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September 18, 2010 

Brian Lawson, Ph.D. 

Department of Philosophy and Social Science 

Santa Monica College 

Santa Monica, CA   90405 

Dear Applicant Review Panel: 

This public comment makes the following recommendation: If the regions identified by the Bureau are used as a rough guide to the 

geographic distribution of the population of California the actual population of these regions should be taken into account. 

Figure 1 shows the population in each of the seven regions using the California Department of Finance’s 2010 population estimates.

Figure 2 shows the distribution of applicants who were invited for an interview.  Clearly there is an under-representation of the three 

southern most regions: Southern Coastal, Inland Empire and Southern Central.  These three regions make up roughly 69% of the 

population of California, yet they have only 47% of the applicants.

Table 1 shows how many applicants one would expect for these regions for 60 and 14 applicants if matching the geographic 

distribution of the population of California was the only concern.  Obviously other factors are important, but if applicants are judged 

to be very similar, then the final 60 applicants should match, as closely as possible, the geography, race and gender of California.

Figure 2 looks a bit like one of those posters of “The View of the World from …” where … is replaced with your favorite tourist

destination, in this case Sacramento.  From Sacramento it may appear that the Bay Area and Southern Coastal are about the same size,

when in fact, Southern Coastal is more than twice the size of the Bay Area.  This is not a recommendation for specific quotas, simply a 

recommendation that you keep in mind the actual distribution of the population of California. 

Thank you for taking the time to consider this comment.   

Sincerely,

Brian Lawson, Ph.D. 



Table 1.  Population Percentages applied to 60 and 14 

     

  2010 pop out of 60 out of 14  

Southern Coastal  45.7% 27.443 6.403  

Inland Empire  11.4% 6.824 1.592  

Southern Central 11.5% 6.914 1.613  

Central Coastal  3.8% 2.289 0.534  

North Central 7.4% 4.457 1.040  

Bay Area   19.3% 11.581 2.702  

North Coastal  0.8% 0.493 0.115  



Sources:

State of California, Department of Finance, E-1 Population Estimates for Cities, Counties and the State with Annual Percent Change

— January 1, 2009 and 2010. Sacramento, California, May 2010.  http://www.dof.ca.gov/research/demographic/reports/estimates/e-

1/2009-10/

https://application.wedrawthelines.ca.gov/statistics

http://www.wedrawthelines.ca.gov/downloads/interview_pool_demographics.pdf (Conny B. McCormack is counted as a Southern 

Coastal applicant, rather than Outside California) 




