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Weiss, Rachel

From: Mary Phippen [mphippen@bresnan.net]
Sent: Tuesday, April 17, 2012 3:10 PM

To: Redistricting

Subject: MT Redistricting Comments

TO: The Members of the Redistricting and Apportionment Commission

Since I am unable to attend the Public Meetings in Great Falls on April 18th and Browning
on April 19th, I am conveying my comments to you via e-mail.

I urge you to allow the City of Cut Bank, Montana to remain 100% whole and not to
split/divide up the City. Dividing up the City would not be fair to
some of the Cut Bank citizens. The City of Cut Bank should remain 100% whole
and be included with like-minded communities with similar school, hospital, oil and gas,
water, sewer and other issues.

I think the current Urban/Rural plan is fair to all of the citizens of Cut Bank and
implore you to allow the City of Cut Bank to remain 100% whole.
Thank you.

Mary "Marty" Phippen
134 2nd Ave. S.W.
P.O. Box 683

Cut Bank MT 59427




Commissioner
Joe Briggs

joriggs@cascadecounty. mt.gov
{406)454-6815

4/17/2012

Chairman Regnier and members of the District and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706 :
Helena, MT 59620

Chairman Regnier and Commissioners,

Thank you for serving the people of Montana in this important role and for coming to Great
Falls for comment on the proposed redistricting options before you. Unfortunately, as you travel
to Great Falls, | will be traveling to Billings and as such cannot deliver these comments in
person. '

As an elected official in Cascade County, | am keenly aware of the diverse communities that
exist across our county and the difficult challenge that you face in drawing districts which do not
unintentionally damage our communities and traditional neighborhoods. Ten years ago, this is
unfortunately what occurred during the redistricting process; our traditional neighborhoods were
split East to West with district boundaries cutting through parish districts, school boundaries,
Neighborhood watch areas, Neighborhood Council Districts and distinct communities of interest.

Great Falls as a community developed originally on the East Bank of the Missouri and spread
East in bursts that created large neighborhoods with common housing styles, lot.sizes and socio
economic conditions. Neighborhood Schools and Churches were created to serve the people of
these Neighborhoods and a sense of community was created. In Great Falls, being from the
Lower South Side or Lower North Side still means something as does being raised on the East
Side, West Side or Riverview. These areas are all communities within the broader community
of Great Falls and | would ask that to the best of your ability you restore the communities that
were ignored in the last redistricting.

As | look at the maps before you, the one which most mirrors the Historical districting of Great
Falls and honors the true communities of interest in Cascade County, is clearly the map
proposed by the Chamber of Commerce.

The Chamber map recognizes the Neighborhood Council system within the City of Great Falls;
it restores the historic connection between Black Eagle and the downtown area which prior to
the last redistricting shared a House member. Additionally, the Great Falls Chamber proposal-
restores the integrity of the East End, while retaining the historic communities of Riverview, Fox
Farm, the West Side as well as our rural areas.




To be sure, it is not possible to present a perfect plan, but based on my lifelong residency here
in Cascade County coupled with my years of service as a County Commissioner, | believe the
Chamber proposal best meets the criteria set forth in State law and by your Commission.

| would ask that you give strong consideration to the adoption of the proposal from the Great
Falls Chamber as presented. Should other factors prevent the adoption of this plan in total, |
would ask that you honor the concepts presented in the Chamber proposal; recognition of the
historic development of Great Falls in large blocks from West to East, the use of Neighborhood
Council Boundaries, recognition of the existing sense of neighborhoods that exist in Cascade
County such as Fox Farm, the Westside, Riverview and the Sun River Valley.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide written testimony and best of luck in your
deliberations.

Joe Briggs
Commissioner



Weiss, Rachel

From: Lee Hietala [hietalal@aol.com]

Sent: Wednesday, April 18, 2012 11:10 AM
To: Redistricting

Subject: Fairness in redistricting

Dear Chairman Regnier,

I strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election results in the development of
district lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the
number of seats they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which
is to equalize the number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing
political subdivisions and communities of interest.

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election
results. There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a
political purpose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map should have no resemblance to the
current map, because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest,
lacks the compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting
points for the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a
slightly modified version of the map the Democrats put forward in 2000 using political data and
election results. Many local communities are putting forward suggestions for their area s — please pay
special attention to those.

In particular the redistricting plan for Gallatin County and surrounds is fairest in representing voters as
put forth by Charlotte Mills.

Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject
partisan politics in the redistricting effort.

Sincerely,

Lee Hietala
216 W Hayes
Bozeman, Mt 59715




Weiss, Rachel

From: Carl Smith [dubbers54@yahoo.com)
Sent: Wednesday, April 18, 2012 5:01 PM
To: Redistricting

Subject: No Butte Silver Bow

Commission,to Whom It May Concern,

Please reconsider Whitehall merging with Butte Silver Bow. Butte Silver Bow will
not

have Whitehall in their best interest. Due to our low census in the state, we have only
one representative

in Congress. We say let Butte have one less legislative seat! Jefferson County needs to
be heard!

Sincerely, Kathryn & Carl D. Smith




Weiss, Rachel

From: Scott, Janine
Sent: Thursday, April 19, 2012 8:32 AM
To: Redistricting
Subject: Redistricting

live in Cut Bank, MT and feel very strongly about keeping the City of Cut Bank whole in the new redistricting plan. Also
Cut Bank should be put with similar minded communities, i.e. hospitals, schools, oil and gas development, water and
sewer issues. The Urban/Rural plan would best fit this area, keeping Cut Bank with communities east of us.

Janine R. Scott




Weiss, Rachel

From: robin pambrun [rpambrun@bresnan.net]
Sent: Saturday, April 21, 2012 3:41 PM

To: Redistricting

Subject: redistricting of Cut Bank

TO: The Members of the Redistricting and Apportionment Commission

T'was unable to attend the Public Meetings in Great Falls on April 18th and Browning on April 19th.
However, I want to express my opinion for your consideration. I urge you to allow the City of Cut Bank, |
Montana to remain 100% whole and not to split/divide up the City. Dividing up the City would not be fair to
some of the Cut Bank citizens. It would be confusing and split the community into unnecessary divisions. The
City of Cut Bank should remain 100% whole and be included with like-minded communities with similar
school, hospital, oil and gas, water, sewer and other issues.

I think the current Urban/Rural plan is fair to all of the citizens of Cut Bank and implore you to allow the City
of Cut Bank to remain 100% whole.
Thank you.

Robin Pambrun
320 8th Ave SE

Cut Bank, Mt 59427




Weiss, Rachel

From: Anne Millbrooke [anne27m@yahoo.com]
Sent: Saturday, April 21, 2012 11:33 PM

To: Redistricting

Subject: | favor the Communities Plan

Dear Districting Team:

Appreciating the difficulty in aligning all the criteria for democratic districts, I favor the Communities Plan because
it:

-guarantees constitutional right of one person, one vote

-respects existing communities in MT including small towns, rural communities, cities, and suburban areas

-keeps intact more small towns than any other proposed plan -
-provides strong protection of minority voting rights so American Indian and other minority citizens can participate
fully in political process, and

-creates a fair balance so that no single political party gains monopoly control of the legislature.

Sincerely,
Anne Millbrooke

3410 Golden Valley Drive
Bozeman, MT 59718




Weiss, Rachel

From: Wade Johnson [wjco@cutbankschools.net]
Sent: Monday, April 23, 2012 11:34 AM

To: Redistricting

Subject: Cut Bank Schools on Re-Districting

Dear Legislative Commissioners,

- As superintendent of Cut Bank Schools, I am very concerned with talk of redistricting in
Glacier County. I believe the City of Cut Bank should remain in the same legislative district as
Shelby, Conrad, and Valier, because we have very similar interests with these communities.
School District #15 is influenced by and sensitive to the needs of our students who come from
the Blackfeet Reservation, but our business interests are much more closely related to Shelby,
Valier, and Conrad than to Browning.

Cut Bank’s industry is based largely on agriculture, railroad, oil/gas development, and health
care. Browning’s industry is based largely on federal government, tribal government, and other
government related jobs. Cut Bank is part of a Tri-City Inter-local agreement with Conrad and
Shelby in which all three towns share similar interests.

School District #15 is largely a conservative community with the City of Cut Bank striving to
be proactive and willing to embrace new economic possibilities. County Commissioner
DeRossier’s comments in the Friday, April 20® Tribune article on legislative redistricting was
very inaccurate. Cut Bank Public Schools are 61% Caucasian and 39% Native American and
District #15 is very sensitive to the needs of all of our students.

Because Cut Bank’s interests are so similarly linked to Shelby, Conrad and Vailer, we
respectfully request that our legislative district remain as currently defined. Thank you for your
consideration.

