" | support the Communities Plan because it:

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

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

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

e Provides strong protection of minority voting rights,
'so0 American Indian citizens can fully participate in
our political process, and ‘

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

~our political process, and

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

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

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

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

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

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

%ﬁgg N
e Guarantees our constitutional right of one person, :
one vote, » JUN 14 2012
e ' Respects existing communities across Montana, Montana Legislative

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

Keeps intact more small towns than any other
proposed plan,

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

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

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

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

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

e Provides strong protection of minority voting rights,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Guarantees our constitutional right of one person,
one vote,

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

Keeps intact more small towns than any other
proposed plan,

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

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

Guarantees our constitutional right of one person,

one vote,

Respects existing communities across Montana,

including small towns, rural communities, cities,

and suburban areas,

Keeps intact more small towns than any other

proposed plan,

Provides strong protection of minority voting rights,

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

Creates a fair balance so that no one political party

gains monopoly control of the Legislature.
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I support the Communities Plan because it:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Please support the Communities Plan for Missoula

County. It keeps all small towns intact in the county JUN 14 20
and recognizes shared urban and suburban | Moniana Legisiative
communities of interest in the area. The Communities Services DIV]SIOH
Plan reflects the importance of heavily traveled
transportation networks in the region. These :
transportation networks play an important role in Districting & Apportionment Commission
commerce and trade. Like the current districts, the Legislative Services Division

PO Box 201706

Communities Plan allows Missoula County legislators
to listen to diverse interests from within the county,
rather than forcing them to narrowly focus on
residents from within city limits or solely concentrate
on those outside city limits.
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Dear Commissioners,

Please support the Communities Plan for Missoula
County. It keeps all small towns intact in the county
and recognizes shared urban and suburban
communities of interest in the area. The Communities
Plan reflects the importance of heavily traveled
transportation networks in the region. These
transportation networks play an important role in
commerce and trade. Like the current districts, the
Communities Plan allows Missoula County legislators
to listen to diverse interests from within the county,
rather than forcing them to narrowly focus on
residents from within city limits or solely concentrate
on those t51de city limits.
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Dear Commissioners,

Please support the Communities Plan for Missoula
County. It keeps all small towns intact in the county
and recognizes shared urban and suburban
communities of interest in the area. The Communities
Plan reflects the importance of heavily traveled
transportation networks in the region. These
transportation networks play an important role in
commerce and trade. Like the current districts, the
Communities Plan allows Missoula County legislators
to listen to diverse interests from within the county,
rather than forcing them to narrowly focus on
residents from within city limits or solely concentrate
on those out51de city limits.
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Dear Commissioners,

Please support the Communities Plan for Missoula
County. It keeps all small towns intact in the county
and recognizes shared urban and suburban
communities of interest in the area. The Communities
Plan reflects the importance of heavily traveled
transportation networks in the region. These
transportation networks play an important role in
commerce and trade. Like the current districts, the
Communities Plan allows Missoula County legislators
to listen to diverse interests from within the county,
rather than forcing them to narrowly focus on
residents from within city limits or solely concentrate
on those outside city limits.
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Dear Commissioners,

Please support the Communities Plan for Missoula
County. It keeps all small towns intact in the county

- and recognizes shared urban and suburban
communities of interest in the area. The Communities
Plan reflects the importance of heavily traveled
transportation networks in the region. These
transportation networks play an important rolein
commerce and trade. Like the current districts, the
Commounities Plan allows Missoula County legislators
to listen to diverse interests from within the county,
rather than forcing them to narrowly focus on
residents from within city limits or solely concentrate
on those outside city limits.
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Dear Commissioners,

Please support the Communities Plan for Missoula
County. Itkeeps all small towns intact in the county
and recognizes shared urban and suburban
communities of interest in the area. The Communities
Plan reflects the importance of heavily traveled
transportation networks in the region. These
transportation networks play an important role in
commerce and trade. Like the current districts, the
Communities Plan allows Missoula County legislators
to listen to diverse interests from within the county,
rather than forcing them to narrowly focus on
residents from within city limits or solely concentrate
on those outside city limits.
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Dear Commissioners,

