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 pian and the
Subdivision 100 plan. Those are good starting points.
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Weiss, Rachel

From: Lamson, Joe (D&A Commission)
Sent: Thursday, May 17, 2012 9:30 AM
To: '‘Cal Cumin'’

Cc: : Weiss, Rachel; Field, Dawn
Subject: RE: Redistricting

Thanks Cal. 1 will make sure your email is entered into the record.

Joe Lamson
Commissioner

From: Cal Cumin [mailto:c-cumin@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 16, 2012 7:31 AM

To: Lamson, Joe (D&A Commission)

Subject: Redistricting

Commissioner Lamson:

| support the Communities Plan.

Cal Cumin
9433 Hwy 87
Shepherd, MT 59079




Weiss, Rachel

From: Pat Smith [patsmith@graywolfmt.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 17, 2012 1:54 PM

To: Weiss, Rachel

Subject: FW: Redistricting

From: Cal Cumin <c-cumin@hotmail.com>
Date: Wednesday, May 16, 2012 7:32 AM

To: "Smith, Pat" <patsmith@mt.gov>

Subject: Redistricting

Resent-From: <patsmith@mt.gov>

Resent-Date: Wednesday, May 16, 2012 7:33 AM

Commissioner Smith:
| support the Communities Plan.
Cal Cumin

9433 Hwy 87
Shepherd, MT 59079
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,
I strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election
results in the development of district lines for the legislature. Political
parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number
of seats they think they can win in elections. That defeats the
purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the number of people in
districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political
subdivisions and communities of interest.
The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance
on political data and election results. There is no other way to
explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a
political purpose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map
should have no resemblance to the current map, because it
inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of
interest, lacks the compactness requirement and all of the other
official redistricting criteria.
The commission should use the three maps developed by non-
partisan legislative staff as starting points for the new map: the
urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a
slightly modified version of the map the Democrats put forward in
2000 using political data and election results. Many local
communities are putting forward suggestions for their area s —
please pay special attention to those.
Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this
process. We encourage you to reject partisan politics in the
redistricting effort.
Sincerely,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

-
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

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

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

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

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

Sincerely, _.
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May 11, 2012
to: Montana Redistricting Committee

from: Pat Plowman
PO Box 173
Boyd, MT 59013

subject: Montana Redistricting Map

Dear Chairman Regnier,

I have just seen the maps below:
http://leg.mt.gov/content/Committees/Interim/2011-2012/Districting/Maps/Urban-
Rural-100/urban-rural-100-statewide.jpg | smell crony politics. Please reject maps
that use political data and election results in the development of district lines. Political
parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats they think
they can win in elections. This defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to
equalize the number of people in districts, following existing subdivisions (counties
are good).

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data
and election results. There is no other way to explain how many communities were
divided, other than it served a political purpose. The above map ignores communities
of interest, lacks the compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting
criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative
staff as starting points for the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision
maps. The fourth map is just a slightly modified version of the map the Democrats put
forward in 2000 using political data and election results. Many local communities are
putting forward suggestions for their areas — please pay special attention to those.
Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. | encourage
you to reject partisan politics in the redistricting effort!

Sincerely, )

Arthur & Patricia Plowman = *
962-3383
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April 23, 2012

Dear Chairman Regnier,

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

Although most of the residents in Yellowstone are part of the city of Billings, not all of them are. There
are distinctions between urban, suburban and rural areas. | believe the urban-rural map recognizes
these differences and keeps communities within the county and city together. It preserves traditional
neighborhoods, follows subdivisions like schools districts, and has compact and contiguous districts.

Two other proposed maps, the Existing District Map and the Lamson-Smith Democrat plan are both poor
choices for the city of Billings and Yellowstone County. Both have very non-compact districts. Both cut
through and across neighborhoods and communities within the city. Both were developed at one point
in time by the Montana Democratic party as a way of bolstering their chances in legislative elections.

The commission should reject these two maps as bad starting points for a new map. Political data and
election results should not play a role in the development of legislative lines.

If you pay attention to neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and other political
subdivisions, both parties should have a reasonable chance of electing voters. The key is having
candidates that work hard and reach out to voters rather than drawing districts where the outcomes are
certain to go to one party or the other.

Sincerely,
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To the Members of the Montana Redistricting Commission:

Although most of the residents in Yellowstone are part of the city of Billings, not all of them are. There
are distinctions between urban, suburban and rural areas. | believe the urban-rural map recognizes
thes~e differences and keeps communities within the county and city together. It preserves traditional
neighborhoods, follows subdivisions like schools districts, and has compact and contiguous districts.

Two other proposed maps, the Existing District Map and the Lamson-Smith Democrat plan are both poor
choices for the city of Billings and Yellowstone County. Both have very non-compact districts. Both cut
through and across neighborhoods and communities within the city. Both were developed at one point
in time by the Montana Democratic party as a way of bolstering their chances in legislative elections.
The commission should reject these two maps as bad starting points for a new map. Political data and
election results should not play a role in the development of legislative lines.