Sincerely,

Wade Yotinson

Wade Johnson, Superintendent
Cut Bank Schools
406-391-2229 |
wjco@cutbankschools.net




Weiss, Rachel

From: Wade Johnson [wjco@cutbankschools.net]
Sent: Monday, April 23, 2012 3:34 PM

To: Redistricting

Subject: Another Error

Dear Commissioners,
In my letter sent to you today | stated that our District was 61% Caucasian and 39% Native American. This was an error.
The actual numbers are 56% Caucasian and 44% Native American. | apologize for the error.

Wade Johnson, Superintendent
Cut Bank Schools
406-391-2229
wico(@cutbankschools.net




Weiss, Rachel

_ _ R ]
From: bootalkie@yahoo.com
Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2012 8:54 AM
To: Redistricting

Subiject: Cut Bank...

...Please make note that | will not be supporting the Cut Bank, Shelby, and Conrad
communities as they have made it very clear they don't need me.

Charlotte New Breast




Weiss, Rachel

From: Matt Egloff [kragjorgensen@bresnan.net]
Sent: Thursday, Aprii 26, 2012 10:17 AM

To: Redistricting

Subject: re-districting comment

I think the gerrymandering is nonsense. The districts should be within 1% of population size
of each other if not 0.5%. We have the technology. Use it.

I also think districts should be drawn such that the distance from the center to an edge
should be as close to square as possible. The maximum edge to center should be no more than
twice the minimum edge to center distance. And districts should avoid any wiggles. We
currently have too many districts that spoke into downtown from the hinterlands to achieve a
certain party outcome. A rancher has a different perspective than a suburbanite or uptown
dweller, yet all three have the same district and the resident types with the greatest
numbers get to pick who represents them. Let districts represent like people.

Obviously a rural area will have a physically bigger district than an urban area, but they
should be homogenous in the type of resident and as close to square as possible.

And districts should NOT cross county lines. I heard of one scheme that wants to lump
Silverbow county districts with neighboring counties. NO!

Representation should not be by party affiliation but by community - rural, semi-rural,
suburban, urban. People are more alike in outlook based on how they choose to live, than a
party label would indicate.

Quit trying to get political advantage with this process. If the voters don't like what
you're peddling, consider changing what you're promising.

No Gerrymandering! The last several elections have shown that it doesn't work long term. You
can fool some of the people all of the time and all of the people some of the time, but never
all of the people all of the time. I forget who said it but it holds in our elections.

Matt Egloff
Butte




Weiss, Rachel

From: Gayle Brandvold [igbrandvold@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2012 11:18 AM

To: Redistricting

Subject: Urban Rural Plan for Cut Bank, please!

Please choose the the Urban Rural Redistricting Plan for Cut Bank. Don't divide Cut Bank; I feel it should be
represented as ONE CITY, to best serve ALL of its citizens. It's a progressive, growing city that is looking
forward. ‘

Browning and the Reservation is a beautiful culture and a sovereign nation and, in my opinion, should be in its
own county. Cut Bank is a melting pot with different interests, and should also be its own county.

Thank You!

Sincerely,
a Cut Banker




Weiss, Rachel

From: lapierre@blackfoot.net

Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2012 7:55 PM
To: Redistricting

Subject: , 441:&

Keep the redistribution ting lines inside county lines!!

Sent from my iPhone




I support the Communities Plan because it:

® Guarantees our constitutional right of one verson,
one vote,

¢ Respects existing communities across Montana,
including small towns, rural communities, cities,
and suburban areas,

e Keepsintact more small towns than any other
proposed plan,

* Provides strong protection of minority voting rights,

so American Indian citizens can fully participate in
our political process, and

¢ Creates a fair balance so that no one political party
gains monopoly control of the Legislature.
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| support the Communities Plan because it:

e Guarantees our constitutional right of one person,
one vote,

® Respects existing communities across Montana,
including small towns, rural communities, cities,
and suburban areas,

e Keeps intact more small towns than any other
proposed plan,

® Provides strong protection of minority voting rights,

so American Indian citizens can fully participate in
our political process, and

¢ Creates a fair balance so that no one polltlcal party
gains monopoly control of the Legislature.
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® Guarantees our constitutional right of one personik R
one vote,

® Respects existing communities across Montana,
including small towns, rural communities, cities,
and suburban areas, ~

® Keepsintact more small towns than any other
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* Provides strong protection of minority voting rights, | .. 2istricting & Apportionment Commission
so American Indian citizens can fully barticipate-in Legislative Services Division
our political process, and . PO Box 201706
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| support the Communities Plan because it:

e Guarantees our constitutional right of one person,

" onevote, v

® Respects existing communities across Montana,
including small towns, rural communities, cities,
and suburban areas,

¢ Keeps intact more small towns than any other
proposed plan,

e Provides strong protection of minority voting rights,
so American Indian citizens can fully participate in

- our political process, and

e Createsa fair balance so that no one political party

gains monopoly control of the Legislature.
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e Provides strong protection of minority voting rights,

so American Indian citizens can fully participate in
our political process, and
e Creates a fair balance so that no one political party
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I support the Communities Plan because it:

¢ Guarantees our constitutional right of one person,
one vote,

® - Respects existing communities across Montana,
including small towns, rural communities, cities,
and suburban areas,

¢ Keeps intact more small towns than any other

~ proposed plan,

¢ Provides strong protection of minority voting rights,
so American Indian citizens can fully participate in’
our political process, and ’

¢ Creates a fair balance so that no one political party
gains monopoly control of the Legislature.
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including small towns, rural communities, cities,
and suburban areas, ,

¢ Keeps intact more small towns than any:ot'her
proposed plan,

e Provides strong protection of minority voting rights,
so American Indian citizens can fully participate in
our political process, and

e Creates a fair balance so that no one political party
gains monopoly control of the Legislature.
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e Guarantees our constitutional right of one person,
one vote,

® Respects existing communities across Montana,
including small towns, rural communiities, cities,
and suburban areas,

¢ Keepsintact more small towns than any other
proposed plan, _

¢ Provides strong protection of minority voting rights,
so American Indian citizens can fully partnapate in -
our political process, and

¢ Creates a fair balance so that no one political party
gains monopoly control of the Legislature.
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706
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one vote,

¢ Respects existing communities across Montana,
including small towns, rural communities, cities,
and suburban areas,

¢ Keepsintact more small towns than any other
proposed plan,

® Provides strong protection of minority voting rights,

so American Indian citizens can fully participate in
our political process, and

e Creates a fair balance so that no one political party
gains monopoly control of the Legislature.
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Weiss, Rachel

From: Bill [billsmart@earthlink.net]
Sent: Saturday, May 05, 2012 3:03 PM
To: Redistricting

Subject: Jefferson Country redistricting
Attachments: SCANO0001.PDF

Please do not destroy our county's integrity!
Thanjk You!

William and Sarah Smart

178 Rolu Road

Whitehall, MT

59759

406-490-5175



TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION
P.0.BOX 201706 HELENA, MT 59620-1706 :

districting@mt.gov  FAX 406-444-3036

Dear Commissioners,

As a resident of Jefferson County, | am totally opposed to having Jefferson County split up for
the benefit of Butte/Silver Bow County. Each of the four plans submitted by the Montana
Districting and Apportionment Conimission and the plan submitted by the Democrats on the
Commission all put some portion of Jefferson County into Butte/Silver Bow County. This is
simply unacceptable. '

If you are going to consider the three discretionary criteria you set up at the beginning of this
process, you will understand why none of these proposals make any sense-

1)  Following the lines of political units, Jefferson County is about 1,500 people over
the ideal district size. Since our existing district is most of Jefferson County, we
should start there and make every effort to keep Jefferson County as whole as
possible, the remain population staying with its Community of Interest in Madison
County . .

2)  Following geographic boundaries. The Continental Divide separates Jefferson

and Butte/Silver Bow Counties. That is a very distinct geographic boundary

between our courities that should be respected.

Keeping communities of interest intast, ‘Many people live in Jefferson County

because they don’t want the impacts and influences of urban areas. Most of

Jefferson County should be one district, with an area of the county South of

Interstate 90 remaining as part of the district that represents Madison County. The

Whitehall Elementary and Whitehall High School District both include portions

of Madison County. :The Jefferson Valley Rural Fire District also extends into

Madison County. Kids from Jefferson County participate in 4-H and the Madison

County Fair in Twin Bridges. Jefferson and Madison Counties share an MSU

Extension Agent. In short, Southern Jefferson County and Northern Madison

County are clearly a “Community of Interest”, and should remain together.

3)

Jefferson County is-located between three large urban counties, Lewis and Clark, Butte/Silver
Bow, and Gallatin. It is important that we keep our own district so that we can maintain our
proud identity. Please keep Jefferson Courity as whole as possible and allow a portion of
Southern Jefferson County to remain with their “Community of Interest” in Noftliern Madison

County,
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TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION
Dear Commissioners,

As a resident of Jefferson County, I am totally opposed to having Jefferson County split up for
the benefit of Butte/Silver Bow County. Each of the four plans submitted by the Montana
Districting and Apportionment Commission and the plan submitted by the Democrats on the
Commission all put some portion of Jefferson County into Butte/Silver Bow County. This is
simply unacceptable.