Please support the Communities Plan for Missoula
County. It keeps all small towns intact in the county
and recognizes shared urban and suburban
communities of interest in the area. The Communities
Plan reflects the importance of heavily traveled
transportation networks in the region. These
transportation networks play an important role in
commerce and trade. Like the current districts, the
Communities Plan allows Missoula County legislators
to listen to diverse interests from within the county,
rather than forcing them to narrowly focus on
residents from within city limits or solely concentrate
on those outside city limits. Q

9 Lo f/ WA /ﬁ
0%02 SleassnST3
Missenls _IhT™ |

Baxpt

RECEIVED

JUN 1 4 2012

Montana Legislative
Services Division

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

gﬁ@fﬁj&f@
JUN 1.4 2017

Montara Legisiative
Services Division

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




Deéar Commissioners,

Please support the Communities Plan for Missoula
County. It keeps all small towns intact in the county
and recognizes shared urban and suburban
communities of interest in the area. The Communities
Plan reflects the importance of heavily traveled
transportation networks in the region. These
transportation networks play an important role in
commerce and trade. Like the current districts, the
Communities Plan allows Missoula County legislators
to listen to diverse interests from within the county,
rather than forcing them to narrowly focus on
residents from within city limits or solely concentrate
on those outside city limits.
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Dear Commissioners,

Please support the Communities Plan for Missoula
County. It keeps all small towns intact in the county
and recognizes shared urban and suburban
communities of interest in the area. The Communities
‘Plan reflects the importance of heavily traveled
transportation networks in the region. These
transportation networks play an important role in
commerce and trade. Like the current districts, the
Communities Plan allows Missoula County legislators
to listen to diverse interests from within the county,
rather than forcing them to narrowly focus on
residents from within city limits or solely concentrate
on those outside city limits.
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Dear Commissioners,

Please support the Communities Plan for Missoula
County. It keeps all small towns intact in the county
and recognizes shared urban and suburban
communities of interest in the area. The Communities
Plan reflects the importance of heavily traveled
‘transportation networks in the region. These

transportation networks play an important role in Districting & Apportionment Commission
commerce and trade. Like the current districts, the Legislative Services Division
Communities Plan allows Missoula County legislators PO Box 201706

to listen to diverse interests from within the county, , - Helena, MT 59620-1706

rather than forcing them to narrowly focus on
residents from within city limits or solely concentrate
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Dear Commissioners,

Please support the Communities Plan for Missoula
County. It keeps all small towns intact in the county
and recognizes shared urban and suburban
communities of interest in the area. The Communities
Plan reflects the importance of heavily traveled
transportation networks in the region. These

transportation networks play an important role in Districting & Apportionment Commission
commerce and trade. Like the current districts, the Legislative Services Division
Communities Plan allows Missoula County legislators PO Box 201706

to listen to diverse interests from within the county, Helena, MT 59620-1706

rather than forcing them to narrowly focus on
residents from within city limits or solely concentrate
on those outside city limits.’
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Dear Commissioners,

Please support the Communities Plan for Missoula
County. It keeps all small towns intact in the county
and recognizes shared urban and suburban
communities of interest in the area. The Communities
Plan reflects the importance of heavily traveled
transportation networks in the region. These
transportation networks play an important role in
commerce and trade. Like the current districts, the
Communities Plan allows Missoula County legislators
to listan to diverse interests from within the county,
rather than forcing them to narrowly focus on
residents from within city limits or solely corcentrate
on those outside city limits.
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Dear Commissioners,

Please support the Coinmunities Plan for Missoula
County. It keeps all small towns intact in the county
and recognizes shared urban and suburban
communities of interest in the areca. The Communities
Plan reflects the importance of heavily traveled
transportation networks in the region. These
hansportation networks play an important role in
commearce and trade. Like the current districts, the
Cemmunities Plan alows Missoula County legislators
ro hsten to diverse interests frem within the county,
rather than forcing them to narrowly focus on
residents from within city limnits or solely conceuntrate
on those outside city limits.
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Dear Districting & Apportionment Commission, Montang Legislatiy
e

