ipport the Communities Plan because it:

e Guarantees our constitutional right of one person,

one vote, "

e 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 mmonty voting nghts
so American Indian citizens can fully partlc:pate 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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apport the Communities Plan because it:

# Guarantees our constitutional right of one person,
one vote, Lo

‘Respects existing communities across Montana,

including small towns, rural commumtnes cities,

and suburban areas,

Keeps intact more smaII towns than any other

proposed plan,

Provides strong protection of minority voting rights,

so American Indian citizens can fully partncnpate 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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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

Our county GIS department and Clerk & Recorder office put forward some very common sense starting points for
redistricting in Gallatin County. In addition, the Subdivision and Urban/Rural maps are also good attempts at drawing
lines here.

What is not acceptable are two maps based on gerrymandering. The first was introduced in 2000 and is now modified as
the “Existing Districts” map. The second is the Montana Democrat Party’s new gerrymander for 2010, which is ironically
called the “Communities” map. Nothing could be further from the truth.

The 2010 Democrat map totally disregards communities and neighborhoods in the city of Bozeman. Five districts come
out of the city into various parts of the suburbs rather than recognizing the difference between urban, rural and
suburban. Also, there is at least one district (#65) that is not compact at all, which is against state and federal law. Under
no circumstances can that district be described as compact.

The commission has better proposals to work with. It should stick to its criteria rather than starting with a plan that
manipulates legislative boundaries for political gain.
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| support the Communities Plan because it:

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

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

e Keeps intact more small towns than any other
pronosed 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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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
, PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706




I support the Communities Plan because it:

I support_‘the Communities Plan because it:

I
u i ' Guarantees our constitutional right of one person -
~ one vote,
Gu‘f Respects existing communities across Montana,
" including small towns, rural communities, cities,
and suburban areas,
(- Keeps intact more small towns than any other

proposed plan,

G ! Provides strong protection of minority voting rights,

so American Indian citizens can fully participate in
e, Our political process, and
s Createsa fair balance so that no one political party
gains monopoly control of the Legislature.

Tihn P fen ,,,/[
Nameg.c/ ,/ZC ,.7./1 5 /_.q
Address /g) (‘,/7} ”/\L.// j" ;fj“’& !/

City State Zip

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

e 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,

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
gams monopoly contro! of the Legislature.
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706

Helena, MT 59620-1706
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
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PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706
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I support the Communities Plan because it:

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

e 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,

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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| support the Communities Plan because it:

one vote,

e Respects existing communities across Montana,

including small towns, rural communities, cities,
and suburban areas,

¢ Keeps intact more small towns than any other

proposed plan,

o 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,

Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706
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| support the Communities Plan because it:

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

e 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,

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

o 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,

e 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,

e Provides strong protection of minority votmg 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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Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706
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| support the Communities Plan because it:

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

e 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,

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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| support the Communities Plan because it:

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

e 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,

e Provides strong protection of minbrity voting rights,

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

e C(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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Legislative Services Division
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Helena, MT 59620-1706
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| support the Communities Plan because it:

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

e 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,

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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| support the Communities Plan because it:

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

e 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,

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

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

e Provides strong protection of minority voting rights,

e Creates a fair balance so that no one political party’
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
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Helena, MT 59620-1706
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I support the Communities Plan because it:

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

e 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, . T

e Provides strong protection of mlnonty votmg 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.

Cele Scle biczec k.
VivdeZ R U 2
POn Kole (AT ST00/

City State Zip

(X4}
[$X]
L)
L3
P
wd
D]
R

if
ot

| support the Communities Plan becau'se it:
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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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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706
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Montgn.a Legislative
Services Division
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706
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¢ Guarantees our constitutional right of one person,
one vote, '

e 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, ‘ }

e Provides strong protection of minority voting rights Districting & Apportionment Commission

’ et
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so American Indian citizens can fully participate in Legislative Services Division
our political process, and PO Box 201706
e Creates a fair balance so that no one political party Helena, MT 59620-1706

gains monopoly control of the Legislature.
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I supr~rt the Communities Plan because it:

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

e 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, :

e Provides strong protectlon of mmorxty 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.

Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706
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| support the Communities Plan because it:

Guarantees our constitutional rlght of one person

®
one vote,

e 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 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: Buls
B
e Guarantees our constitutional right of one person,
one vote,
e Respects existing communities across Montana,
‘including small towns, rural commumtles cities,
and suburban areas,
o 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 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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Monta.na Legislative
Services Division
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706
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| support the Communities Plan because it:

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

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

e 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 C(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,

e 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,

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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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706
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MAY 2 2 2012

Montana Legislative
Services Division
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
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Helena, MT 59620-1706
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I 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 Keepsintact more small towns than any other
proposed plan, o

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

e C(Creates a fair balance so that no one political party
gains monopoly control of the Legislature.
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I support the Communities Plan b_eééuse it:
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e Guarantees our constitutional right of one person,
one vote,

e 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,

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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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
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| support the Communities Plan because it; ~ “*¥&eaet « >
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e Guarantees our constitutional right of one person,
one vote, FOREVER

e 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,

e Provides strong protection of minority voting rights, Dlstnctmg‘& A'pportlor.xment. (;qmmission
so American Indian citizens can fully participate in Legislative Services Division
ur political process, and PO Box 201706

¢ Creates a fair balance so that no one political party Helena, MT 59620-1706

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,
e 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, S ) o
® Provides strong protection of minority voting rights, D:strlctlng.& A.pportlor.lment. C.o.mmlssmn
so American Indian citizens can fully participate in Legislative Services Division
our political process, and PO Box 201706
e - Creates a fair balance so that no one political party Helena, MT 59620-1706
gains monopoly control of the Legislature.
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I support the Communities Plan because it:
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e Guarantees our constitutional right of one person,
one vote, '

e 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,

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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| support the Communities Plan because it:

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

e 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,

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

o C(Creates a fair balance so that no one political party
gains monopoly control of the Legislature.
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FOREVER 3

Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

- RECEIVED

MAY 2 4 201

Monta-na Legislative
Services Division
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706
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e Guarantees our-constitutional right of one pers
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

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

one vote, _

e 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,

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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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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| support the Communities Plan because it:

ﬁaH\»; El

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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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED

MAY 25 2012

Monta.na Legislative
Services Division
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED

MAY 25 2012

Montana Legislative
Services Division
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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,.

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

e 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,

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

* Provides strong protectibn\ 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.

/Vm/gy' L. Fewvder

Name
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Address
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED

MAY 29 2012

Montana Legislative
Services Division
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED

- MAY 29 2017

Monta‘na Legisiative
Services Division




| support the Communities Plan because it:

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

e 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,

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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| support the Communities Plan because it:

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

e 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,

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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Address —
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED

MAY 30 2012

Montana Legislative
Services Division
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED

MAY 30 77

Montana Legis_,\gtive
Services Division
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| support the Communities Plan because it:

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

e  Respects existing communities across Montana,
including small towns, rural communities, tities,' '
and suburban areas,

e 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

¢ 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,

e 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,

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.

Nancy  Clulens
Name
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M Reson MT59(3]

City State Zip
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED

MAY 81 2012

Monta‘na Legislative
Services Division

gp\S\N AT

MAY 29 2012

Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

MAY 30

Montana Legislative
Services Division

i!i!t!iEIIHH!H!l!nllniilﬁi}Hin!”l“H”H!!“Ni!li!i




| support the Communities Plan because it:

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

. Réspetts existing communities across Montana,
including small towns, rural communities, cities,
and suburban areas,

e 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 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,

e 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,

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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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED
MAY 31 2012

Montana Legislative
Services Division

Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

MAY 31 701

Montana Legislz;tive
Services Division




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, cntles
and suburban areas,

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

® Provides strong protection of minority voting rights

4

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.

Bocbaca Kenmille
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED

MAY 31 2012

Montana Legisiative
Services Division

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 partucnpate 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

RECEIVED

MAY 31 2012

Montana Legislative
Services Division




| support the Communities Plan because it:
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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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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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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED
MAY 31 2012

Montana Legislative
Services Division

Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED

MAY 31 2012

Montana Legislative
Services Division




| 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,

e 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.

Ludia Fleming
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division ’
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

I support the Communities Plan because it:

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

e 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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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

ECEIVED
MAY 3 1 2012

Montana Legislative
Services Division




I support the Communities Plan because it:

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

e 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,

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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| support the Communities Plan because it:

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

e 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,

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.

Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED
MAY 31 201

Montana Legi .
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Services Division °

Districting & Apbortionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED
MAY 8 1 2012

Monta_na Legislative
Services Division




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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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED
MAY 31 201

Monta.na Legislative
Services Division

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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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED
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I support the Communities Plan because it:

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

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

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

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 polmcal 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,

e 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,

e 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
monopoly control of the Legislature.
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED
MAY 31 2012
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED

MAY 31 2012

Montang Legislative
Services Division




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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| support the Commitinities 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 smali 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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Districting & Appbrtionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

JUN 04 2017

Montana Legislative
Services Division
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| support the Communities Plan because it:

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

e 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,

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

e (reates 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,

e 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,

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.

Amy Cronon
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legistative Services Division
PO Box 201706 ‘
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED

MAY 31 2012

Monta.na Legislative
Services Division

Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706
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MAY 31 2012

Monta_na Legislative
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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,

e Keepsintact 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

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

e 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

¢ 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

Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
- PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706
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MAY 81 2012

Monta_na Legislative
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| support the Communities Plan because it:

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

e 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,

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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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

RECEIVED
JUN O 1 2019
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I support fair non-partisan legislative districts!
*One 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.

Name/Address: MQ«M %M{?’VDM
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

forward some very common sense starting points for

ment and Clerk & Recorder office put .
o and Urban/Rural maps are also good attempts at drawing

redistricting in Gallatin County. in addition, the Subdivision

lines here.

What is not acceptable are two maps based on gerrymandering. The first was introduced in 2000 and is now modified as

, b is ironicall
the “Existing Districts” map. The second is the Montana Democrat Party’s new gerrymander for 2010, which |‘s ironically

called the “Communities” map. Nothing could be further from the truth.

. . - . - ome
The 2010 Democrat map totally disregards communities and neighborhoods in the city of Bozemar;. Five dls't::;s C
out of the city into various parts of the suburbs rather than recognizing the difference between urban, rura

ichii i 1 law. Under
suburban. Also, there is at least one district (#65) that is not compact at all, which is against sta;e and federa
no circumstances can that district be described as compact.

4 I3 . . 3 - . hat
The commission has better proposals to work with. It should stick to its criteria rather than starting with a plant

manipulates legislative boundaries for political gain.
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

Our county GIS department and Clerk & Recorder office put forward some very common sense starting points for

redistricting in Gallatin County. In addition, the Subdivision and Urban/Rural maps are also good attempts at drawing
lines here.

What is not acceptable are two maps based on gerrymandering. The first was introduced in 2000 and is now modified as
the “Existing Districts” map. The second is the Montana Democrat Party’s new gerrymander for 2010, which is ironically
called the “Communities” map. Nothing could be further from the truth.

The 2010 Democrat map totally disregards communities and neighborhoods in the city of Bozeman. Five districts come
out of the city into various parts of the suburbs rather than recognizing the difference between urban, rural and

suburban. Also, there is at least one district (#65) that is not compact at all, which is against state and federal law. Under
no circumstances can that district be described as compact.

The commission has better propqsals to work with. It should stick to its criteria rather than starting with a plan that
manipulates legislative boundaries for political gain.

RECEIVED

MAY 15 20%2

Montana Legislative
Services Division
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Our county GIS department and Clerk & Recorder office put forward some very common sense starting points for
redistricting in Gallatin County. In addition, the Subdivision and Urban/Rural maps are also good attempts at drawing

lines here.

What. is not acceptavble are two maps based on gerrymandering. The first was introduced in 2000 and is now modified as
the “Existing Districts” map. The second is the Montana Democrat Party’s new gerrymander for 2010, which is ironically
called the “Communities” map. Nothing could be further from the truth.

The 2010 Democrat map totally disregards communities and neighborhoods in the city of Bozeman. Five districts come
out of the city into various parts of the suburbs rather than recognizing the difference between urban, rural and
suburban. Also, there is at least one district (#65) that is not compact at all, which is against state and federal law. Under
no circumstances can that district be described as compact.

The commission has better proposals to work with. It should stick to its criteria rather than starting with a plan that

manipulates legislative boundaries for political gain.
ZCEIVED

e 12mela White
MAY 15 201

Address: 2200 %\ 8(/\4.&)\)@ QOC/Q Montana Legislative
%@Z@ méﬁ MT 6@’7 l@ Services Division

Email Address: _D \,U\/)‘\/\'e/@zpe@@ j/(() ) CO\/\O -

To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

Our county GIS department and Clerk & Recorder office put forward some very common sense starting points for
redistricting in Gallatin County. In addition, the Subdivision and Urban/Rural maps are also good attempts at drawing

lines here.