If you are going'to consider the three discretionary criteria you set up at the beginning of this
process, you will understand why none of these proposals make any sense.

1) Following the lines of political units. Jefferson County is about 1,500 people over
the ideal district size. Since our existing district is most of Jefferson County, we

should start there and make every effort to keep Jefferson County as whole as
possible.

2) Following geographic boundaries. The Continental Divide separates Jefferson
and Butte/Silver Bow Counties. That is a very distinct geographic boundary
between our counties that should be respected.

3) Keeping communities of interest intact. Many people live in Jefferson County
because they don’t want the impacts and influences of urban areas. Most of
Jefferson County should be one district, with an area of the county South of
Interstate 90 remaining as part of the district that represents Madison County. The
Whitehall Elementary and Whitehall High School District both include portions
of Madison County. The Jefferson Valley Rural Fire District also extends into
Madison County. Kids from Jefferson County participate in 4-H and the Madison
County Fair in Twin Bridges. In short, Southern Jefferson County and Northern
Madison County are clearly a “community of interest”, and should remain
together.

Please keep Jefferson County as whole as possible and allow a portion of Southern Jefferson
County to remain with their Community of Interest in Northern Madison County.

Thank you for your consideration.
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TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

districting@mt.oov FAX: 406-444-3036

Dear Commissioners,

As a resident of Jefferson County, I am totally opposed to having Jefferson County split up for the
benefit of Butte/Silver Bow County. Each of the four plans submitted by the Montana Districting and
Apportionment Commission and the plan submitted by the Democrats on the Commission all put some
portion of Jefferson County into Butte/Silver Bow County. This is simply unacceptable.

If you are going to consider the three discretionary criteria you set up at the beginning of this process,
you will understand why none of these proposals make any sense.

1) Following the lines of political units. Jefferson County is about 1,500 people over the
ideal district size. Since our existing district is most of Jefferson County, we should start
there and make every effort to keep Jefferson County as whole as possible, the remaining
population staying with its “Community of Interest” in Madison County.

2) Following geographic boundaries. The Continental Divide separates Jefferson and
Butte/Silver Bow Counties. That is a very distinct geographic boundary between our
counties that should be respected.

3.)  Keeping communities of interest intact. Many people live in Jefferson County because
they don’t want the impacts and influences of urban areas. Most of Jefferson County
should be one district, with an area of the county South of Interstate 90 remaining as part
of the district that represents Madison County. The Whitehall Elementary and Whitehall
High School District both include portions of Madison County. The Jefferson Valley
Rural Fire District also extends into Madison County. Kids from Jefferson County
participate in 4-H and the Madison County Fair in Twin Bridges. Jefferson and Madison
Counties share an MSU Extension Agent. In short, Southern Jefferson County and
Northern Madison County are clearly a “Community of Interest”, and should remain
together.

Jefferson County is located between three large, urban counties, Lewis and Clark, Butte/Silver Bow, and
Gallatin. It is important that we keep our own district so that we can maintain our proud identity. Please
keep Jefferson County as whole as possible and allow a portion of Southern Jefferson County to remain
with their “Community of Interest” in Northern Madison County.

I support the Jefferson County Proposed Legislative District Map.
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TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

districting@mt.gov FAX: 406-444-3036

Dear Commissioners,

As a resident of Jefferson County, I am totally opposed to having Jefferson County split up for the
benefit of Butte/Silver Bow County. Each of the four plans submitted by the Montana Districting and
Apportionment Commission and the plan submitted by the Democrats on the Commission all put some
portion of Jefferson County into Butte/Silver Bow County. This is simply unacceptable.

If you are going to consider the three discretionary criteria you set up at the beginning of this process,
you will understand why none of these proposals make any sense.

1.)  Following the lines of political units. Jefferson County is about 1,500 people over the
ideal district size. Since our existing district is most of Jefferson County, we should start
there and make every effort to keep Jefferson County as whole as possible, the remaining
population staying with its “Community of Interest” in Madison County.

2) Following geographic boundaries. The Continental Divide separates Jefferson and
Butte/Silver Bow Counties. That is a very distinct geographic boundary between our
counties that should be respected.

3) Keeping communities of interest intact. Many people live in Jefferson County because
they don’t want the impacts and influences of urban areas. Most of Jefferson County
should be one district, with an area of the county South of Interstate 90 remaining as part
of the district that represents Madison County. The Whitehall Elementary and Whitehall
High School District both include portions of Madison County. The Jefferson Valley
Rural Fire District also extends into Madison County. Kids from Jefferson County
participate in 4-H and the Madison County Fair in Twin Bridges. Jefferson and Madison
Counties share an MSU Extension Agent. In short, Southern Jefferson County and
Northern Madison County are clearly a “Community of Interest”, and should remain
together.

Jefferson County is located between three large, urban counties, Lewis and Clark, Butte/Silver Bow, and
Gallatin. It is important that we keep our own district so that we can maintain our proud identity. Please
keep Jefferson County as whole as possible and allow a portion of Southern Jefferson County to remain
with their “Community of Interest” in Northern Madison County.

I support the Jefferson County Proposed Legislative District Map.

Thank you for your consideration.
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TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION
P.0. BOX 201706 = HELENA, MT 59620-1706

districting@mt.gov  FAX 406-444-3036

Dear Comunissioners,

As a resident of Jefferson County, I am totally opposed to having Jefferson County split up for
the benefit of Butte/Silver Bow County. Each of the four plans submitted by the Montana
Districting and Apportionment Commission and the plan submitted by the Democrats on the
Commission all put some portion of Jefferson County into Butte/Silver Bow County. This is
simply unacceptable.

If you are going to consider the three discretionary criteria you set up at the beginning of this
process, you will understand why none of these proposals make any sense.

1) Following the lines of political units. Jefferson County is about 1,500 people over
the ideal district size. Since our existing district is most of Jefferson County, we
should start there and make every effort to keep Jefferson County as whole as
possible, the remain population staying with its Community of Interest in Madison
County .

2) Following geographic boundaries. The Continental Divide separates Jefferson
and Butte/Silver Bow Counties. That is a very distinct geographic boundary

: between our counties that should be respected.

3) Keeping communities of interest intact. Many people live in Jefferson County
because they don’t want the impacts and influences of urban areas. Most of
Jefferson County should be one district, with an area of the county South of
Interstate 90 remaining as part of the district that represents Madison County. The
Whitehall Elementary and Whitehall High School District both include portions
of Madison County. The Jefferson Valley Rural Fire District also extends into
Madison County. Kids from Jefferson County participate in 4-H and the Madison
County Fair in Twin Bridges. Jefferson and Madison Counties share an MSU
Extension Agent. In short, Southern Jefferson County and Northern Madison
County are clearly a “Community of Interest”, and should remain together.

Jefferson County is located between three large urban counties, Lewis and Clark, Butte/Silver
Bow, and Gallatin. It is important that we keep our own district so that we can maintain our
proud identity. Please keep Jefferson County as whole as possible and allow a portion of
Southern Jefferson County to remain with their “Community of Interest” in Northern Madison
County. '

Thank you for your consideration.
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TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION
P.0.BOX 201706 = HELENA, MT 59620-1706

districting@mt.gov  FAX 406-444-3036

Dear Commissioners,

As a resident of Jefferson County, I am totally opposed to having Jefferson County split up for
the benefit of Butte/Silver Bow County. Each of the four plans submitted by the Montana
Districting and Apportionment Commission and the plan submitted by the Democrats on the
Commission all put some portion of Jefferson County into Butte/Silver Bow County. This is
simply unacceptable.

If you are going to consider the three discretionary criteria you set up at the beginning of this
process, you will understand why none of these proposals make any sense.

1.)  Following the lines of political units. Jefferson County is about 1,500 people over
the ideal district size. Since our existing district is most of Jefferson County, we
should start there and make every effort to keep Jefferson County as whole as
possible, the remain population staying with its Community of Interest in Madison
County .

2) Following geographic boundaries. The Continental Divide separates Jefferson
and Butte/Silver Bow Counties. That is a very distinct geographic boundary
between our counties that should be respected.

3) Keeping communities of interest intact. Many people live in Jefferson County
because they don’t want the impacts and influences of urban areas. Most of
Jefferson County should be one district, with an area of the county South of
Interstate 90 remaining as part of the district that represents Madison County. The
Whitehall Elementary and Whitehall High School District both include portions
of Madison County. The Jefferson Valley Rural Fire District also extends into
Madison County. Kids from Jefferson County participate in 4-H and the Madison
County Fair in Twin Bridges. Jefferson and Madison Counties share an MSU
Extension Agent. In short, Southemn Jefferson County and Northern Madison
County are clearly a “Community of Interest”, and should remain together.