Please consider my support for the Communities Plan which: 1) provi§t§s%%§§p%@g§i%n
for Butte and Anaconda at the Montana Legislature, 2) recognizes the rich economic
cultural, and social communities of interests within the region; 3) reflects the importa’nce

of common transportation networks for commerce and travel; 4) honors the long shared
history of mining and agricultural interests in the region; 5) keeps all small towns intact in
Southwestern Montana; and 6) allows candidates, regardless of political party, to compete
in legislative races across the region. ’ P

I'urge you to support the Communities Plan for Southwestern Montana. -

e

S ;«?‘]’ JoGUTLL Slgnaturei“{\,’“('r{ G ‘\)?\"\i,’ikf;’/
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Print Name ™.{

Dear Districting & Apportionment Commission, - M Ontang L@giSIaﬁvS

. . : €Ivices Divisi
Please consider my support for the Communities Plan which: 1) provides g% re%f&%l@‘tﬁtion
for Butte and Anaconda at the Montana Legislature, 2) recognizes the rich economic,
cultural, and social communities of interests within the region; 3) reflects the importance
of common transportation networks for commerce and travel; 4) honors the long shared
history of mining and agricultural interests in the region; 5) keeps all small towns intact in
Southwestern Montana; and 6) allows candidates, regardless of political party, to compete

in legislative races across the region. )

I urge you to support the Communities Plan for SouthwesterrﬁMor;;ana‘./I’,?/,;-'};‘z? 3”/7
: ) Q - (1 . PN e L /2 .
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Dear Districting & Apportionment Commission, Services Division

Please consider my support for the Communities Plan which: 1) provides fair representation
for Butte and Anaconda at the Montana Legislature, 2) recognizes the rich economic,
cultural, and social communities of interests within the region; 3) reflects the importance

of common transportation networks for commerce and travel; 4) honors the long shared
history of mining and agricultural interests in the region; 5) keeps all small towns intact in
Southwestern Montana; and 6) allows candidates, regardless of political party, to compete
in legislative races across the region. :

I urge you to support the Communities Plan for Southwestern Montana.
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~ Weiss, Rachel

From: Annie Lilly [troyannie@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, June 04, 2012 10:20 AM
To: Redistricting

Subject: redistricting

To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

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

I believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account political data.

Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural
areas,.

| find it unnecessary to splitt counties and cities, and inconsistently apply districts.

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).

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

Sincerely,
Annie Lilly
POBox 973
Troy Montana




Weiss, Rachel

From: Mary Lu Berry [berryml@midrivers.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 5:16 PM

To: Redistricting

Subject: Re-districting

Golden Valley County Board of Commissioners feels that the Communities Plan would be the best
option for good representation of our small communities.

Mary Lu Berry A truly happy person is one
Golden Valley County who can enjoy the scenery
Clerk & Recorder on a detour!

Clerk of Court

Election Administrator

406-568~2231

berryml@midrivers.com




RECEIVED

June 13, 2012 JUN 14 7201

Montana Legisiative
Services Division
Chairman Regnier and members of the

Districting and Apportionment Commission:

| appreciate your difficult task of listening, assessing data and then
determining a districting plan for the state of Montana.

As you contemplate the information presented and propose your final
plan, | strongly urge you to reject any partisan politics in the redistricting
effort. For constituent continuity, | believe it is imperative to keep cities and
rural areas intact rather than splitting them into strong voting areas, as some
plans propose. | believe the urban-rural 100 map seems to be a common sense
approach to what | believe is in the best interest of Montana.

