeks. Additional slight adjustments to the District 
lines could also restore Members Harry Bronson and Sarah Clark to the Districts they currently 
represent, maintaining the relationships and local understanding of their Districts that they 
have developed.  
 
I firmly believe that the residents of the Town of Brighton are best served under the current, 
single District model. I thank you for taking these recommendations under consideration. 
 
 



Isabel Rachlin   249 Troy Rd, Ithaca, NY 14850  
israchlin@gmail.com 
 
 
January 23, 2023 
 
Attention: Submissions 
Independent Redistricting Commission 
250 Broadway, 22nd Floor 
New York, NY 10007 
 
Dear Chair Jenkins and Commission Members, 
 
Thank you for your work on the Independent Redistricting Commission to create  
fair and equitable districts in New York that keep communities of interest together. 
 
Towards this goal I am writing because of my concern that the new draft map has 
left out three essential towns that belong in the 125th district.  Those towns are 
Hartford, Virgil, and Lapee. These communities’ geographic areas and economic 
development are highly correlated to the City of Cortland, which is to remain in the 
125th District. These more rural areas need or will at least greatly benefit from the 
improvements that The City of Cortland and Cortland County continue to make.  
 
Keeping these towns connected to the economic hub of Cortland County, which 
includes Greek Peak Mountain Resort as well as Tompkins Cortland Community 
College, will allow those populations to benefit from both services and economic 
opportunities which may be taken away otherwise. 
 
A significant number of the children in Hartford and Virgil attend the 125th 
Assembly school District.  Schools by definition are communities of common 
interest.  Dividing each of these school districts into multiple assembly districts 
will create unnecessary financial and administrative difficulties for both the school 
districts and families. 
 
Staying within the 125th District maintains continuity of representation that has 
existed for decades, and secures the economic and educational needs of the 
residents of both Virgil and Hartford. 
 
Thank for your attention to these important matters. 
We urge you to maintain the current integrity of the 125th District. 

mailto:israchlin@gmail.com


Sincerely, 
 
Isabel Rachlin 
 
 
 
 
 
 



TO: The NY Independent Redistricting Commision DATE: January 10, 2023 
PROPOSAL: Adjust the boundary of the 136th Assembly District to “Make the Town of Brighton Whole”. 
FROM: Jim Hooper, jhooper103@aol.com, 191 Bastian Rd, Rochester, NY 14623 AT: 585-424-2678 
 
Make the Town of Brighton Whole 
 

Today, I propose that the commission make measurable but modest changes to Assembly District 
136 and those adjacent for the singular purpose to “make a town inside the 136th, the Town of Brighton 
whole”. In other words to restore the Town under one assembly district.  

The Town of Brighton is a wrap around suburb of Rochester in Monroe County. Previously one 
assembly member represented the entire town. The IRC’s current draft fractures the town, breaking off 
an entire portion of the Town of Brighton where I have lived for a half-century.  

The broken piece of the district I ask you to fix is the portion of the town entirely south of the Erie 
Canal. But it is best known as it appears on maps as “West Brighton”. Brighton shares a variety of 
characteristics and is a true “community of interest” in the best sense of the expression.  
 
Specific Example Adjustments to sections of the 136th and adjacent districts 
 

To be helpful I include in the proposal examples using both maps and street boundaries to both 
restore the town and rebalance the populations in any other districts affected. In doing so I’ve also 
taken the best care I can to ensure my examples preserve if not improve your principle criteria for 
districts. 

For example there is section of the City of Rochester bounded by Long Acre and East Ridge which 
could be added to the assembly district representing a large portion of the City of Rochester. There are 
at least two more sections of the City on its East Side which could be added in similar fashion. Then 
another adjustment needed after moving West Brighton to the 136th, Two sections of the City can be 
added to the 138th representing Chili, Gates, and two other Towns. One or both of these final changes 
would add City neighborhoods west of Mt. Read Blvd. For more specific details to identify these 
examples please consult the map segments and street boundaries attached to this proposal. 

As a final comment I’d like to stress why it is so important to “Make the Town of Brighton Whole” 
even as adjustments are made to nearby districts especially the City of Rochester. I wish to note: 

• Parts of the suggestions in this proposal make portions of the City more whole by adding City 
neighborhoods to a City district for example those on the North and the East, 

• The other areas on the West that add portions of the City to adjacent suburbs are sensible in that 
they are compact areas, 

• The areas on the West have a new border of Mt. Read Blvd, a major highway that already divides 
East and West, 

• Both changed districts have portions of the City as well as Towns. In this sense the people in the 
towns in both districts maintain comparable and therefore balanced shares of the City as well as 
towns, 

• Most importantly, of all the jurisdictions the City is by far the largest and most populous and 
therefore least likely to be made completely whole. In other words, there are more districts 
bordering the City than most towns. It is also the most central population center. It is therefore 
unavoidable to ensure the need for equal population size of the districts that the City to share 
populations as well as borders. 