If you pay attention to neighborhood task force lines, school districts, city wards and other political
subdivisions, both parties should have a reasonable chance of electing voters. The key is having
candidates that work hard and reach out to voters rather than drawing districts where the outcomes are
certain to go to one party or the other.

Sincerely,
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May 16 1212:37p Medallion Cruises Tours 406-287-2400 p.2

TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION
P.O0.BOX 201706 = HELENA, MT 59620-1706
districting@mt.gov  FAX 406-444-3036

oo,
As aresident of Jefferson County,(I am totally opposed 6 having Jefferson County split up for

the benefit of Butte/Silver Bow County. Each of the four plans submitted by the Montana

.Districting and Apportionment Commission and the plan submitted by the Democrats on the
Commission all put some portion of Jefferson County into Butte/Silver Bow County. This is
simply unacceptable. :

Dear Commissioners,

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

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

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

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

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

Thank you for your consideragipn.
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TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION
P.O.BOX 201706 HELENA, MT 59620-1706
districting@mt.gov  FAX 406-444-3036

Dear. Commissioners,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Thank you for ¥6ur gonsideration, #
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TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION
P.O.BOX 201706 HELENA, MT 59620-1706
districting@mt.gov FAX 406-444-3036

Dear Commissioners,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Thank you for yoyr consideration. .
Name /;é//u s %@
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TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION
P.O.BOX 201706 HELENA, MT 59620-1706
districting@mt.gov  FAX 406-444-3036

Dear Commissioners,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Thank you for your consideration.
Name ’J\/ICUIMLG\ ""/'E
Address po %07'\ ‘DGI L\ﬂw M T 56? 75?
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TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION
P.0.BOX 201706  HELENA, MT 59620-1706
districtingi@mt.gov  FAX 406-444-3036

Dear Commissioners,

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

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

1) Following the lines of political units. Jefferson County is about 1,500 people over

the ideal district size. Since our existing district is most of Jefferson County, we |
should start there and make every effort to keep Jefferson County as whole as

possible, the remain population staying with its Community of Interest in Madison

County .

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

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

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

Thank you for your consideration.
vame A0l Hoatl. |
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TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION
P.O. BOX 201706 HELENA, MT 59620-1706
districting@mt.gov FAX 406-444-3036

Dear Commissioners,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Thank you for your consideration.
Nam“/{,//n%ru/:?(‘_ E% w///
Address_% ‘2/)(44[]@{;/4 oz//)% ‘[36’3( /7€ /%/Z//y/l )721\




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 commonalities
between urban and suburban voters. Suburban voters shop in town. They work in town. Their |
children go to schootl 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,

Name:

Address: | 123 RlJe € SAone SE
B?\\\r\35 CNT 5706 RECEIVED

MAY 16 2012
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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 commonalities
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,

‘ZJ AVNA LOGAS

Address: 2@/ 0 q’% 5:}‘ '\/
Bllvgs, MT__ =40l
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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 commonalities
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.

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

Sincerely,

Name:

Address: _% 2 &‘ . lg A & V) RECENED
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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 commonalities
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,

L A A
Name: UM/M@»
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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 commonalities
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.

Siricerely,

Name: cji/\r/nnwj'eﬂ C\,pw\M

CHR ISSANTHA CRAMER
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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 commonalities
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.

” —

MW'/

Sincerely,

Name: MNW
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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 commonalities
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,

Name: | Buta_Fous
S
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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 commonalities
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,
;T |
Name: _/\ \%{% V?@Lw/él/«.)
J RECEIVED
address 23 Wigmng Ave MAY 16 2012
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Weiss, Rachel

From: Senator Jason Priest [jason@priest2010.com]
Sent: Monday, May 14, 2012 2:57 PM

To: Redistricting

Cc: Jason S. Priest - SD 30

Subject: Carbon & Stillwater Counties

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.

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

Kind regards,

X At

Senator Jason Priest

Senate District 30

Montana State Senate

-

Ay iy Founty SENATE DISTRICT 30

HELENA ADDRESS: COMMITTEES: HOME ADDRESS:
Capitol Building FINANCE AND CLAIMS PO Box 743
PO Box 200500 PUBLIC HEALTH, WELFARE AND SAFETY - Red Lodge, Montana 59608
CHAIR
Helena, Montana 59620-0500 Phone: (406) 425-0674

ENERGY AND TELECOMMUNICATIONS

Phone: (406) 444-4800




Weiss, Rachel

From: Karen and Mike Stevenson [karen.stevenson71@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, May 14, 2012 8:46 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,
Karen and Mike Stevenson

PO Box 1176
Miles City, MT 59301



Weiss, Rachel

From: Don Reed [donreed@usadig.com)