I look forward to following the work that you are doing.
Sincerely,
Vicke Schend

320 14™ Street W
Havre, MT 5950l




@CH LA/V O Leslie Messer, Executive Director

Michelle Kelly, Project Assistant

| 1060 S. Central Avenue
Sidney, Montana 59270
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www.richlandeconomicdevelopment.com

A Non-Profit Countywide Economic Development Corporation

June 14, 2012

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

To the members of the Apportionment Committee:

We appreciate the difficult task before you, and we hope that you will work together to identify a partisan
outcome of the new legislative district plan, while giving the people their fair representation. Many counties
and communities have taken the time to offer reasonable suggestions for their impacted areas, so please take
these considerations seriously.

We strongly oppose the “Communities Plan” as it slices Richland County into three strangely shaped
legislative districts, unnecessarily splitting up the county, as well as being inconsistent with deviation
allowances.

The “Urban-Rural Plan” appears to be the most common sense approach, as it takes into consideration the
differences between the cities and the rural areas of the state, while keeping many counties and towns together
whenever possible. By identifying the interests of rural, suburban, and urban voters, you demonstrate an
understanding of the different priorities as well as the benefits of separate representation.

Richland County’s population has increased for the first time in decades, and as the energy development
continues to draw more and more population to Eastern MT, it is now more important than ever to have
accurate and knowledgeable representation. Richland County meets all four of the mandatory criteria within
the 3% deviation, so we urge the Apportionment Committee to keep things simple and utilize the county line
as the legislative line as well. We urge you to adopt the “Urban-Rural Plan”.

The Board of Directors, Richland Economic Development

Leif Anderson Craig Averett Jerry Bergman Pam Burman
Tami Christensen Russ Fullmer Chip Gifford Shane Gorder
Bill Henderson Tara Hill Scott Johnson Rep. Walt McNutt
Linette Miller lerry Nypen Randy Olson Mark Rehbein
Gary Schoepp Cami Skinner Sen. Don Steinbeisser lackie Washechek




Rep. Robert “Bob” Mehlhoff

House District 26 .
JUN 19 7092

Westside of Great Falls, Sun Prairie, and Vaughn area Montana Legislative

Services Division

June 16, 2012

To whom it may concern;

| am writing to ask for your approval of the “Communities Plan” as it pertains to changes in now House
District 26 and the future House District 27 under the plan. The changes that the “Communities Plan”
would make to House District 26 are to remove Vaughn and the surrounding area and part of the
Fairfield Bench area that is in Cascade County and add Valley View which now adjoins the district and at
one time was part of the district.

1. The plan keeps the geographic area more compact. Valley View is a natural fit to be
reunited with the present House District 26. The geographic area of the district would be
condensed in length because the Vaughn area and part of the Fairfield Bench area would
then not be part of this district. It also would not add further distance to the area that one
proposal has that adds Sun River to the district. Another proposal would add part of the Fox
Farm area cutting across 10" Avenue South and the Sun River which has always acted as a
natural barrier between now District 18 and District 26.

2. The plan has communities of common interest. The “Communities Plan” proposal would
reunite an area that has traditionally had many common interests with now HD-26. One
area of common interests is a common school district that would not be the case if Sun
River were to be part of the district. The new district with Valiey View included would be
almost exclusively part of the Great Falls School system and almost all would attend C.M.
Russell High School. That would not be the case if rural area were added. If part of the Fox
Farm area were added there would be no common interest between the mostly high
income professionals and business owners of Fox Farm and the moderate to low income
working class and retired people of the Westside and Sun Prairie. If asked, Valley View
residents overwhelming would be happy to identify themselves as “Westsiders” and would




agree that they have many common interests with the proposed district in the
“Communities Plan”. The Fox Farm area and Vaughn/Sun River would not make the same
claim.

3. Urban and suburban interests would be kept together. The new district would unite urban
and suburban areas if Valley View were added to the district, and it would become a district
with common interests and needs. Adding the Sun River area to this district would only add
to Urban/Rural conflict in representing the district fairly. Adding the Fox Farm area to the
district would combine dissimilar interests of high income professionals and business
owners and the working class of District 18 and moderate income retired residents of House
District 26.