Jefferson County is located between three large urban counties, Lewis and Clark, Butte/Silver
Bow, and Gallatin. It is important that we keep our own district so that we can maintain our
proud identity. Please keep Jefferson County as whole as possible and allow a portion of
Southern Jefferson County to remain with their “Community of Interest” in Northern Madison
County. :

Thank you for your consideration.
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TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION
P.0. BOX 201706 HELENA, MT 59620-1706

districting@mt.gov  FAX 406-444-3036

Dear Commissioners,

As a resident of Jefferson County, I am totally opposed to having Jefferson County split up for
the benefit of Butte/Silver Bow County. Each of the four plans submitted by the Montana
Districting and Apportionment Commission and the plan submitted by the Democrats on the
Commission all put some portion of Jefferson County into Butte/Silver Bow County. This is
simply unacceptable.

If you are going to consider the three discretionary criteria you set up at the beginning of this
process, you will understand why none of these proposals make any sense.

1.) Following the lines of political units. Jefferson County is about 1,500 people over
the ideal district size. Since our existing district is most of Jefferson County, we
should start there and make every effort to keep Jefferson County as whole as
possible, the remain population staying with its Community of Interest in Madison
County .

2) Following geographic boundaries. The Continental Divide separates Jefferson
and Butte/Silver Bow Counties. That is a very distinct geographic boundary
between our counties that should be respected.

3) Keeping communities of interest intact. Many people live in Jefferson County
because they don’t want the impacts and influences of urban areas. Most of
Jefferson County should be one district, with an area of the county South of
Interstate 90 remaining as part of the district that represents Madison County. The
Whitehall Elementary and Whitehall High School District both include portions
of Madison County. The Jefferson Valley Rural Fire District also extends into
Madison County. Kids from Jefferson County participate in 4-H and the Madison
County Fair in Twin Bridges. Jefferson and Madison Counties share an MSU
Extension Agent. In short, Southern Jefferson County and Northern Madison
County are clearly a “Community of Interest”, and should remain together.

Jefferson County is located between three large urban counties, Lewis and Clark, Butte/Silver
Bow, and Gallatin. It is important that we keep our own district so that we can maintain our
proud identity. Please keep Jefferson County as whole as possible and allow a portion of

Southern Jefferson County to remain with their “Community of Interest”_in Northern Madison
County. ‘

Thank you for your consideratioy%
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TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION
PO Box 201706
‘Helena, MT 59620-1706

districting@mt.gov FAX: 406-444-3036

Dear Commissioners,

As a resident of Jefferson County, I am totally opposed to having Jefferson County split up for the
benefit of Butte/Silver Bow County. Each of the four plans submitted by the Montana Districting and
Apportionment Commission and the plan submitted by the Democrats on the Commission all put some
portion of Jefferson County into Butte/Silver Bow County. This is simply unacceptable.

If you are going to consider the three discretionary criteria you set up at the beginning of this process,
you will understand why none of these proposals make any sense.

1.)  Following the lines of political units. Jefferson County is about 1,500 people over the
ideal district size. Since our existing district is most of Jefferson County, we should start
there and make every effort to keep Jefferson County as whole as possible, the remaining
population staying with its “Community of Interest” in Madison County.

2)  Following geographic boundaries. The Continental Divide separates Jefferson and
Butte/Silver Bow Counties. That is a very distinct geographic boundary between our
counties that should be respected.

3.) Keeping communities of interest intact. Many people live in Jefferson County because
they don’t want the impacts and influences of urban areas. Most of Jefferson County
should be one district, with an area of the county South of Interstate 90 remaining as part
of the district that represents Madison County. The Whitehall Elementary and Whitehall
High School District both include portions of Madison County. The Jefferson Valley
Rural Fire District also extends into Madison County. Kids from Jefferson County
participate in 4-H and the Madison County Fair in Twin Bridges. Jefferson and Madison
Counties share an MSU Extension Agent. In short, Southern Jefferson County and
Northern Madison County are clearly a “Community of Interest”, and should remain
together.

Jefferson County is located between three large, urban counties, Lewis and Clark, Butte/Silver Bow, and
Gallatin. It is important that we keep our own district so that we can maintain our proud identity. Please
keep Jefferson County as whole as possible and allow a portion of Southern Jefferson County to remain
with their “Community of Interest” in Northern Madison County.

Thank you for your consideration.

Name‘;t\_&\o_\m : MQF

Address SHKounkz Kd Whikehotd, MT 59759




TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

districting@mt.gov FAX: 406-444-3036

Dear Commissioners,

As aresident of Jefferson County, I am totally opposed to having Jefferson County split up for the
benefit of Butte/Silver Bow County. Each of the four plans submitted by the Montana Districting and
Apportionment Commission and the plan submitted by the Democrats on the Commission all put some
portion of Jefferson County into Butte/Silver Bow County. This is simply unacceptable.

If you are going to consider the three discretionary criteria you set up at the beginning of this process,
you will understand why none of these proposals make any sense.

1.)  Following the lines of political units. Jefferson County is about 1,500 people over the
ideal district size. Since our existing district is most of Jefferson County, we should start
there and make every effort to keep Jefferson County as whole as possible, the remaining
population staying with its “Community of Interest” in Madison County.

2) Following geographic boundaries. The Continental Divide separates Jefferson and
Butte/Silver Bow Counties. That is a very distinct geographic boundary between our
counties that should be respected.

3) Keeping communities of interest intact. Many people live in Jefferson County because

_ they don’t want the impacts and influences of urban areas. Most of Jefferson County
should be one district, with an area of the county South of Interstate 90 remaining as part
of the district that represents Madison County. The Whitehall Elementary and Whitehall
High School District both include portions of Madison County. The Jefferson Valley
Rural Fire District also extends into Madison County. Kids from Jefferson County
participate in 4-H and the Madison County Fair in Twin Bridges. Jefferson and Madison
Counties share an MSU Extension Agent. In short, Southern Jefferson County and
Northern Madison County are clearly a “Community of Interest”, and should remain
together.

Jefferson County is located between three large, urban counties, Lewis and Clark, Butte/Silver Bow, and
Gallatin. It is important that we keep our own district so that we can maintain our proud identity. Please
keep Jefferson County as whole as possible and allow a portion of Southern Jefferson County to remain
with their “Community of Interest” in Northern Madison County.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Dear Mr. Chairman,

If you want proof that the "Communities plan" put forward by the Montana Democratic
Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever
on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legislative seats within a county.
Over the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. | find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” resuits. Not fair for Republicans,
Independents, suburban or rural voters.

| urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing lines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. In Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Miller Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the
Northside, the University area, the Rattlesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and
would benefit from separate representation.

Please reject maps authored by the Montana Democratic party since they only seek to
dominate our county. | urge the commission to look at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the
Subdivision 100 plan. Those are good starting points.
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Dear Mr. Chairman,

if you want proof that the "Communities plan” put forward by the Montana Democratic

Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever
on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legislative seats within a county.
Over the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. | find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” resuits. Not fair for Republicans,
Independents, suburban or rural voters.

I urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing lines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. In Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Miller Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the
Northside, the University area, the Rattlesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and
would benefit from separate representation.

Please reject maps authored by the Montana Democratic party since they only seek to
dominate our county. | urge the commission to look at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the
Subdivision 100 plan. Those are good starting points.
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Dear Mr. Chairman,

If you want proof that the "Communities plan" put forward by the Montana Democratic
Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever

on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legislative seats within a county.
Over the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. ! find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” resuits. Not fair for Republicans,
Independents, suburban or rural voters.

| urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing lines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. In Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Miller Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the
Northside, the University area, the Rattlesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and

would benefit from separate representation.

Please reject maps authored by the Montana Democratic party since they only seek to
dominate our county. | urge the commission to look at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the

Subdivision 100 plan. Those are good starting points.
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Dear Mr. Chairman,

If you want proof that the "Communities plan" put forward by the Montana Democratic
Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever
on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legislative seats within a county.
Over the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. | find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” results. Not fair for Republicans,
Independents, suburban or rural voters.

| urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing lines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. In Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Miller Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the
Northside, the University area, the Rattlesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and
would benefit from separate representation.

Please reject maps authored by the Montana Demaocratic party since they only seek to
: W | urge the commission to ook at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the
Subdivision 100 pian. Those are good starting points.
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Dear Mr. Chairman,

If you want proof that the "Communities plan" put forward by the Montana Democratic
Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever
on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legislative seats within a county.
Over the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. | find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” results. Not fair for Republicans,
Independents, suburban or rural voters. '

| urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing lines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. In Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Miller Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the
Northside, the University area, the Rattlesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and.
would benefit from separate representation. ~

‘Please reject maps authored by the Montana Democratic party since they only seek to
dominate our county. | urge the commission to look at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the
Subdivision 100 plan. Those are good starting points.
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Dear Mr. Chairman,

If you want proof that the "Communities plan" put forward by the Montana Democratic
Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever
on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legislative seats within a county.
Over the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. | find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” results. Not fair for Republicans,
Independents, suburban or rural voters. ’

| urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing lines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. In Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Miller Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the
Northside, the University area, the Rattlesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and
would benefit from separate representation.