What is not acceptable are two maps based on gerrymandering. The first was introduced in 2000 and is now modified as
the “Existing Districts” map. The second is the Montana Democrat Party’s new gerrymander for 2010, which is ironically
called the “Communities” map. Nothing couid be further from the truth.

The 2010 Democrat map totally disregards communities and neighborhoods in the city of Bozeman. Five districts come
out of the city into various parts of the suburbs rather than recognizing the difference between urban, rural and
suburban. Also, there is at least one district (#65) that is not compact at all, which is against state and federal law. Under
no circumstances can that district be described as compact.

The commission has better proposals to work with. It should stick to its criteria rather than starting with a plan that
manipulates legislative boundaries for political gain.
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10 TNe iviempers Or tne iviontana reaistricung Lommission:

Our county GIS department and Clerk & Recorder office put forward some very common sense starting points for
redistricting in Gallatin County. In addition, the Subdivision and Urban/Rural maps are also good attempts at drawing
lines here.

What is not acceptable are two maps based on gerrymandering. The first was introduced in 2000 and is now modified as
the “Existing Districts” map. The second is the Montana Democrat Party’s new gerrymander for 2010, which is ironically
called the “Communities” map. Nothing could be further from the truth.

The 2010 Democrat map totally disregards communities and neighborhoods in the city of Bozeman. Five districts come
out of the city into various parts of the suburbs rather than recognizing the difference between urban, rural and
suburban. Also, there is at least one district (#65) that is not compact at all, which is against state and federal law. Under
no circumstances can that district be described as compact.

The commission has better proposals to work with. It should stick to its criteria rather than starting with a plan that
manipulates legislative boundaries for poilitical gain.
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

Our county GIS department and Clerk & Recorder office put forward some very common sense starting points for
redistricting in Gallatin County. In addition, the Subdivision and Urban/Rural maps are also good attempts at drawing
lines here. ‘

What is not acceptable are two maps based on gerrymandering. The first was introduced in 2000 and is now modified as
the “Existing Districts” map. The second is the Montana Democrat Party’s new gerrymander for 2010, which is ironically
called the “Communities” map. Nothing could be further from the truth.

The 2010 Democrat map totally disregards communities and neighborhoods in the city of Bozeman. Five districts come
out of the city into various parts of the suburbs rather than recognizing the difference between urban, rural and
suburban. Also, there is at least one district (#65) that is not compact at all, which is against state and federal law. Under
no circumstances can that district be described as compact.

The commission has better proposals to work with. It should stick to its criteria rather than starting with a plan that
manipulates legislative boundaries for political gain.
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Our county GIS department and Clerk & Recorder office put forward some very commaon sense starting points for
redistricting in Gallatin County. In addition, the Subdivision and Urban/Rural maps are also good attempts at drawing

lines here.

What is not acceptable are two maps based on gerrymandering. The first was introduced in 2000 and is now modified as
the “Existing Districts” map. The second is the Moqtana Democrat Party’s new gerrymander for 2010, which is ironically
called the “Communities” map. Nothing could be further from the truth.

The 2010 Democrat map totally disregards communities and neighborhoods in the city of Bozeman. Five districts come
out of the city into various parts of the suburbs rather than recognizing the difference between urban, rural and
suburban. Also, there is at least one district (#65) that is not compact at all, which is against state and federal law. Under
no circumstances can that district be described as compact.

The commission has better proposals to work with. It should stick to its criteria rather than starting with a plan that
manipulates legislative boundaries for political gain.
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

Our county GIS department and Clerk & Recorder office put forward some very common sense starting points for
redistricting in Gallatin County. In addition, the Subdivision and Urban/Rural maps are also good attempts at drawing
lines here.

What is not acceptable are two maps based on gerrymandering. The first was introduced in 2000 and is now modified as
the “Existing Districts” map. The second is the Montana Democrat Party’s new gerrymander for 2010, which is ironically
called the “Communities” map. Nothing could be further from the truth.

The 2010 Democrat map totally disregards communities and neighborhoods in the city of Bozeman. Five districts come
out of the city into various parts of the suburbs rather than recognizing the difference between urban, rural and
suburban. Also, there is at least one district (#65) that is not compact at all, which is against state and federal law. Under
no circumstances can that district be described as compact.