Comparing putting the Vaughn/ Sun River area rather than Valley View in new District 27 is clear. Valley
View was a part of the district at one time and is made up of working class, urban/suburban residents
who work in an urban environment for the most part and send their children to a common school
district. Sun River and the Vaughn areas are rural areas that feed into different school districts and
would better fit into a more rural district or at least one with similar political interests. Political
differences between the rural area of this district and urban working class areas are stark. It would make
it very difficult for one representative to represent both areas in Helena. If asked, Sun River would be
very unhappy being merged with the Westside of Great Falls and would rather stay where they are now
or even be put into a more rural setting. Adding part of the Fox Farm area would add people of different
backgrounds and interests together.

As someone who has proudly represented House District 26 for two terms, | would say, if my district
cannot be left as is, | would support the “Communities Plan”. The “Communities Plan” would best meet
the criteria of realignment that has been set forth as goals of redistricting.

Sincerely,

ot P) bt

Representative Robert Mehlhoff

(406) 453-3526 rmehlhoff@yahoo.com
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Weiss, Rachel

From: Tylene Eaton [shaneetn@midrivers.com]

Sent: Sunday, June 24, 2012 3:02 PM

To: Redistricting :

Subject: Public comment on Montana Redistricting

Attachments: "~ MONTANA REDISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION.docx
Hello,

Please find the attached public comment submitted by the Dawson County Republican Central Committee.
Please keep me aware of any public comment opportunities that we may participate in. '

Thank you,

Shane L. Eaton
8 Road 224
Lindsay, MT 59339

shaneetn@midrivers.com




MONTANA REDISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION

The Dawson County Republican Central Committee, DCCRCC, proposes the following resolution
to be considered by the Montana Redistricting and Apportionment Commission members in their effort
to redistrict Montana’'s legislative districts.

1) Whereas the last Redistricting Commission implemented a map that was influenced heavily by
election results and political data. The current map was a political map put forth by the
Montana Democratic Party in an effort to manipulate elections and win seats to the legislature.
The current map does a very poor job of keeping political subdivisions and communities of
interest together in the same district.

2) Whereas DCCRCC endorses plans that keep political subdivisions and communities of interest
together in legislative districts. Counties should also be kept intact as much as possible in the
plan the Commission chooses. The current map of Dawson County is an example of the
effortless job put forth by the last Commission to keep political subdivisions, communities, and
counties together.

3) Whereas DCCRCC believes that Dawson County should be kept in one entire legislative district.
This is the best choice for the citizens of Dawson County. The current map of Dawson County,
by any layman’s account, makes complete absolute nonsense.

4) Whereas the “Communities Plan” put forth by the Democratic Party is the worst of the choices
available to the Commission for obvious reasons when compared to the other plans put forth by
the Legislative Services. DCCRCC would recommend this plan not even be considered by the
Commission, and at the very most; we consider the “Communities Plan” to be the last choice
available to the Commission.

Therefore, let it be resolved that the DCRCC endorses the “Subdivisions Plan” for the Commission to
use as the next Redistricting Map for the State of Montana. We believe the plan is nonpartisan,
keeps communities and counties intact as much as possible, and pays special attention to existing
urban political subdivisions.

We appreciate the hard work and great amount of integrity that Commission members will use in
their examination of the redistricting proposals. We also respect the non-biased and honest
approach the Commission is using in their effort to create a map that does the best job for all voters
of Montana. ‘

Dawson County Republican Central Committee

May 14™, 2012




Weiss, Rachel

From: Steven Eschenbacher [seschenbac@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2012 12:28 PM

To: Redistricting

Subject: Proposed Plans

I would like to voice my objections to the proposed Community plan and the existing boundaries plan. Both of
these dilute unfairly the votes of those districts that are overpopulated. Iurge you to keep the deviation to the
lowest amount possible so that we can all be equally represented.