Sent: Tuesday, May 15, 2012 9:21 AM

To: Redistricting

Cc: glslcv@bresnan.net; corkyleola@aol.com; William Rash; Bob Rieh!; Carlotta Hecker; Earl

Blakley; Penny Helms; Mike Vinton; Conrad Stroebe; Woody Woods; Carl Peters; Nancy Belk;
Eileen Johnson; Taylor Brown

Subject: One of the most iconic images of the Billings area is that of the Sacrifice Cliffs towering over
the Yellowstone River
Attachments: One of the most iconic images of the Billings area is that of the Sacrifice Cliffs towering over

the Yellowstone River.doc

Please accept these comments in regard to redistricting in Yellowstone County. | have had every intention of being
present at the public hearing tonight in Billings but | have an important Lockwood School Board meeting | must attend at
the very same time.

Hopefully, this will express my thoughts adequately.

If you have any questions please feel free to contact me.

Don Reed




Comments regarding the 2013 redistricting of Lockwood, currently
classified as Yellowstone County HD44B

Submitted by Don Reed: Chairman, Lockwood Steering Committee; Board Member, Lockwood
Urban Transportation District and; Trustee, Lockwood School District
May 15, 2012

One of the most iconic images of the Billings area is that of Signal Mountain towering over the
Yellowstone River (It is sometimes referred to as the South Rims or-erroneously-as Sacrifice
Cliffs). Coburn Road accesses the cliffs, part of the Four Dances Recreation Area, from
Lockwood to the east. This area is impressive to visit and provides a wonderful vantage point
from which to view the entire Yellowstone River valley all the way to the Beartooth Range. These
rims present a virtually impenetrable barrier between Lockwood and all other points to the west
south of the river. '

This line of cliffs is not in the City of Billings but actually constitutes the western-most extent of
the Lockwood area. As previously proposed as District D1 to the Montana Districting and
Apportionment Commission by others who are not from Lockwood, large areas several miles
further west, including Blue Creek, Briarwood and Canyon Creek would be included in the same
House District as Lockwood. If such realignment were done, much of the criteria set forth by the
commission would be disregarded.

it would not be a compact and contiguous district in that travel from Lockwood to the rest of the
district would have to go across the Yellowstone River and through Billings and other house
districts. It would not follow established lines of political units in that there are separate school,
water/sewer, fire, transportation and irrigation districts. Simply said, there are major significant
geographical and municipal differences.

This geographical separation is not the only feature that makes Lockwood stand out as a unique
community. Lockwood is an independent, unincorporated yet closely-knit community of 8437
people. (This population number was established in the 2010 census by the Yellowstone County
GIS Office and covers an area -the Lockwood Catchment Area- that closely aligns with the
present HD44B). It is home to an extensive number of commercial, industrial and trucking firms
as well as a broad variety of residents. We are, by and large, an independent-minded, accepting,
mutually supportive population that maintains a strong work ethic. Lockwood is not like other
parts of Yellowstone County and certainly cannot be considered in the same community of
interest as Briarwood and Canyon Creek.

it is for these reasons Lockwood should be considered in the up-coming realignment of legislative
districts as deserving its own status. It is noteworthy that this is definitely not an alignment that
would favor one political party or another. It is not a Democrat thing or a Republican thing but,
simply, a Lockwood thing. Lockwood has its own unique history and developmental issues. Many
people in our community are striving to develop a reasonable, fair and effective system of self-
government that is reflective of and responsive to the needs of those of us who live here. Having
a House District designated for our area would provide better representation for us.

If the present population of Lockwood is deemed to be less than sufficient for a separate House
District, then | would suggest that, in the least, an area more aligned with the area south of
Huntley to the east be considered. This effectively would include what is currently HD44B and
HD44C. There is much more geographical contiguity and social/cultural similarity.




Weiss, Rachel

From: S Miller [mtmsskjr@gmail.com)

Sent: Tuesday, May 15, 2012 9:32 AM

To: Redistricting

Subject: Comments on Legislative Redistricting Plans
May 15, 2012

Dear Chairman Regnier,

I'have comments to the legislative redistricting plans currently being introduced and discussed state-wide. Iam a
concerned Montana voter and veteran that wants fair and balance in the process, not allowing an advantage to any one
political party or group over another [to include the tea party]. Montana is a unique state with heavy civilian participation
in the legislative process by "common" folk, not as supportive toward professional politicians as seen in so many other
state governments; this is a good thing. Iurge you to maintain that ideology when evaluating the legislative redistricting
proposals. My comments are discussed below:

1. The ideology in Stillwater County is similar to that of Carbon County and Sweet Grass County. With relatives in
Stillwater County I understand the issues in Stillwater County [as well as my home county of Carbon County] and firmly
believe [and it makes sense] to combine portions of Sweetwater County with Stillwater County [thus maintaining
Stillwater County in one piece] AND to maintain Stillwater County in the same Senate district as Carbon County given
the many shared interests at stake. I understand there are options that propose splitting our community as supported by
the Montana Democratic Party to allow the imbalance toward liberal concerns in our represented State Legislature ...
these proposals should not be taken seriously and skew the balance of representation with our state representative
government. Gerrymandering deprives voters of honest representation in Helena. Historically the bonds between Carbon,
Stillwater, and Sweet Grass Counties are strong and would be best served by the choice of the Subdivisions 100 map and
the Urban-Rural map. '

Montana is a rural state like our neighboring states of North Dakota, South Dakota, Wyoming, and Idaho; and as such it
needs to be heavily weighed to separate rural from urban in considering the Legislative redistricting efforts as rural
interests are different from urban interest; and problems have philosophical different solutions. Partisan politics is not as
much a driving factor in rural areas as in urban areas given the need to work toward common goals that are for the best
interest of rural community [county government, school district trustees, Cooperative utilities trustees, irrigation districts,
etc]; thus my support for Subdivisions 100 Map and the Urban-Rural Map.

2. Ibelieve the Deviation Map would provide an imbalance to legislative redistricting by splitting counties apd political
allegiances to meet a number quota that would not allow fair representation in Helena by rural [and urban] residents and
voters.

3. The Existing Map introduces chaos into the redistricting efforts by splitting counties, political ideologies/interests, and
neighbors without thought to the needs of residents and voters.

4. I'see the [so called] Communities Plan having a disruptive effect on Carbon County [and the state as a whole]:

a. It doesn't follow the state constitution’s compactness requirements for urban communities of Great Falls,
Bozeman, Billings, Missoula, and Helena.

b. Uses Politically Motivated Deviation Techniques to under populate and overpopulate political party leaning
geographical represented legislative seats.

c. To the casual observer it is obvious democrat geographical boundaries are drawn to allow victory in districts
where a fair boundary would not be possible [or at best limited], and heavily load already highly populated
Republican geographical areas to limit the controlled legislative represented seats [thus biasing political

1




Weiss, Rachel

From: Doug Kary [dougkary@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 15, 2012 9:46 AM
To: Redistricting

Subject: Redistricting for Montana

Please let "common sense" prevail! After looking over all of the plans I
don't see a lot of difference in most of them with the exception of the
"communities plan". I have made a phone call to my city councilman and
asked if the "communities plan" was presented to them. The response was
NO. How do anyone place a name on their plan without consultation with the
community in an open forum?

My recommendation would be for the "urban-rural” plan for Yellowstone
County. I trust the board members will do what is right for all

of Montana.

Doug Kary
District 48 _
Montana House of Representatives




Weiss, Rachel

From: Tim Crawford [crawdadt@aol.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 15, 2012 12:45 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’.

I wholeheartedly support the Communities Plan.

Sincerely,

Tim Crawford
15 South Tracy Suite 8
Bozeman, MT 59715




Weiss, Rachel

From: wwallassociates@aol.com

Sent: Tuesday, May 15, 2012 12:58 PM
To: Redistricting

Subject: "NO!" - Communities Plan

Dear Chairman Regnier, | respectfully urge you to reject maps that use political data and election results in the
development of district lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number
of seats they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the number of
people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and communities of interest. |
hope you will include Carbon County and Stillwater county in the same Senate district. The last map in Montana was
developed through a heavy reliance on poli tical data and election results. There is no other way to explain how many
communities were divided, other than it served a political purpose. The new map should have no resemblance to the
current map, because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria. The commission should use the three maps
developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting points for the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision
maps. The fourth map put forward in 2000 using political data and election results. Many local communities are putting
forward suggestions for their areas - please pay special attention to those. Thank you for your work on building
consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject partisan politics in the redistricting effort.

Warene Wall
317 Broadway Ave. So.
Red Lodge, MT 59068



Weiss, Rachel

From: Molly Bell [mollypbell@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 15, 2012 2:51 PM
To: Redistricting

Subject: input on redistricting plan

My name is Molly Bell. I live on the west end of Billings and I support the Communities Plan.
- Among other things, I like that it follows the east/west transportation corridors of
Billings, like the city is laid out. It makes the most sense to me and I hope you support it.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Molly Bell




Weiss, Rachel

From: Kelly Fulton [kelly.fulton@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 15, 2012 4:50 PM

To: Redistricting

Subject: Communities Plan Letter of Support

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division

PO Box 201706

Helena, MT 59620

Chairman Regnier and Members of the Commission,

I support the proposed Communities Plan and I hope you do too. When it comes to Billings, the plan follows the
east/west transportation corridors of the city. Of the various proposals, I think this layout most adequately
captures Billings neighborhoods.