The commission has better proposals to work with. It should stick to its criteria rather than starting with a plan that
manipulates legislative boundaries for political gain.
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

Our county GIS department and Clerk & Recorder office put forward some very common sense starting points for
redistricting in Gallatin County. In addition, the Subdivision and Urban/Rural maps are also good attempts at drawing
lines here.

What is not acceptable are two maps based on gerrymandering. The first was introduced in 2000 and is now modified as
the “Existing Districts” map. The second is the Montana Democrat Party’s new gerrymander for 2010, which is ironically
called the “Communities” map. Nothing could be further from the truth.

The 2010 Democrat map totally disregards communities and neighborhoods in the city of Bozeman. Five districts come
out of the city into various parts of the suburbs rather than recognizing the difference between urban, rural and
suburban. Also, there is at least one district (#65) that is not compact at all, which is against state and federal law. Under
no circumstances can that district be described as compact.

The commission has better proposals to work with: It should stick to its criteria rather than starting with a plan that
manipulates legislative boundaries for political gain.
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

Our county GIS department and Clerk & Recorder office put forward some very common sense starting points for
redistricting in Gallatin County. In addition, the Subdivision and Urban/Rural maps are also good attempts at drawing

lines here.

What is not acceptable are two maps based on gerrymandering. The first was introduced in 2000 and is now modified as
the “Existing Districts” map. The second is the Montana Democrat Party’s new gerrymander for 2010, which is ironically
called the “Communities” map. Nothing could be further from the truth.

The 2010 Democrat map totally disregards communities and neighborhoods in the city of Bozeman. Five districts come
out of the city into various parts of the suburbs rather than recognizing the difference between urban, rural and
suburban. Also, there is at least one district (#65) that is not compact at all, which is against state and federal law. Under

no circumstances can that district be described as compact.

The commission has better proposals to work with. It should stick to its criteria rather than starting with a plan that

manipulates legislative boundaries for political gain.
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

Our county GIS department and Clerk & Recorder office put forward some very common sense starting points for
redistricting in Gallatin County. In addition, the Subdivision and Urban/Rural maps are also good attempts at drawing

lines here.
What is not acceptable are two maps based on gerrymandering. The first was introduced in 2000 and is now modified as

the “Existing Districts” map. The second is the Montana Democrat Party’s new gerrymander for 2010, which is ironically
called the “Communities” map. Nothing could be further from the truth.

The 2010 Democrat map totally disregards communities and neighborhoods in the city of Bozeman. Five districts come
out 6f the city into various parts of the suburbs rather than recognizing the difference between urban, rural and
suburban. Also, there is at least one district (#65) that is not compact at all, which is against state and federal law. Under
no circumstances can that district be described as compact.

The commission has better proposals to work with. It should stick to its criteria rather than starting with a plan that
manipulates legislative boundaries for political gain.
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

Our county GIS department and Clerk & Recorder office put forward some very common sense starting points for
redistricting in Gallatin County. In addition, the Subdivision and Urban/Rural maps are also good attempts at drawing
lines here.

What is not acceptable are two maps based on gerrymandering. The first was introduced in 2000 and is now modified as
the “Existing Districts” map. The second is the Montana Democrat Party’s new gerrymander for 2010, which is ironically
called the “Communities” map. Nothing could be further from the truth.

The 2010 Democrat map totally disregards communities and neighborhoods in the city of Bozeman. Five districts come
out of the city into various parts of the suburbs rather than recognizing the difference between urban, rural and
suburban. Also, there is at least one district (#65) that is not compact at all, which is against state and federal law. Under
no circumstances can that district be described as compact.

The commission has better proposals to work with. It should stick to its criteria rather than starting with a plan that

manipulates legislative boundaries for political gain. :
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Weiss, Rachel

From: Sarah and Blaine Jensen [b.squires@hotmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, May 12, 2012 11:52 AM

To: Redistricting

Subject: Support Communities Plan

Dear Commissioners,

I support the Communities Plan and I hope you do too. In these highly partisan, gridlocked
times, it is important to create districts that encourage legislators to work hard, listen to
voters, and come together to compromise and get things done. Montanans should choose their
legislators, not let a map do the work for them.

The Communities Plan best respects the independent spirit of Montanans. It also splits the
least towns and keeps the districts quite even in size, preserving our constitutional right
to ‘one person, one vote’.