Sincerely,

Steven N. Eschenbacher
Polson, MT

"I'm all in favor of keeping dangerous weapons out of the hands of fools. Let's start with typewriters."
- Frank Lloyd Wright




Weiss, Rachel

From: kimmillerhd71@gmail.com on behalf of Kim Miller [kKimmiller@3rivers.net]
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2012 9:22 PM

To: Redistricting

Subject: Public Comment for Southwest Montana Districting

TO:  Dastricting and Apportionment Commission

FROM: Kim Miller

DATE: July 11, 2012

RE: Madison County and House District 71

I would like to request that House District 71 boundaries not move during your redistricting project. I believe
it is important to avoid at all cost breaking up counties and therefore implore the commission to not cut out
sections of Madison County in order to meet the needs of surrounding population areas.

After studying the five proposed plans and the need to either add or take away .5 of a house seat from
Butte/Silver Bow, I would like to offer the following suggestion:

1) Keep HD71 as is.

2) Place the .5 house seat from Silver Bow into Beaverhead County.

It is Beaverhead and Silver Bow Counties that have lost the population base to warrant a boundary change not
HD71 and I believe the simplest way to address southwest Montana redistricting would be to move the .5 from
Silver Bow into Beaverhead County along their shared boundary rather than busting up a currently whole
county and a whole House District which has not lost any of their numbers.

Silver Bow may not like this idea, but why should HD71 experience the repercussions of Silver Bows
population loss? Whitehall and Madison County share common mores and it is important to keep them in tack.
Above that, they currently meet the numbers required to fill one house seat — HD71.

1




the ﬁeat falls area

June 20, 2012

Chairman Regnier and District and Apportionment Commissioners B _

P.0. Box 201706 JUN 2 6 2012

Helena, MT 59620 islative
alegisid

Montan Division

, . .y ices
Chairman Regnier and Commissioners, Service

Thank you again for allowing us the opportunity to participate and offer local suggestions in the redistricting
process. As we have said in previous testimony, it is our hope that the commission will work to create
legislative districts that are based on common-sense boundaries, such as neighborhoods, school districts
and trade areas.

As you are aware, the Great Falls Area Chamber of Commerce worked with other interested parties to
create a suggested map for Cascade County and the city of Great Falls. During the presentation of our
map, we discovered a few areas that we felt needed change or more explanation. Please accept this
written testimony as an addendum to that presentation.

Black Eagle: Our proposed map inadvertently split the community of Black Eagle into two different House
Districts. This was not our intent. We would ask that the Commission correct this and include the portion
of Black Eagle that is west of 15t Street in the district that includes the remainder of Black Eagle.

This would remove about 100 people from the proposed Riverview District that is already a bit short. When
creating the Riverview District, our goal was to keep this neighborhood intact and we thought that we were
within the acceptable deviation by stopping at the Great Falls City Limits. There is substantial residential
growth just north of the city limits that could reasonably be incorporated into this proposed House District to
bring them within the deviation guidelines. The children in this area attend schools in Riverview and would
be a natural fit for this area. We ask that the Commission consider making this change in your final map.

Rural Population Deviation: As you may know, we used a fairly simple computer program to assist with
the creation of our suggested map. Due to this, our two proposed rural areas are substantially off in
population. However, the amount one is over, is about the amount the other is under!

We would ask that you still attempt to keep the two rural areas totally within the boundaries of Cascade
County and that you keep Malmstrom Air Force Base whole in your final map. With those two suggestions
in mind, it is our hope that you would direct your staff to make the changes necessary to these two
proposed House Districts so that they fit within the population deviation.

Overage: Recognizing that the census count in Cascade County is going to create a district that crosses
county lines, we would ask that the Commission limit this to just one district and keep the remainder of our
population in districts that are contained within county lines.

100 1st Avenue North
Great Falls, MT 59401

406-761-4434
Fax: 406-761-6129
www.greatfallschamber.org

amber




Further, we would suggest that the Commission cross county lines on the northem boundary of Cascade
County. As we have stated previously, we do not really have a preference whether this would go to the
Northeast, toward Chouteau County or the Northwest, toward Teton County, but we believe it should be on
the northern border. Both of the areas to the north of Cascade County are in the greater Great Falls trade
area and have a lot in common with Great Falls and Cascade County. The same communities of interest
are not found on our southern border.