Please reject maps authored by the Montana Democratic party since they only seek to
dominate our county. | urge the commission to look at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the
Subdivision 100 plan. Those are good starting points.
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Dear Mr. Chairman,

If you want proof that the "Communities plan" put forward by the Montana Democratic
Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever
on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legislative seats within a county.
Over the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. | find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” results. Not fair for Republicans,
Independents, suburban or rural voters.

| urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing lines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. In Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Miller Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the
Northside, the University area, the Rattlesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and
would benefit from separate representation.

Please reject maps authored by the Montana Democratic party since they only seek to
dominate our county. | urge the commission to look at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the
~ Subdivision 100 plan. Those are good starting points.
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Dear Mr. Chairman,

If you want proof that the "Communities plan” put forward by the Montana Democratic
Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever
on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legislative seats within a county.
Over the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. | find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” results. Not fair for Republicans,
Independents, suburban or rural voters.

| urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing lines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. In Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Miller Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the
Northside, the University area, the Rattlesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and
would benefit from separate representation.

Please reject maps authored by the Montana Democratic party since they only seek to
dominate our county. | urge the commission to ook at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the
Subdivision 100 plan. Those are good starting points.
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Dear Mr. Chairman,

If you want proof that the "Communities plan" put forward by the Montana Democratic
Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever
on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legislative seats within a county.
Over the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. | find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” results. Not fair for Republicans,
Independents, suburban or rural voters.

| urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing lines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. In Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Miller Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the
Northside, the University area, the Rattlesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and
would benefit from separate representation.

Please reject maps authored by the Montana Democratic party since they only seek to
dominate our county. | urge the commission to look at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the
Subdivision 100 pian. Those are good starting points.
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Dear Mr. Chairman,

If you want proof that the "Communities plan” put forward by the Montana Democratic
Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever
on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legislative seats within a county.
Over the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. { find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” results. Not fair for Republicans,
Independents, suburban or rural voters.

| urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing lines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. In Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Miller Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the
Northside, the University area, the Rattlesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and
would benefit from separate representation.

Please reject maps authored by the Montana Democratic party since they only seek to
dominate our county. | urge the commission to ook at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the
Subdivision 100 plan. Those are good starting points.
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Dear Mr. Chairman,

If you want proof that the "Communities plan" put forward by the Montana Democratic
Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever
on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legislative seats within a county.
Qver the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. | find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” results. Not fair for Republicans,
Independents, suburban or rural voters.

| urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing lines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. In Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Miller Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the
Northside, the University area, the Rattlesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and
would benefit from separate representation.

Please reject maps authored by the Montana Democratic party since they only seek to
dominate our county. | urge the commission to look at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the
Subdivision 100 plan. Those are good starting points.
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Dear Mr. Chairman,

If you want proof that the "Communities plan" put forward by the Montana Democratic
Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever
on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legislative seats within a county.
Over the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. | find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” results. Not fair for Republicans,
Independents, suburban or rural voters.

| urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing fines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. In Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Miller Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the ,
Northside, the University area, the Rattlesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and
would benefit from separate representation.

Please reject maps authored by the Montana Demacratic par{y since they only seek to
dominate our county. | urge the commission to look at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the
Subdivision 100 plan. Those are good starting points.
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Dear Mr. Chairman,

If you want proof that the "Communities plan" put forward by the Montana Democratic
Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever
on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legislative seats within a county.
Over the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. | find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” results. Not fair for Republicans,
Independents, suburban or rural voters.

| urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing lines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. In Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Mitler Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the
Northside, the University area, the Rattlesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and
would benefit from separate representation.

Please reject maps authored by the Montana Democratic party since they only seek to
dominate our county. | urge the commission to look at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the
Subdivision 100 plan. Those are good starting points.
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'Dear Mr. Chairman,

If you want proof that the "Communities plan” put forward by the Montana Democratic
Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever
on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legislative seats within a county.
Over the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. | find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” results. Not fair for Republicans,
Independents, suburban or rural voters.

| urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing lines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. In Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Miller Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the
Northside, the University area, the Rattlesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and
would benefit from separate representation.

Please reject maps authored by the Montana Democratic party since they only seek to
dominate our county. | urge the commission to look at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the
Subdivision 100 plan. Those are good starting points.
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

I understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly, -
(NAME): GARY A [35/26,44,4/\/’
(ADDRESS): /758 WJ. Keut

Missoucs, MT 5980¢
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,
(NAME): DalliceTac)ie
(ADDRESS): Fo.Bex /2736
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,
(NAME): Teresa B éw(g/m a A

(ADDRESS). [7158 wW. Ken 7L |
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(EMAIL): S0 Wtd,c[o 6 @ sl . Corv]




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries |
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,

(NAME): mdf"‘/‘//a;/n 7 Rsllm

(ADDRESS): L 3% Blacne SH
P paonlke’ T 57807
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election resuits as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

it appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly, ’)

(NAME): ezeid T @aﬁ,__/
(ADDRESS): 23 Sa A Foo Y

JIs /A GGV
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Dear Mr. Chairman,

If you want proof that the "Communities plan" put forward by the Montana Democratic
Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever
on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legislative seats within a county.
Over the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. | find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” results. Not fair for Republicans,
independents, suburban or rural voters.

| urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing lines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. In Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Miller Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the
Northside, the University area, the Rattlesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and
would benefit from separate representation.

Please reject maps authored by the Montana Democratic party since they only seek to
dominate our county. | urge the commission to look at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the
Subdivision 100 plan. Those are good starting points.
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,

(NAME): | Erika %U\(\égk’\

(ADDRESS): 430 /PeH/v Creck PA.
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Dear Mr. Chairman,

If you want proof that the "Communities plan” put forward by the Montana Democratic
Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever
on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legisiative seats within a county.
Over the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. | find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” results. Not fair for Republicans,
Independents, suburban or rural voters.

| urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing lines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. In Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Miller Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the
Northside, the University area, the Rattlesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and
would benefit from separate representation.

Please reject maps authored by the Montana Democratic party since they only seek to
dominate our county. | urge the commission to look at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the
Subdivision 100 plan. Those are good starting points.
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

" | understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly, "
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

I understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly, : , —a
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

it appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,
(NAME): S L s S
(ADDRESS): M\Be0 Ruht Lheel) \ZM\§

Dorenad DO S9N

(EMAIL): Nox @e&@ fx\&?_e,wgp‘x_ NN

W =y Ud

-~

- o O




Dear Mr. Chairman,

If you want proof that the "Communities plan" put forward by the Montana Democratic
Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever
on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legislative seats within a county.
Over the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. | find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” results. Not fair for Republicans,
independents, suburban or rural voters.

| urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing lines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. In Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Miller Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the
Northside, the University area, the Rattiesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and
would benefit from separate representation.

Please reject maps authored by the Montana Democratic party since they only seek to
dominate our county. | urge the commission to look at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the
Subdivision 100 plan. Those are good starting points.
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Dear Mr. Chairman,

If you want proof that the "Communities plan" put forward by the Montana Democratic
Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever
on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legislative seats within a county.
Over the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. | find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” results. Not fair for Republicans,
Independents, suburban or rural voters.

| urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing lines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. In Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Miller Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the
Northside, the University area, the Rattlesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and
would benefit from separate representation.

Please reject maps authored by the Montana Democratic party since they only seek to
dominate our county. | urge the commission to look at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the
Subdivision 100 plan. Those are good starting points.

¢
R B Y i

NAME: U o | LAk b g

ADDRESS:_¢20%¢ | seven L Sey o

T N 5

Missade W) ma0ed

[ 3 iy N . ‘
E-Mail__ ) 1, a, Chandler (2 cunpl . Conn
. ~




To the merﬁbers of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

it appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly, ‘
(NAME): e oot GereiN
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,

(NAME): Tokn Bloke JZrdi
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Dear Mr. Chairman,

If you want proof that the "Communities plan” put forward by the Montana Democratic
Party in 2000 and 2010 is not based on communities, look no further than Missoula
County. The lines and boundaries within the county have no resemblance whatsoever
on communities, neighborhoods or existing political subdivisions.

This is an attempt by one party to totally dominate the legislative seats within a county.
Over the last 8 years under the current map, only one seat has shown to be a place
where a Republican can win. All nine other are solidly Democrat because they all
originate from the center of the city of Missoula. | find it laughable that Democrats claim
their map produces “fair and competitive” results. Not fair for Republicans,
Independents, suburban or rural voters.

| urge the commission to look over and study many of the existing lines we have for
neighborhoods, city wards, and school districts. in Missoula County and City we have
distinct areas like Miller Creek, Target Range, Orchard Homes, the downtown, the
Northside, the University area, the Rattiesnake, East Missoula, Frenchtown, the Seeley-
Swan and so on. You should do your best to keep these areas separate, and recognize
the interests of rural, suburban and urban voters. They have different priorities and
would benefit from separate representation.