 
Thank you for your attention. Don’t hesitate to let me know if you’d like me to clarify the proposal 
further. Jim Hooper, 585-424-2789 



 

 AREAS DESCRIBED BELOW ARE HIGHLIGHTED IN YELLOW /jh 1-5-23 
ADD TO THE 136TH  REMOVE FROM THE 136TH  
 
1. The large ‘shoe’ shape at the 
bottom known as ‘West 
Brighton’ has been splintered 
from its town: ‘Brighton’. It 
needs to be put back into the 
136th  order to ‘make the Town 
of Brighton ‘whole’ inside the 
136th .Do this by adding all land 
north of Brighton-Hen-T-L-Rd 

 
2. To compensate for restoring West Brighton to Brighton, there are at least 3 areas of the 
136th that can be returned to the City district. They are all circled in YELLOW also:  

a. (see near the word Maplewood on the map) Bordered (AS SHOWN) by the 
           River on West,   Clinton on East,   Long Acre on North, and  East Ridge on south. 

b. (see near the words Laurelton & Federal on the map) Bordered (AS SHOWN) by 
  Atlantic on South. Culver on West,   Jersey, Minnesota on East,   Merchant on North  

c. . (see near the words Federal on the map) Bordered (AS SHOWN) by 
  Atlantic on North.  Culver on East, &   University on South  
 

 

  

 



ADD TO THE SPENCERPORT, GATES, CHILI, HENRIETTA assembly district 
3. Add one or both of the following contiguous portions of the City to the Spencerport, Gates, 

Chili, Henrietta assembly district: 
  a. (bordering the Erie Canal on the upper half of the map AS SHOWN) 

 Lexington on North,  Erie Canal on West,  I- 490 on South,  Mt. Read on East 
 I- 490 on North,  Erie Canal on West,  Ave on South,  Mt. Read & Lincoln Ave on East 
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Presentation to the IRC on 1-10-2023 
By Mark Glogowski, PhD. 

 
I propose Assigning NY Assembly Seats to the Counties. 

 
     I contend, the 1964 US Supreme Court’s ruling, that 
declared that the legislative districts needed to be based on 
population, was itself unconstitutional.  
     This ruling basically decreed that state legislatures that had a 
republican structure (which was 49 of the 50 states), that they 
had to abandon their republican structure and reorganize their 
legislative districts based strictly on population.  

     Not only did the US Constitution not give the US Supreme 
Court the authority to make such a decree, the US Supreme 
Court completely ignored Article 4, Section 4 of the US 
Constitution, which reads:  

     “The United States shall guarantee to every State in this 
Union a Republican Form of Government, … .”  

     A ‘republican form of government is nothing more than 
having  regional representation in the legislature 

     New York State had a republican form of government 
because every recognized region that joined New York State 
became a county, and every county was guaranteed at least 
one seat in the Assembly. There was one agreed to exception.  

     There was no need to change anything. The New York State 
constitution granted additional Assembly seats to the more 
populous counties when a county’s population was 50% greater 
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than the average, and the New York State Senate was already 
based on population  

     So, when the US Supreme Court made its decree in 1964, 
New York State was effectively already in compliance.  

     Despite this fact, New York State legislature proceeded to 
destroy the republican structure of the New York State 
legislature.  

     I am asking that this commission abandon its current and 
past proposals and move to restore the republican structure to 
the New York State Legislature. 

This is the proposal that I request you consider.  

1) That every county in New York State be assigned at least 1 
Assembly seat. 

2) That every assembly district be county wide. 

3) That no further delineation be made and that there be no 
Assembly Districts drawn that are just a part of a county or 
that include part of an adjoining county, and 

4) Rather than use the census population figures, consider 
using voter registration figures maintained by the Bo 
Elections.  

     If you adopt this proposal, the following Assembly seats 
would be assigned to each county, each being a county wide 
Assembly District. 

Kings County 16    Queens County 13    New York County 12 
Suffolk County 10   Nassau County 9   Bronx County 8 
Erie and Westchester Counties 6   Monroe County 5 
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Richmond and Onondaga counties 3 
Orange, Rockland, Albany, Dutchess, Saratoga, Niagara, 
Oneida, & Broome 2  and  
the remaining 43 New York State counties each be assigned 1 
Assembly seat. 

The following comments were not given orally 

Abandoning the republican created major problems and 
returning to a republican structure will create real Benefits:  

Benefits 

1) Eliminates gerrymandering of Assembly Districts  
2) Restores the republican structure to the New York State 

legislature. 
3) Would end the “Divide New York” movements.  
4) Would restore the county’s voice in the NYS Legislature 
5) Create county oversight 

And be in compliance with the statement that  

“In the context of redistricting, the Supreme Court has 
found that a redistricting plan violates the Voting Rights 
Act if a group "do[es] not have an equal opportunity to 
participate in the political processes and to elect 
candidates of their choice."   