Best wishes,

Sarah and Blaine Jensen
PO Box 3832
Billings, MT 59103




Weiss, Rachel

From: Nellie Israel [nellieisrael@aol.com]
Sent: Saturday, May 12, 2012 2:26 PM
To: Redistricting

Subject: Support Communities Plan

Dear Commissioners,

I support the Communities Plan and I hope.you do too. In these highly partisan, gridlocked
times, it is important to create districts that encourage legislators to work hard, listen to
voters, and come together to compromise and get things done. Montanans should choose their
legislators, not let a map do the work for them.

The Communities Plan best respects the independent spirit of Montanans. It also splits the
least towns and keeps the districts quite even in size, preserving our constitutional right
to ‘one person, one vote’.

Best wishes,
Nellie Israel

PO Box 76
Joliet, MT 59041



Weiss, Rachel

From: Joan and Burt Brownell [jbrownel@180com.net]
Sent: Saturday, May 12, 2012 6:12 PM

To: Redistricting

Subject: Support the Communities Plan

Dear Commissioners,

Of the redistricting plans prepared for your consideration, the Communities Plan is best. It

splits the least small towns, which are unique and critical Montana ‘communities of
interest’.

For Polson, Livingston, Four Corners, Glasgow, Ulm, Clancy, Troy, and more, we need the
Communities Plan.

The plan manages to do this while keeping districts highly evenly sized, preserving our
constitutional right to ‘one person, one vote’.

Sincerely,

Joan and Burt Brownell
P. 0. Box 600
Fishtail, MT 59028




Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division

PO Box 201706

Helena, MT 59620

Chairman Regnier and Commissioners,

Of the proposed legislative redistricting plans before you for consideration, the Communities
Plan is the best baseline. It splits notably less small towns (both incorporated and
unincorporated) than any of the others, and it keeps the average population deviation between
districts to 1.18%. These communities represent critical Montana communities of interest, and
they are overall best served by the Communities Plan.

The Communities Plan has other benefits as well. It best recognizes the shared commonalitiey
between urban and suburban voters. Suburban voters shop in town. They work in town. Their
children go to school in town. Splitting them off into rural, agricultural districts serves neither
their interests nor the interests of Montana farmers and ranchers.

In these highly partisan, gridlocked times, it is important to create districts that encourage
legislators to work hard, listen to voters, and come together to compromise and get things done.
As the most generally balanced plan, the Communities Plan offers that benefit as well.

I support the Communities Plan and encourage you to do so as well.

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

Stillwater County strongly believes it should be kept together as part of one single
legislative district. Since the county population is under the ideal district size of 9,984
residents, it makes sense to add a portion of Sweet Grass County and keep Stillwater
County in one piece. Also, we urge you to maintain a Senate district with Carbon
County, which shares many interests with us.

We understand that there are proposals out there that split our community. One of

which is a map put forward from the Montana Democratic Party. This plan used voting
preferences and election results as the main driver for drawing lines, and it should not
be taken seriously. Any proposal brought forward in such a manner should be suspect.

Counties are communities. When you split them up unnecessarily, you are splitting up
those traditional communities we have recognized for 100 years. As such, the best
choices to use are the Subdivisions 100 map and the Urban-Rural map.

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

Sanders County is too big for one House seat, but not big enough for two house seats. | urge the
commission to draw a seat wholly contained within the county. The other seat can join in
Mineral county and perhaps part of Lake County. These are communities with similar

industries, histories and concerns. Also, the two Sanders County districts should be paired as

one Senate seat.

The Democrat map put together by Lamson & Smith connects both Sanders County districts
with other counties. | think there are better options, which pair one Sanders House district with
Mineral and Lake Counties and another completely within Sanders County. This ensures that at
least one representative of ours will reside in the county. The urban/rural plan and the

subdivision plan do this.

Another thing about the Democrats map is that they overpopulate both Sanders County
districts with more voters. It appears they do this somewhat regularly around the state in rural
areas, especially if those rural areas tend to support Republicans. This is at the very least
unethical and an improper use of your tool of deviation.