Please reject maps authored by the Montana Democratic party since they only seek to
dominate our county. | urge the commission to fook at the Urban-Rural 100 plan and the
Subdivision 100 plan. Those are good starting points.
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| support fair non-partisan legislative districts!

*QOne percent or less variation in the size of districts: It's not
fair if one representative has to represent 9400 people, and
the next one up the road only has 8600. The people in the
smaller district get easier access to their government.

*No political data should be used to draw districts. Districts
should be drawn to represent people, not partisan politics

*Don't keep the current districts: The current districts divide
communities in two, they have wildly varying population sizes
— in general they’re not unbiased.
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“Paid for by the Montana Republican Party, Shirley Warehime, Treasurer, PO Box 935, Helena, MT
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| support fair non-partisan legislative districts!

*QOne percent or less variation in the size of districts: It's not
fair if one representative has to represent 9400 people, and

the next one up the road only has 8600. The people in the ap—.
smaller district get easier access to their government. Rﬁgﬁi JED
*No political data should be used to draw districts. Districts APR 25 2012

should be drawn to represent people, not partisan politics Montana L egislative

*Don’t keep the current districts: The current districts divide Services Division
communities in two, they have wildly varying population sizes
— in general they're not unbiased.
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59624, Not authorized by any candidate or candidate’s committee.”




| support fair non-partisan legislative districts!
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| support fair non-partisan legislative districts!
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*No political data should be used to draw districts. Districts Services Divie;
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should be drawn to represent people, not partisan politics

*Don’t keep the current districts: The current districts divide
communities in two, they have wildly varying population sizes
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

The so-called "communities” plan is a poor choice for Yellowstone County. It slices through
neighborhoods and communities to draw huge, strangely shaped legislative districts. it was
developed by the Montana Democratic party to give their candidates and unfair advantage in
elections. | urge the commission to reject the poorly-named "Communities” map and instead
draw new districts based on neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and
other common sense subdivisions. The redistricting process should not be about deciding what
the partisan outcome of the legi 7 should be. It should be about giving the people their fair

representation.
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| support fair non-partisan legislative districts!

*QOne percent or less variation in the size of districts: It's not
fair if one representative has to represent 9400 people, and
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*Don’t keep the current districts: The current districts divide

communities in two, they have wildly varying population sizes

— in general they're not unbiased. .
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

The so-called "communities” plan is a poor choice for Yellowstone County. It slices through
neighborhoods and communities to draw huge, strangely shaped legislative districts. it was
developed by the Montana Democratic party to give their candidates and unfair advantage in
elections. | urge the commission to reject the poorly-named "Communities" map and instead
draw new districts based on neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and
other common sense subdivisions. The redistricting process should not be about deciding what
the partisan outcome of the legislature should be. It should be about giving the people their fair

representation. » . | |
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| support fair non-partisan legislative districts!
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fair if one representative has to represent 9400 people, and
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smaller district get easier access to their government.
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To the Members .of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

The so-called "communities” plan is a poor choice for Yellowstone County. It slices through
neighborhoods and communities to draw huge, strangely shaped legislative districts. it was
developed by the Montana Democratic party to give their candidates and unfair advantage in
elections. | urge the commission to reject the poorly-named "Communities" map and instead
draw new districts based on neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and
other common sense subdivisions. The redistricting process should not be about deciding what
the partisan outcome of the legislature should be. it should be about giving the people their fair
representation.
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

The so-called "communities" plan is a poor choice for Yellowstone County. it slices through
neighborhoods and communities to draw huge, strangely shaped legislative districts. it was
developed by the Montana Democratic party to give their candidates and unfair advantage in
elections. | urge the commission to reject the poorly-named "Communities” map and instead
draw new districts based on neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and
other common sense subdivisions. The redistricting process should not be about deciding what

the partisan outcome of the legislature should be. It should be about giving the people their fair
_ representation.
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

The so-called "communities” plan is a poor choice for Yellowstone County. It slices through
neighborhoods and communities to draw huge, strangely shaped legislative districts. it was
developed by the Montana Democratic party to give their candidates and unfair advantage in
elections. | urge the commission to reject the poorly-named "Communities” map and instead
draw new districts based on neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and
other common sense subdivisions. The redistricting process should not be about deciding what
the partisan outcome of the Ieglslature should be. It should be about giving the people their fair
representation.
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

The so-called "communities” plan is a poor choice for Yellowstone County. It slices through
neighborhoods and communities to draw huge, strangely shaped legislative districts. it was
developed by the Montana Democratic party to give their candidates and unfair advantage in
elections. | urge the commission to reject the poorly-named "Communities”" map and instead
draw new districts based on neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and
other common sense subdivisions. The redistricting process should not be about deciding what
the partisan outcome of the legislature should be. It should be about giving the people their fair

representation. W Q%
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

The so-called "communities" plan is a poor choice for Yellowstone County. It slices through
neighborhoods and communities to draw huge, strangely shaped legislative districts. it was
developed by the Montana Democratic party to give their candidates and unfair advantage in
elections. | urge the commission to reject the poorly-named "Communities” map and instead
draw new districts based on neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and
other common sense subdivisions. The redistricting process should not be about deciding what
the partisan outcome of the legislature should be. It should be about giving the people their fair
representation.
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~ To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

The so-called "communities" plan is a poor choice for Yellowstone County. it slices through
neighborhoods and communities to draw huge, strangely shaped Iegislative districts. it was
developed by the Montana Democratic party to give their candidates and unfair advantage in
elections. | urge the commission to reject the poorly-named "Communities” map and instead
draw new districts based on neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and
other common sense subdivisions. The redistricting process should not be about deciding what

the partisan outcome of the legislature should be. It should be about giving the people their fair
representation.
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

The so-called "communities" plan is a poor choice for Yellowstone County. It slices through

neighborhoods and communities to draw huge, strangely shaped legislative districts. it was

developed by the Montana Democratic party to give their candidates and unfair advantage in

elections. | urge the commission to reject the poorly-named "Communities" map and instead |
draw new districts based on neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and }
other common sense subdivisions. The redistricting process should not be about deciding what |
the partisan outcome of the legislature should be. It should be about giving the people their fair
representation.
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

The so-called "communities” plan is a poor choice for Yellowstone County. It slices through
neighborhoods and communities to draw huge, strangely shaped legislative districts. it was
developed by the Montana Democratic party to give their candidates and unfair advantage in
elections. | urge the commission to reject the poorly-named "Communities" map and instead
draw new districts based on neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and
other common sense subdivisions. The redistricting process should not be about deciding what

the partisan outcome of the legislature should be. It should be about giving the people their fair
representation.

Name: Qx// arnaiup

Address: FQ’?Q[)% \ééjé’é/ji g/’,
k@,/z;/g:%/f &}@7". RECEIVED

o7
berdin . Na— APR 2§ 201

Monta‘na Legislative
Services Division

Email Address:




To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

The so-called "communities” plan is a poor choice for Yellowstone County. It slices through
neighborhoods and communities to draw huge, strangely shaped legislative districts. it was
developed by the Montana Democratic party to give their candidates and unfair advantage in
elections. | urge the commission to reject the poorly-named "Communities" map and instead
draw new districts based on neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and
other common sense subdivisions. The redistricting process should not be about deciding what
the partisan outcome of the legislature should be. It should be about giving the people their fair
representation.
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

The so-called "communities" plan is a poor choice for Yellowstone County. It slices through
neighborhoods and communities to draw huge, strangely shaped legislative districts. it was
developed by the Montana Democratic party to give their candidates and unfair advantage in
elections. | urge the commission to reject the poorly-named "Communities" map and instead
draw new districts based on neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and
other common sense subdivisions. The redistricting process should not be about deciding what

the partisan outcome of the legislature should be. It should be about giving the people their fair
representation.
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

The so-called "communities" plan is a poor choice for Yellowstone County. It slices through
neighborhoods and communities to draw huge, strangely shaped legislative districts. it was
developed by the Montana Democratic party to give their candidates and unfair advantage in
elections. | urge the commission to reject the poorly-named "Communities" map and instead
draw new districts based on neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and
other common sense subdivisions. The redistricting process should not be about deciding what
the partisan outcome of the legislature should be. It should be about giving the people their fair
representation.
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