I also like that the Communities Plan preserves the most small towns of any of the proposed plans.
Kelly Fulton

616 Clark Ave.
Billings, MT 59101

Kelly Fulton

406.672.9826

616 Clark Avenue
Billings, Montana.
59101




Weiss, Rachel

From: Linda [lindapres@gq.com]

Sent: Wednesday, May 16, 2012 11:28 PM
To: Redistricting

Subject: Districting plan

Dear Commission:

Having looked at the maps and listened to the comments presented in Miles City, [ am VOiCil’lg my

support for the subdivision plan. Second and third choice would go to the urban/rural plan and
the deviation plan. I am NOT in support of the communities plan.

Thank you,

Linda Prescott
Glendive, MT




SANDRA L CHRISTENSEN

County Treasurer

OFFICE OF
AMY METZ
Chief Deputy
The County Treasurer
RICHLAND COUNTY
201 WEST MAIN (406) 433-1707 Phone
SIDNEY, MT 59270 (406) 433-6838 Fax

May 16, 2012

Redistricting Committee
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706

Helena, MT 59620-1706

RE: Redistricting Committee
Dear Commissioners:

I am writing to express my concerns about the proposed redistricting plan for Richland County. I realize
that the 2010 census does not show the current impact our county is experiencing but it would be very
appreciative if you would consider the current situation when deciding where to place the dividing
borders. It will be very difficult for all of us to come together as a county in order for issues to be
resolved when it comes to the legislature.

We need fair representation in our county and splitting up the county so that county residents could
potentially be pitted against each other on issues is very unfair and unacceptable.

Please reconsider your decision to split our county into separate districts. We need to be kept together.
With everything going on here, we need to work together as much as we possibly can.

Thank ygu for your consideration.

i Sandy Christensey
Richland County Tyeasurer




May 15, 2012

Districting and Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division

PO Box 201706

Helena, MT 59620-1706

Dear Members of Districting and Apportionment Commission:

| believe no districts should be drawn to protect an incumbent politician, or
advantage a particular candidate, whoever that may be.

Please consider keeping fair representation for Richland County by
favoring a redistricting plan that would let it stand as its own district.

Thank you for your attention to this issue.

Sincerely,

Zachary J. Yockim
Chief Technology Officer
Richland County




May 15,2012

To: Districting Committee

I understand the Districting Committee is once again looking at the districts and considering
redistricting.

I believe it is in the best interests of Richland County and our citizens that Richland County be a
standalone district or our current district(s) alone. Splitting our County into even more districts,
“communities plan”, would not be in our best interests.

Richland County and the public services continue to be heavily impacted by the oil industry
development in our area and the oil activity.

We need Legislators who live in Richland County and can fully understand what is happening
here to carry our concerns and vote for our County’s best interests during the Legislative
Session.

Sincerely, ;

Marcy Hamburg




May 15,2012

To: Districting Committee

I understand the Districting Committee is once again looking at the districts and considering
redistricting,

I believe it is in the best interests of Richland County and our citizens that Richland County be a
standalone district or our current district(s) alone. Splitting our County into even more districts,
“communities plan”, would not be in our best interests.

Richland County and the public services continue to be heavily impacted by the oil industry
development in our area and the oil activity.

We need Legislators who live in Richland County and can fully understand what is happening
here to carry our concerns and vote for our County’s best interests during the Legislative
Session.

/
/




“May 15, 2012
.To Whom it May Concern:

As a resident of Richland County, | am requesting that you make Richland County into their own district
since it meets all of the required criteria, or leave it as in two districts, but please do not make into
three.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

JodaThaomor,

Carla Messmer



May 15" 2012

To whom it may concern:

I am a registered voter in Richland County and | am requesting that you make Richland County into
their own district since it meets all the required criteria, or leave as it is in two districts, but please do
not make into three. Thanks for your time and consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

e

Peggy Errecart




May 15, 2012

To whom it may concern:

As a registered voter | request that Richland County be made into their own district since it meets all the
criteria. if not, do not split it into three districts but leave it as two.

Thank you,

Becky Carnduff




Redistricting Committee May 14, 2012
State of Montana

I am writing to express my concerns about the proposed redistricting plan for Richland County.
Richland County has the population and needs the representation that we have now in Helena.

The districts in Richland County are fine as they. If some redistricting must be done, please
consider putting ALL of Richland County in one district. Please DO NOT split us into 3
districts.  Putting Richland County in one district would simplify the voting process for several
of our precincts. This would also all impacted people to vote on impact issues.

With all the oil impact we are currently experiencing we need all the representation we can get in
Helena. Please consider carefully before you split our county apart any farther.

Sincerely,

Penelope J Verhasselt
35019 CR 122
Sidney, MT 59270




May 15, 2012

To Whom it May Concern:

Since Richland County meets all the criteria, I would request that you put Richland County in their
own district. If not leave as two districts.

Sincerely,

of futly (R0~

Shelly A. Rosaaen
904 7" Ave. SE
Sidney, Mt. 59270



May 15, 2012

To Whom it May Concern:

As a registered voter, I would request that you put Richland County in their own district. If not leave
as two districts.