The NYS Counties represent 62 officially recognized 
groups in NYS that are not represented and do not have 
the opportunity to elect candidates of their choice. 
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 Reference the two publications on my website :Re-establish 
county representation in NYS Assembly or Divide NYS, and A 
Road to Nowhere. 

    

 



























Independent Redistricting Commission 
250 Broadway, 22nd FL 
New York, NY  10007 
 
Re: Proposed Assembly district lines –Greater Rochester area 
 
Dear Commissioners Jenkins, Nesbitt, Brady, Collado, Conway, Cuevas-Molina, Flateau, 
Frazier, Harris, and Stephens: 

Please allow me to begin by thanking you for your service and work on the Independent 
Redistricting Commission (IRC). I am the former Monroe County Commissioner of Elections, 
having served for 17 years, retiring in 2019; and was Deputy Commissioner for 3 years as well. 
I’ve been involved in politics since the late 60’s. Through my tenure I have experienced 
redistricting many times. 

With that experience, I was somewhat stunned when reviewing the IRC proposed maps 
for the upstate Rochester region as it does not reflect our communities of interest. Over the 
past 30 years I have been involved in trying to ensure that communities of interest were 
considered when redistricting the Rochester area.  I have seen time after time Monroe 
County/Rochester becoming the place where maps from the west and maps from the east are 
made to fit, with Monroe County dealing with the leftovers. The IRC proposed map under 
consideration is problematic as it does not fully recognize the importance of communities of 
interest in the city nor how the surrounding towns relate to the City. 

During the redistricting of 2021, after a misstart by the redistricting commission the 
Assembly lines as I understand it were drawn beginning from the Rochester area and were 
pushed out.  This created a chance to finally make right communities that had been divided for 
decades –the current Assembly lines indeed have corrected this history.  Attached please find 
a list of the Rochester communities of interest along with a map of the current Assembly lines 
with communities of interest lines overlayed. This shows how, with very limited exceptions, 
communities of interest have been kept together in the current Assembly lines. In cases where 
some very minor divisions were carved out the community had asked for those sub-divisions.  
The School of Arts, the University of Rochester, Winton Village and Browncroft communities of 
interest to name specifics.   

Also, the suburb communities that share interests were put together.  Perinton, Pittsford 
and Penfield, as we locally refer to as the “P – towns” share many common interests and could 
in many ways be one community.  Although it is impossible to bring all suburban schools 
districts totally together consideration was given where there were strong ties; in particular, the 
Churchville-Chili School District keeping the towns of Riga and Chili together were put together 
given the families and students in those two towns have a strong connection because of the 
unified school district.   

Unlike the Assembly drawn maps, the IRC proposed map has failed on so many levels.  
To start with, putting our city south-east core with two strong towns, Irondequoit and Brighton 
undermines the importance of the efforts that have been and are being made to strengthen the 
city and ensure its success as an alive vibrant community standing on its own.  The city’s 
efforts in growing housing, businesses, community services for city neighborhoods are so 
important to the families of the south-east.  These two towns will inevitably draw resources 
away that are needed so much.   



Particularly, putting the whole south-east side of the city with these two towns 
diminishes the importance of those city rebuilding efforts as well as the arts in the city.  The 
IRC proposal cuts the Neighborhood of the Arts in half without understanding the various 
elements of it. The Neighborhood of the Arts has a very strong sense of unity and is led by 
strong neighborhood and business associations. The renaissance of this area with an 
emphasis on the arts is a tribute to the unity of this community.  

On the northwest side of Rochester, the IRC proposed map has cut the Maplewood 
Community into pieces. Like the south-east area, Maplewood Community has worked together 
in a unified way to improve the quality of life for its residents.   

Additionally, the IRC proposed map places a small section of an Assembly district in the 
city near the river on the northside that cuts it off from anything surrounding it and there is a 
small section of another Assembly district going into Irondequoit without a clear reason.  I can 
only assume these strange elements were some of your leftover parts.   

Finally, the current Assembly lines provide similar communities that crossed city 
suburban lines with a link through their Assembly lines.  For example, Gates and the city and 
Henrietta and the city.  

I believe the IRC can fix this by taking a closer look at what was set in place under the 
current Assembly lines –looking, in particular, with how the City communities of interest have 
been kept together and how certain towns link with parts of the City.  Please understand the 
community did have a strong voice in what was ultimately put in place and the lines repair, if I 
may, the sins of the past. 

 

Tom Ferrarese 
Former Commissioner of Elections, 
Monroe County Board of Elections 



 

Current NYS Assembly lines with COI overlayed
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