The so-called "communities" plan is a poor choice for Yellowstone County. It slices through
neighborhoods and communities to draw huge, strangely shaped legislative districts. it was
developed by the Montana Democratic party to give their candidates and unfair advantage in
elections. | urge the commission to reject the poorly-named "Communities" map and instead
draw new districts based on neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and
other common sense subdivisions. The redistricting process should not be about deciding what
the partisan outcome of the legislature should be. It should be about giving the people their fair

representation. RE(’W%ZD
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

The so-called "communities” plan is a poor choice for Yellowstone County. It slices through
neighborhoods and communities to draw huge, strangely shaped legislative districts. it was
developed by the Montana Democratic party to give their candidates and unfair advantage in
elections. | urge the commission to reject the poorly-named "Communities" map and instead -
draw new districts based on neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and
other common sense subdivisions. The redistricting process should not be about deciding what
the partisan outcome of the legislature should be. It’should be about giving the people their fair

_ representation. AM& /7
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

The so-called "communities" plan is a poor choice for Yellowstone County. It slices-through
neighborhoods and communities to draw huge, strangely shaped legislative districts. it was
developed by the Montana Democratic party to give their candidates and unfair advantage in
elections. | urge the commission to reject the poorly-named "Communities" map and instead
draw new districts based on neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and
other common sense subdivisions. The redistricting process should not be about deciding what
the partisan outcome of the legislature should be. It should be about giving the people their fair
representation.
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

The so-called "communities" plan is a poor choice for Yellowstone County. It slices through
neighborhoods and communities to draw huge, strangely shaped legislative districts. it was
developed by the Montana Democratic party to give their candidates and unfair advantage in
elections. | urge the commission to reject the poorly-named "Communities” map and instead
draw new districts based on neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and
other common sense subdivisions. The redistricting process should not be about deciding what
the partisan outcome of the legislature should be. it should be about giving the people their fair
representation.
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

The so-called "communities" plan is a poor choice for Yellowstone County. it slices through
neighborhoods and communities to draw huge, strangely shaped legislative districts. it was
developed by the Montana Democratic party to give their candidates and unfair advantage in
elections. | urge the commission to reject the poorly-némed "Communities” map and instead
draw new districts based on neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and
other common sense subdivisions. The redistricting process should not be about deciding what
the partisan outco.me of the legislature should be. It should be about giving the people their fair
representation.
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RE: Redistricting Update- This is very important | Hide Details
FROM:  Rick YWaltner Thursday, April 19, 2012 4:44 PM

TO: Bruce Kentner

Bruce, It came up fine for me in "Word" | copied it and include it here.

Dear Chairman Regnier,

| strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election results in the development of district lines for
the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats they think they
can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the number of people in districts,
protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and communities of interest.

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election results. There is no
other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political purpose for the Montana
Democratic Party. The new map should have no resemblance to the current map, because it inconsistently ignores
existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the compactness requirement and all of the other official
redistricting criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting points for the new
map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a slightly modified version of the map
the Democrats put forward in 2000 using political data and election results. Many local communities are putting
forward suggestions for their area s — please pay special attention to those.

Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject partisan politics
in the redistricting effort.

Sincerely,
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| support fair non-partisan legislative districts!

*Qne percent or less variation in the size of districts: It's not

fair if one representative has to represent 9400 people, and Rﬁghﬂﬁ&)

the next one up the road only has 8600. The people in the ‘

smaller district get easier access to their government. APR 25 2012
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*No political data should be used to draw districts. Districts

Services
should be drawn to represent people, not partisan politics Division

*Don’t keep the current districts: The current districts divide
communities in two, they have wildly varying population sizes
— in general they’re not unbiased.
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fair if one representative has to represent 9400 people, and
the next one up the road only has 8600. The people in the
smaller district get easier access to their government.

*No political data should be used to draw districts. Districts
should be drawn to represent people, not partisan politics

*Don’t keep the current districts: The current districts divide
communities in two, they have wildly varying population sizes

— in general they’re not unbiased. ‘ // L iSoM Mf“
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander based on
how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria you adopted?
Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states that allow one political
party to draw seats that help them in elections. You should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria. | think the
urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recognition of the differences between cities and
rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is also a good approach since it
seems to keep many counties and towns together when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is ridiculous. It
shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander based on
how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria you adopted?
Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states that allow one political
party to draw seats that help them in elections. You should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria. 1 think the
urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recogpnition of the differences between cities and
rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is also a good approach since it
seems to keep many counties and towns together when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is ridiculous. It
shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but 1 don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander based on
how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria you adopted?
Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states that allow one political
party to draw seats that help them in elections. You should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria. [ think the
urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recogpnition of the differences between cities and
rural areas of the state. 1 think the subdivision 100 map is also a good approach since it
seems fo keep many counties and towns together when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is ridiculous. It
shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

I believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district fines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander based on
how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria you adopted?
Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states that allow one political
party fo draw seats that help them in elections. You should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria. | think the
urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recognition of the differences between cities and
rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is also a good approach since it
seems o keep many counties and fowns together when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is ridiculous. It
shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander based on
how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria you adopted?
Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states that allow one polifical
party to draw seats that help them in elections. You should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria. | think the
urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recogpnition of the differences between cities and
rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is also a good approach since it
seems to keep many counties and towns together when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is ridiculous. It
shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision).

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

| strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election results in the development of district
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest.

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election results.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
purpose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map should have no resemblance to the current map,
because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting points for
the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a slightly modified
version of the map the Democrats put forward in 2000 using political data and election results. Many local
communities are putting forward suggestions for their areas — please pay special attention to those.

Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject
partisan politics in the redistricting effort.

Sincerely,
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander based on
how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria you adopted?
Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states that allow one political
party to draw seats that help them in elections. You should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria. | think the
urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recognition of the differences between cities and
rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is also a good approach since it
seems to keep many counties and towns together when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is ridiculous. It
shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening o my comments,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

| strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election results in the development of district
lines for the legisiature. Polifical parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest.

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election results.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
purpose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map should have no resemblance to the current map,
because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting points for
the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a slightly modified
version of the map the Democrats put forward in 2000 using political data and election results. Many local
communities are putting forward suggestions for their areas - please pay special attention to those.

Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject
partisan politics in the redistricting effort.

Sincerely, /
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

| strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election results in the development of district
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest.

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election results.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
purpose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map should have no resemblance to the current map,
because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting points for
the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a slightly modified
version of the map the Democrats put forward in 2000 using political data and election results. Many local
communities are putting forward suggestions for their areas - please pay special attention fo those.

Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject
partisan politics in the redistricting effort.

Sincerely,
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

I understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision).

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Please focus on your criteria and don’t
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our
priorities. '
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Please focus on your criteria and don’t
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our
priorities.

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Please focus on your criteria and don’t
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our
priorities.

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Please focus on your criteria and don’t
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our
priorities.

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Please focus on your criteria and don’t
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our
priorities.

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Please focus on your criteria and don’t
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our
priorities.

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Please focus on your criteria and don’t
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our
priorities.

Sincerely, 7 - 7
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Please focus on your criteria and don’t
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our
priorities.

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Please focus on your criteria and don’t
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our
priorities.

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election resuits to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Please focus on your criteria and don’t
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our
priorities.

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Please focus on your criteria and don't
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our
priorities.

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Regpnier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different prioritfes. Please focus on your criteria and don't
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our
priorities.

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Piease focus on your criteria and don’t
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our
priorities.

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Please focus on your criteria and don’t
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our
priorities.

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have |
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Please focus on your criteria and don’t
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our
priorities.

Sincerely,

NME T ol = Fretlor

ADED%'ESSS: 7 Lorestone Aome PO IS oy 38¢ @TCJW)MMG/ IV
3R

EMAIL, _# Vesblor Z ) Pneritancy . SO

RECEIVE]D

APR 25 2017

Montana Leqi
s €gislatjy,
Services Divisiop,




Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander
based on how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria
you adopted? Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states
that allow one political party to draw seats that help them in elections. You

should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria.
| think the urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recognition of the differences
between cities and rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is
also a good approach since it seems to keep many counties and towns together

when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is
ridiculous. It shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander
based on how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria
you adopted? Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states
that allow one political party to draw seats that help them in elections. You
should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria.
| think the urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recognition of the differences
between cities and rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is
also a good approach since it seems to keep many counties and towns together
when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is
ridiculous. It shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

I strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election results in the development of district
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and

communities of interest.

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election results.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
purpose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map should have no resemblance to the current map,
because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting points for
- the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a slightly modified

version of the map the Democrats put forward in 2000 using political data and election results. Many local

communities are putting forward suggestions for their areas - please pay special attention to those.

Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject
partisan politics in the redistricting effort.

Sincerely, ‘
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

I strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election results in the development of district
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and

communities of interest.

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election results.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
purpose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map should have no resemblance to the current map,
because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting points for
the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a slightly modified
version of the map the Democrats put forward in 2000 using political data and election results. Many local
communities are putting forward suggestions for their areas — please pay special attention to those.

Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject
partisan politics in the redistricting effort.