Sincerely,

Meon by 2 Porancr

Stanley K. Rosaaen
904 7" Ave. SE
Sidney, Mt. 59270
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May 15, 2012

Districting and Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division

PO Box 201706

Helena, MT 59620-1706

Dear Commissioners:

The task of redistricting congressional districts is certainly not an enviable charge and | will thank you in
advance for your work on behalf of each Montanan.

As the superintendent of Sidney Public Schools, | serve a school system comprised of an elementary and high
school simply because the district does not have contiguous boundaries and have experienced the challenges
and complications associated with this absence of contiguous boundaries. In review of the five (5) redistricting
plans presented for public input, the Communities Plan splits Richland County into three districts and appears
to do the same for the community of Sidney. This proposed plan would ultimately complicate the existing plan
and is not palatable due to regional oil and gas development, impact and associated growth.

In review of the mandatory criteria to be used for redistricting purposes, equity/deviation in population,
compact and contiguous districts, voting rights protections, and race; any plan should work to keep Richland
County whole as in the existing plan or any subsequent plan. Additionally, consideration of discretionary
criteria for legislative districts (following the boundary lines of counties, cities and town, and school districts) is
not reflected in the community plan and again, complicates representation. Lastly, keeping communities of
interest intact is the final criteria that | encourage the commission to consider fully moving forward. Sidney and
our surrounding communities are of economic interest due to area oil and gas developments, population influx
and growth, occupational growth, changing culture and lifestyles, trade and industry, and for other related
reasons.

As per the criteria, “all congressional districts shall be as nearly equal in population as is practicable.”
Practicable is the operable word in our region at present and | would again ask the commission to consider
keeping Richland County whole based on the aforementioned criteria—the Community Plan will be a
disservice to Richland County and the Community of Sidney.

~ Sincerely,

Daniel T. Farr, EdD

Superintendent of Schools

cc: Kelly Dey, Chairperson, Sidney Board of Trustees

Sidney Public Schools Serving Parents and Students



To the members of the Redistricting Commission,
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| unhderstand there are proposals befere the commission for new legisiative boundaiies
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

I beliave it is impossible to follow the criteria vou adonted while aleo taking into account
pofiticat data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote fead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any

map that uses such stafietics or has any resamblance to the current map.

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

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

Yours Truly,

(NAME). / gw, ! WM/L_.

(ADDRESS): 1 I gdns RA.
Offea vt ~sn0 b2

(EMAIL): '/OSQ(AO\%* @ (wloccess. ne;?“




Members of the Districting and Apportionment.Commission,

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

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

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

Thank you for listening to my comments,

Name: /%\w M

Address: | [ WOL&;(bu,uL; I\Dd‘.
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

! appreciate how tough the task at hand nrust be i redrawing disirict iines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander
based on how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria

- you-adopted? Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states
that allow onie poiitical parily to draw seats that heip them in eiections. You
should reject those kinds of maps.

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

Aliowing the Dermocralic pariy io have a map that draws iines to heip them is
ridiculous. It shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,

Name: C(Zu“l(u J»(fcu; jgo WCer S
Address: 233 E. Rivexr Rd -
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

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

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

'Auowﬁtgﬂnbmocraﬁcpwtohmamapmmmwmﬁnmis
ridiculous. it shouldn’t even be under consideration.

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

t appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the -
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander
based on how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria
you adopted? Montana shouldn’t just foliow the bad exampies of other states

that allow one political party to draw seats that help them in elections. You

should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria.
| think the urban-rurat 100 map is a common sense recagnition of the differences

'between cities and rural areas of the state. ! think the subdivision 100 map is

also a good approach since it seems to keep many counties and towns together
when possible.

ridiculous. it shouldn’t aven be under consideration.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Thank you for listening to my comments,

Name: U@AWAL /7/\ 23’();;./{’/1/)— {QL.

Address: 230 Saott Lo, LA
Bresdus, Mpatena 5537
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander
based on how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria

- you adopted? Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states
that allow one political party to draw seats that help them in elections. You
should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria.
| think the urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recognition of the differences
between cities and rural areas of the state. ! think the subdivision 100 map is

also a good approach since it seems to keep many counties and towns together
when possible.

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

Thank you for listening to my comments,.

Name: Y%L&E Vot i@ A
Address: 233 Sof Qe DR
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

1 STOngly urge you 1o reject maps that uss potitical data and election tesults in the developiment of districi
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number.of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and
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The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election results.
There is no other way to explain how many communities. were divided; other than it served a polifical
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because it inconsistently ignores existing polmcal subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and alt of the other official redistricting criteria.

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

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

Sincerely,
NAME: _“aherns 7 Gagerd
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

| stongly urge you W reject maps thal use poiitical dala and efsclion esulls in the developiment of distric
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the

-number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and
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The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election resuits.