If you just stick to your redistricting criteria, I think a majority of commission members can
come up with a map that looks like Montana.
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

Sanders County is too big for one House seat, but not big enough for two house seats. | urge the
commission to draw a seat wholly contained within the county. The other seat can join in
Mineral county and perhaps part of Lake County. These are communities with similar

industries, histories and concerns. Also, the two Sanders County districts should be paired as

one Senate seat.
The Democrat map put together by Lamson & Smith connects both Sanders County districts
with other counties. | think there are better options, which pair one Sanders House district with

Mineral and Lake Counties and another completely within Sanders County. This ensures that at
least one representative of ours will reside in the county. The urban/rural plan and the

subdivision plan do this.
Another thing about the Democrats map is that they overpopulate both Sanders County
districts with more voters. It appears they do this somewhat regularly around the state in rural

areas, especially if those rural areas tend to support Republicans. This is at the very least
unethical and an improper use of your tool of deviation.

If you just stick to your redistricting criteria, | think a majority of commission members can
come up with a map that looks like Montana.
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

Sanders County is too big for one House seat, but not big enough for two house seats. | urge the
commission to draw a seat wholly contained within the county. The other seat can join in

Mineral county and perhaps part of Lake County. These are communities with similar
industries, histories and concerns. Also, the two Sanders County districts should be paired as

one Senate seat.

The Democrat map put together by Lamson & Smith connects both Sanders County districts
with other counties. | think there are better options, which pair one Sanders House district with
Mineral and Lake Counties and another completely within Sanders County. This ensures that at
least one representative of ours will reside in the county. The urban/rural plan and the

subdivision plan do this.

Another thing about the Democrats map is that they overpopulate both Sanders County
districts with more voters. It appears they do this somewhat regularly around the state in rural

areas, especially if those rural areas tend to support Republicans. This is at the very least
unethical and an improper use of your tool of deviation.

If you just stick to your redistricting criteria, | think a majority of commission members can
come up with a map that looks like Montana. '
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

Sanders County is too big for one House seat, but not big enough for two house seats. | urge the
commission to draw a seat wholly contained within the county. The other seat can join in
Mineral county and perhaps part of Lake County. These are communities with similar

industries, histories and concerns. Also, the two Sanders County districts should be paired as

one Senate seat.

The Democrat map put together by Lamson & Smith connects both Sanders County districts
with other counties. | think there are better options, which pair one Sanders House district with
Mineral and Lake Counties and another completely within Sanders County. This ensures that at
least one representative of ours will reside in the county. The urban/rural plan and the

subdivision plan do this.

Another thing about the Democrats map is that they overpopulate both Sanders County
districts with more voters. It appears they do this somewhat regularly around the state in rural
areas, especially if those rural areas tend to support Republicans. This is at the very least
unethical and an improper use of your tool of deviation.

If you just stick to your redistricting criteria, | think a majority of commission members can
come up with a map that looks like Montana.
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

Sanders County is too big for one House seat, but not big enough for two house seats. | urge the
commission to draw a seat wholly contained within the county. The other seat can join in
Mineral county and perhaps part of Lake County. These are communities with similar
industries, histories and concerns. Also, the two Sanders County districts should be paired as
one Senate seat.

The Democrat map put together by Lamson & Smith connects both Sanders County districts
with other counties. | think there are better options, which pair one Sanders House district with
Mineral and Lake Counties and another completely within Sanders County. This ensures that at
least one representative of ours will reside in the county. The urban/rural plan and the

subdivision plan do this.

Another thing about the Democrats map is that they overpopulate both Sanders County
districts with more voters. it appears they do this somewhat regularly around the state in rural
areas, especially if those rural areas tend to support Republicans. This is at the very least
unethical and an improper use of your tool of deviation.

If you just stick to your redistricting criteria, | think a majority of commission members can
come up with a map that looks like Montana.
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

Sanders County is too big for one House seat, but not big enough for two house seats. | urge the
commission to draw a seat wholly contained within the county. The other seat can join in
Mineral county and perhaps part of Lake County. These are communities with similar

industries, histories and concerns. Also, the two Sanders County districts should be paired as

one Senate seat.

The Democrat map put together by Lamson & Smith connects both Sanders County districts
with other counties. | think there are better options, which pair one Sanders House district with
Mineral and Lake Counties and another completely within Sanders County. This ensures that at
least one representative of ours will reside in the county. The urban/rural plan and the

subdivision plan do this.

Another thing about the Democrats map is that they overpopulate both Sanders County
districts with more voters. It appears they do this somewhat regularly around the state in rural
areas, especially if those rural areas tend to support Republicans. This is at the very least
unethical and an improper use of your tool of deviation.