Sincerely,
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander
based on how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria
you adopted? Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states
that allow one political party to draw seats that help them in elections. You

- should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria.
| think the urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recognition of the differences
between cities and rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is
also a good approach since it seems to keep many counties and towns together

when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is
ridiculous. It shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander
based on how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria
you adopted? Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states
that allow one political party to draw seats that help them in elections. You

should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria.
| think the urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recognition of the differences
between cities and rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is
also a good approach since it seems to keep many counties and towns together

when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is
ridiculous. It shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joinéd into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Please focus on your criteria and don’t
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our
priorities.

Sincerely, P o
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Dear Chairman Reg.nier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Please focus on your criteria and don’t
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our
priorities.

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Reg.nier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Please focus on your criteria and don’t
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our

priorities.

Sincerely, o
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Dear Chairman Reg'nier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with

Butte, not with our proposed House seat.

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Please focus on your criteria and don’t
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our

priorities.

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Regvnier,

As a resident of Granite County, | do not agree with having Anaconda as part of two districts that can
dominate both my county and Powell County. The community of Anaconda should be kept together,
and Granite and Powell counties should be joined into one House district. This will recognize the urban-
rural differences we have compared to Anaconda. As such, Anaconda should have a Senate district with
Butte, not with our proposed House seat. |

The reason the Democrats would like two districts to come out of Anaconda is because the two seats
will be dominated by Democrats. Even though their map is called the “Communities” map, they go
against what they claim their map is about by splitting the town of Anaconda and forcing their voters
into our two counties. They know they can have two Democrats out of this area because they use
election results to see how districts will vote before the votes are even taken!

There is a reason Granite and Powell counties are no longer a part of Deer Lodge county. We have
different interests, different communities and different priorities. Please focus on your criteria and don't
let Anaconda dominate our elections. The Subdivisions 100 map does the best job of matching our
priorities.

Sincerely,
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Butte-Silver Bow has dramatically different interests from Jefferson County or Granite County.
We are the ones who have the Berkley Pit in the middie of our town, not them.

We are the ones who have a combined city/county government, not them.

Has anyone ever heard of St. Patrick's Day in Jefferson County?

I want Butte's legislators to reflect Butte's interest, not to have to split their time between thinking
about our needs and those of nearby counties where the lifestyle is totally different.

For that reason, | oppose the so-called "communities” plan presented by commissioners Lamson and
Smith. The name is ironic. They call it "communities," then proceed to split my town up and mix us in
with areas with which we have little in common.

Instead, | prefer the subdivision plan, or the urban-rural plan, or even the deviation plan. Those do a
much better job of keeping my town's legislative delegation together.

Sincerely,
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Butte-Silver Bow has dramatically different interests from Jefferson County or Granite County.
We are the ones who have the Berkley Pit in the middle of our town, not them.

We are the ones who have a combined city/county government, not them.

Has anyone ever heard of St. Patrick's Day in Jefferson County?

| want Butte's legislators to reflect Butte's interest, not to have to split their time between thinking
about our needs and those of nearby counties where the lifestyle is totally different.

For that reason, | oppose the so-called "communities" plan presented by commissioners Lamson and
Smith. The name is ironic. They call it "communities," then proceed to split my town up and mix us in
with areas with which we have little in common.

Instead, | prefer the subdivision plan, or the urban-rural plan, or even the deviation plan. Those do a
much better job of keeping my town's legislative delegation together.

Sincerely, ,
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Butte-Silver Bow has dramatically different interests from Jefferson County or Granite County.

We are the ones who have the Berkley Pit in the middle of our town, not them.
We are the ones who have a combined city/county government, not them.
Has anyone ever heard of St. Patrick's Day in Jefferson County?

I want Butte's legislators to reflect Butte's interest, not to have to split their time between thinking
about our needs and those of nearby counties where the lifestyle is totally different.

For that reason, | oppose the so-called "communities” plan presented by commissioners Lamson and
Smith. The name is ironic. They call it "communities,” then proceed to split my town up and mix us in
with areas with which we have little in common.

Instead, | prefer the subdivision plan, or the urban-rural plan, or even the deviation plan. Those do a
much better job of keeping my town's legislative delegation together.

Sincerely,
NAME: XQﬂVﬁWM

v

ADDRESS: oz Xﬁ/é/&l .
ﬁ LY

EMAIL:

RECEIVED

APR 25 2012

Montana Legislative
Services Division



Butte-Silver Bow has dramatically different interests from Jefferson County or Granite County.
We are the ones who have the Berkley Pit in the middle of our town, not them.

We are the ones who have a combined city/county government, not them.

Has anyone ever heard of St. Patrick's Day in Jefferson County?

I want Butte's legislators to reflect Butte's interest, not to have to split their time between thinking
about our needs and those of nearby counties where the lifestyle is totally different.

For that reason, | oppose the so-called "communities" plan presented by commissioners Lamson and
Smith. The name is ironic. They call it "communities," then proceed to split my town up and mix us in
with areas with which we have little in common.

Instead, | prefer the subdivision plan, or the urban-rural plan, or even the deviation plan. Those do a
much better job of keeping my town's legislative delegation together.

Sincerely,
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Butte-Silver Bow has dramatically different interests from Jefferson County or Granite County.
We are the ones who have the Berkiey Pit in the middle of our town, not them.

We are the ones who have a combined city/county government, not them.

Has anyone ever heard of St. Patrick’s Day in Jefferson County?

| want Butte's legislators to reflect Butte's interest, not to have to split their time between thinking
about our needs and those of nearby counties where the lifestyle is totally different.

For that reason, | oppose the so-called "communities" plan presented by commissioners Lamson and
Smith. The name is ironic. They call it "communities,” then proceed to split my town up and mix us in
with areas with which we have little in common.

Instead, | prefer the subdivision plan, or the urban-rural plan, or even the deviation plan. Those do a
much better job of keeping my town's legislative delegation together.

Sincerely,
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander
based on how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria
you adopted? Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states
that allow one political party to draw seats that help them in elections. You
should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria.
| think the urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recognition of the differences
between cities and rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is
also a good approach since it seems to keep many counties and towns together

when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is
ridiculous. It shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander
based on how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria
you adopted? Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states
that allow one political party to draw seats that help them in elections. You

should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria.
| think the urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recognition of the differences
between cities and rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is
also a good approach since it seems to keep many counties and towns together

when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is
ridiculous. It shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander
based on how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria
you adopted? Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states
that allow one political party to draw seats that help them in elections. You

should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria.
| think the urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recoghnition of the differences
between cities and rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is
also a good approach since it seems to keep many counties and towns together

when possible.

. Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help themiis
ridiculous. It shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,

Name: \Jemes [Seane—

Address: 6 05 Comer— R vD

I INSSTON , MT— 5907
Email Address: ﬂ_qmabg_—ﬂa&@ by, /c@AM T COP

RF%Jf;;Z ot
APR 25 7017

Montana Legislative
Services Division




Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander
based on how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria
you adopted? Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states
that allow one political party to draw seats that help them in elections. You

should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria.
| think the urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recognition of the differences
between cities and rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is
also a good approach since it seems to keep many counties and towns together

when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is
ridiculous. It shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander
based on how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria
you adopted? Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states
that allow one political party to draw seats that help them in elections. You
should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria.
| think the urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recognition of the differences
between cities and rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is
also a good approach since it seems to keep many counties and towns together

when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is
ridiculous. It shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,

Name: V“B\“ ’\?P CUAA O

Address: A/:Zé 6 B 7%
,Zlmg shoew MmT SY0FL

Email Address: ﬁ@&mbv[[@ C;{Ob C\XSO / Q-—@VL{\J

RECEIVEpD
APR 25 2017

Montang Leqi
. €gislatiy,
Services Division ©




Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander
based on how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria
you adopted? Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states
that allow one political party to draw seats that help them in elections. You

should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria.
| think the urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recognition of the differences
between cities and rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is
also a good approach since it seems to keep many counties and towns together

when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is
ridiculous. It shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander
based on how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria
you adopted? Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states
that allow one political party to draw seats that help them in elections. You
should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria.
| think the urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recognition of the differences
between cities and rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is
also a good approach since it seems to keep many counties and towns together
when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is
ridiculous. It shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander
based on how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria
you adopted? Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states
that allow one political party to draw seats that help them in elections. You
should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria.
| think the urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recognition of the differences
between cities and rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is
also a good approach since it seems to keep many counties and towns together

when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is
ridiculous. It shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,

Name: E;Me:\)r\dh

Address: Yo Lala.\\lls \-MQ
Ma\isaa W\ onT  SY0|

Email Address:

REGEIVED

APR 25 2012

Montana Legisiative
Services Division




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

I understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary spilitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision).

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,
(NAME):
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

I understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

I believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision).

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,
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