There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
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because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

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

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

Sincerely,
aave: Car\a Koo, Bowers

apDReEss: 232 €. River Kd -
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

1 strongly urge you to refect maps that use political data and election Tesults i the GEVEIDITIENt Of GISHIGH
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number of people-in districts, protect minority-voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and
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The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy refiance on political data and election results.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
nurnose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new man should have ng resemblancs to the currant mag,

because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

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

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

Sincerely,

NAME: ﬁzﬂny, Vot

ADORESS: )33 East tver WA Bisdus M Sz,
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

! strongly urge you {6 reject maps that use political data and eiection resutlts in the deveiopment of distiic
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
‘number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing pelitical subdivisions and
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The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election results.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political

numase for the Montana Demncratic Party, The naw man should have no resemblance o tha gurrant m map,

because it inconsistently ignores existing polmcal subdlwsuons communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

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

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

Sincerely,

NAME: Qonrin M. Borconn .

ADDRESS:. 230 __East River Rd
& rOdd'afs', Aoantena S GFAT

EMAIL:




Dear Chairman Regnier,

s slrongly urge you 1o reject maps that use political data and election Tesulls in he Geveiopiment of distiic
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
‘number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing politicat subdivisions ard-
comimuniies of inteiest, -

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election results.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a polifical
nurnase for the Montana Demacratic Party, The new man should have ne resemblance fo the gurrant map,

because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

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

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

Sincerely,
NAME: @Eltrmﬂ/ Bacoere

ADDRESS: A7 <5, Bewven. Rt
s cteey. Fn. T3/ 7

EMAIL:




Dear Chairman Regnier,

L strongly urge you o reject maps that use political data ana sleclion resuits in the developiment of distiict
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
-number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and-
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The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election resuits.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided,, other than it served a polifical
purmose for the Montana Democratic Party, The new map should have ne resemblance fo the current map,

because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

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

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

Sincerely, 9
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

| strongly urge you o reject maps that use political data and alection resulls in the deveiopinent of distiici
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number of paople in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and
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The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election resuits.
There is no other way to expiain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
purnose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map should have ne resemblance %o the current magp,

because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

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

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

Sincerely, .,
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

nln hafe
! understand there are proposals before the commission 1or new iggisiative toundaries

that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

1 beliave it is impossihle to follow the criteria vou adonted while alen taking into account
politicat data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote fead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting

of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
man that riees such statistics or hag any resemblance o the current map,

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

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

Yours Truiy, S \ |
(NAME): & % < V\\,%/
(ADDRESS): N ]—}3—:“; RA_
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

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

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

Altowing the Dermiocratic party to have a map that draws fines to heip them is
ridiculous. It shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,

Name: 2 (/‘Q‘Qj le,\&/\,/%ﬂ
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission;
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| understand there-are proposails before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

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

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

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

Yours Truly,
(NAME): ol tiet LEm s inene
(ADDRESS): 2.3% EHises . Rcp.
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,
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r understand there are proposals before the commission for new legisiative boundaries

that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

I heliave it is impossihle to follow the critaria vou adonted while alen taking into account
politicat data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any

map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

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

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

Yours Truly,
(NAME): ’)@am/z_ K. Roem (;@.«

(ADDRESS): 230 Fact  River Ad.
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

1 understand thersare pr vvacuS oefore the SoMiMission Tor new 18gisiative boundaries

that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.
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| beliave it is impossible to follow the criteria yvnu adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting

of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please-do-not adopt any
man that uses such statistice or has any regemblance to the current map,

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

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

Yours Truly,

(NAME): S hormar F, Qe

(ADDRESS): 233 L Ruyep Rol.
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

! nameleoeedsey Hamerm sre s ot o fmmm b AT

vunderstand there are proposals before the comimission for new 1EGIsative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

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

man that uses such statistice orhas any reeemblance to the current map.

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

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

Yours Truly,
(NAME): C arx\ec J—(gw’l &,We,,/ <
(ADDRESS): 233 £. River Kd-

T Bvroadius, WST 59317

(EMAIL). bt howers @ hotmall. c oo




To the members of the Redistricting. Commission,

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

! heliave it is impossible to follow the criteria vou adonted while aleo taking into account
politicat data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties-and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any

map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

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

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

Yours Truly,

(NAME): | 5_234“ Koo 3 e —

(ADDRESS): B2 Co ST & ved B
Dopedue MT Sz17

(EMAIL): /]/)“Sg Qgg;y_@i é) el chw‘v’\\




SENATOR GARY BRANAE COMMITTEES:
SENATE DISTRICT 27 TAXATION

EDUCATION AND CULTURAL RESOURCES
415 YELLOWSTONE AVENUE AGRICULTURE

BILLINGS, MONTANA 53101 L
(406) 245-2127 ,

T By Sy Gountiy

Dear Chairman Regnier and Members of the Commission:

I attended part of the redistricting hearing in Billings and will take this opportunity
to express my opinions regarding the process in which you are involved.