If you just stick to your redistricting criteria, | think a majority of commission members can
come up with a map that looks like Montana.
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

Sanders County is too big for one House seat, but not big enough for two house seats. | urge the
commission to draw a seat wholly contained within the county. The other seat can join in
Mineral county and perhaps part of Lake County. These are communities with similar
industries, histories and concerns. Also, the two Sanders County districts should be paired as

one Senate seat.

The Democrat map put together by Lamson & Smith connects both Sanders County districts
with other counties. | think there are better options, which pair one Sanders House district with
Mineral and Lake Counties and another completely within Sanders County. This ensures that at
least one representative of ours will reside in the county. The urban/rural plan and the

subdivision plan do this.

Another thing about the Democrats map is that they overpopulate both Sanders County
districts with more voters. It appears they do this somewhat regularly around the state in rural
areas, especially if those rural areas tend to support Republicans. This is at the very least
unethical and an improper use of your tool of deviation.

If you just stick to your redistricting criteria, | think a majority of commission members can
come up with a map that looks like Montana.
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

Sanders County is too big for one House seat, but not big enough for two house seats. | urge the
commission to draw a seat wholly contained within the county. The other seat can join in
Mineral county and perhaps part of Lake County. These are communities with similar
industries, histories and concerns. Also, the two Sanders County districts should be paired as

one Senate seat.

The Democrat map put together by Lamson & Smith connects both Sanders County districts
with other counties. | think there are better options, which pair one Sanders House district with
Mineral and Lake Counties and another completely within Sanders County. This ensures that at
least one representative of ours will reside in the county. The urban/rural plan and the

subdivision plan do this.

Another thing about the Democrats map is that they overpopulate both Sanders County
districts with more voters. It appears fhey do this somewhat regularly around the state in rural
areas, especially if those rural areas tend to support Republicans. This is at the very least
unethical and an improper use of your tool of deviation.

If you just stick to your redistricting criteria, | think a majority of commission members can
come up with a map that looks like Montana.
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

Sanders County is too big for one House seat, but not big enough for two house seats. | urge the
commission to draw a seat wholly contained within the county. The other seat can join in
Mineral county and perhaps part of Lake County. These are communities with similar

industries, histories and concerns. Also, the two Sanders County districts should be paired as

one Senate seat.

The Democrat map put together by Lamson & Smith connects both Sanders County districts
with other counties. | think there are better options, which pair one Sanders House district with
Mineral and Lake Counties and another completely within Sanders County. This ensures that at
least one representative of ours will reside in the county. The urban/rural plan and the

subdivision plan do this.

Another thing about the Democrats map is that they overpopulate both Sanders County
districts with more voters. It appears they do this somewhat regularly around the state in rural
areas, especially if those rural areas tend to support Republicans. This is at the very least

unethical and an improper use of your tool of deviation.

If you just stick to your redistricting criteria, | think a majority of commission members can
come up with a map that looks like Montana.
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

Sanders County is too big for one House seat, but not big enough for two house seats. | urge the
commission to draw a seat wholly contained within the county. The other seat can join in
Mineral county and perhaps part of Lake County. These are communities with similar

industries, histories and concerns. Also, the two Sanders County districts should be paired as

one Senate seat.

The Democrat map put together by Lamson & Smith connects both Sanders County districts
with other counties. I think there are better options, which pair one Sanders House district with
Mineral and Lake Counties and another completely within Sanders County. This ensures that at
least one representative of ours will reside in the county. The urban/rural plan and the

subdivision plan do this.
Another thing about the Democrats map is that they overpopulate both Sanders County
districts with more voters. It appears they do this somewhat regularly around the state in rural

areas, especially if those rural areas tend to support Republicans. This is at the very least
unethical and an improper use of your tool of deviation.

If you just stick to your redistricting criteria, | think a majority of commission members can
come up with a map that looks like Montana.
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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.

NAME: /L//\,/ua(ot ﬁ«m .zflf

ADDRESS:___ Ll'/d/ Woodom (d—
M5 A T S S/D/

E-Mail: /\/ /44/

7

RECEIVED

MAY 1 4 2012

Montana Legislative

Services Divigion




,)% 2 /7 Z~
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 lock over and study mainy of the existing lines we have tor
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 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 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.

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” results. 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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