I lived through the last redistricting - and survived! In 2000 I won a seat to the
Montana House in what was then HD 17. In a following cycle I was re-elected in HD
54, which was somewhat different from my previous district. At first I was not too
happy with the redistricting since, politically, it made the district more difficult to
win for me, a Democrat. However, in retrospect, I believe the other changes that
occurred outweighed this fact and created a district that is a good representation of
not only the city of Billings, but also the state of Montana. The new district is much
more diverse and includes people from various socio-economic classes. I feel this
can be very beneficial for a legislator. The issues we address in the legislature cover
the whole spectrum of society and it helps to understand and represent the various
groups that are affected.

I'would briefly like to address the issue of gerrymandering that came up at the
hearing. I know there have been a lot of statements from the Republicans over the
last ten years that the last process of redistricting was controlled by democrats in
such a way that it played to their advantage in terms of electing candidates. I find
this hard to believe. I have served in the last six sessions of the legislature, four in
the House and two in the Senate, and have never been in the majority. I believe the
last redistricting process made elections much more competitive, and this is healthy
for a democracy. My hope is that when the final plan is adopted, neither side will
spend time accusing the other side of gerrymandering.

When considering the various plans proposed, I like the Existing Plan and the
Communities Plan. I believe that they include many of the strongpoints of the
system that now exists. With respect to Billings, I like the idea of developing a plan
that is influenced by the East-West layout of the city.

Iunderstand that the final version will most likely not be a simple selection of any
one of the various plans presented. I wish you the best in your deliberations and
thank you for your work in this important process.
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TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION
P.O.BOX 201706 = HELENA, MT 59620-1706
districtingi@mt.gov  FAX 406-444-3036

Dear Commissioners,

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

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

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

should start there and make every effort to keep Jefferson County as whole as
possible, the remain population staying with its Community of Interest in Madison
County . ,

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

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

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

Jefferson County 1s Jocated between three large urban counties, Lewis and Clark, Butte/Silver
Bow, and Gallatin. It is important that we keep our own district so that we can maintain our
proud identity. Please keep Jefferson County as whole as possible and allow a portion of
Southern Jefferson County to remain with their “Community of Interest” in Northern Madison
County.

Thank you for your copsideratiop : a
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Weiss, Rachel

From: Jeannine Olson [jeannineolson@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 17, 2012 6:25 PM

To: Redistricting

Subject: NO to Communities Plan

Commission Members -- My husband, Edward Durand Olson, and I are AGAINST a "Communities Plan"
because it negatively impacts our voting district. We are registered voters and have deep connections with
Montana state and DC politicians on both sides of the aisle. My great grandfather was a state senator.
Additionally, our families are financial contributors to numerous Montana state university, medical and
business funding programs. You must consider the impact of your decisions on all citizens of this state -- we
live in Carbon County. This is NOT the American way--it is certainly not ethical nor fair to Montana voters.
Have you fully informed your paying public of your actions? Jeannine Haugan-Parriott-Olson

Jeannine Haugan-Olson

"You are not here merely to make a living. You are here in order to enable the world to live more amply ... with

a finer spirit of hope and achievement. You are here to enrich the world, and you impoverish yourself if you
forget the errand." ~ Woodrow Wilson

Cell: 406.698.0719
Fax: 408.516.9804
jeannineolson@gmail.com




Dear Chairman Regnier,

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

NAME: (‘M\v\c&i A
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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,

Name: (prine [mrean

Address: P00, Box 1516

Miles Cify, JAT 59304 RECEIVED
MAY 18 20




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 commonalitie;
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,

Name: \,y 201/ @/ﬂ/ K(Zl’ W

Address: ll }9" M } ’Y]éﬂ'/ﬂi’ld’/ RECENﬁD
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TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION
P.O. BOX 201706 = HELENA, MT 59620-1706

districting@mt.gov  FAX 406-444-3036

Dear Commissioners,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

ag - . Interstate 90 remaining as part of the district that represents Madison County. The
19 700 Whitehall Elementary and Whitehall High School District both include portions

r‘e,\a‘ik‘*?' of Madison County. The Jefferson Valley Rural Fire District also extends into

Mgnta"\‘;\; %)N\%\Q‘ﬁ Madison County. Kids from Jefferson County participate in 4-H and the Madison

County Fair in Twin Bridges. Jefferson and Madison Counties share an MSU
Extension Agent. In short, Southern Jefferson County and Northemn Madison
County are clearly a “Community of Interest”, and should remain together.

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

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

districting@mt.gov  FAX 406-444-3036

Dear Commissioners,

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

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

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

2) Following geographic boundaries. The Continental Divide separates Jefferson

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

between our counties that should be respected.

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

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

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

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

Whitehall Elementary and Whitehall High School District both include portions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Thank you for your consideratiop.
Name__ g4 Mlub}/ AW
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