The Great Falls Chamber appreciates the Commission’s consideration of our proposal. It is our hope that
when creating a final redistricting map for Cascade County, the Commission will take our suggestions and
make the changes necessary to create a map with correct deviations that represents our existing
neighborhoods and communities.

Please feel free to contact our lobbyist, Ronda Wiggers, if you have questions or need more information
concerning this proposal.

Sincerely,
GREAT FALLS AREA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

P s T

Percy “Steve” Majicott
President/CEO




Weiss, Rachel

—

From: BJ Blackburn <edge3115@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, July 27, 2012 9:45 PM

To: Redistricting

Subject: Fairness NOT politics

It is my hope that fairness in any districting change will be the guiding light, not the politics of corporations
thru the Chamber of Commerce plan. You know that that plan comes as a blue print from a central office of
the Chamber which is not concerned with Montana and certainly isn’t concerned with peoples’ voting rights.
They are concerned with major corporations’ support, and they do the corporate bidding. Please accept the
Community Plan for redistricting in the Billings area.

Please Do the RIGHT THING!! We need heroes who stand up for the people and principle.
Thank you for taking my comment.
Bonnie Eldredge

3115 Harrow Dr.
Billings, Mt. 59102
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TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION

Dear Commissioners,

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

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

1.)  Following the.line‘s of poli’ti‘cal. units, J efferson 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 gedgraphic 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 MadisonCounty. :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 J efferson Ceunty as whole as possible and allow a portion of
Southern Jefferson County-to rémain with their “Community of Interest” in Noftlern Madison

County. '

Thank
/) B - )

Name . ;¥ L ._‘.j;i‘--%’ /:‘v AN S =

Address,  [icdBex § Gp cuhdchdl S 5SSy




Field, Dawn

From: Kolman, Joe

Sent: Friday, July 20, 2012 3:19 PM
To: - Field, Dawn; 'Rachel Weiss'
Subject: FW: Redistricting
Attachments: HouseSenate01.pdf

From: Fred Thomas [mailto:FThomas@wsi-insurance.com]
Sent: Friday, July 20, 2012 2:11 PM

To: Kolman, Joe

Cc: Fred Thomas; 'Bob Lake'

Subject: FW: Redistricting

the other ones proposed due

To it keeping v f Corvallis tngether with e sipnitar but there is only so

ez, Most of Stevensvilie area

T

i

From: Bob Lake [mailto:lakemili@montana.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 17, 2012 9:20 PM

To: Fred Thomas

Subject: Fw: Redistricting

4ig is what you were looking for. Let me know it | misunderstood the

From: Regina Plettenberg
Sent: Wednesday, December 28, 2011 8:56 AM-




To: Bob Lake; Gary Maclaren; Edward Greef; Ronald J. Ehli; Patrick Connell
Subject: Redistricting

Gentlemen,

I hope you all had a great Christmas. | hate to mention any kind of work since we are still in the Holiday season, but Ken
was ;ble to get a map put together‘for you based on the prior legislative districts but taking into account the shift in
population. | have attached it to this email for you to view and do with what you will. | feel | can make precincts out of
this modification. A few will be small but we have that issue right now. It won’t make it better but it shouldn’t make it
worse. | like how this split Lone Rock in half and kept the towns together. Let me know if you have any question:s.

Regina




District 1
10054

Lone Rock School Populations:
Dist 1 - 1830
Dist 2 - 1281

" District 2
9944

District 3
10131

Corvallis School Populations:

Dist 2 - 3344
Dist4 - 516
Dist3 -~ 2992
District 4

10083

N,

RAVALLI COUNTY
= PROPOSED LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS

BOUNDARY LEGEND

T —— EXISTING LEGISLATIVE BOUNDARY
Census BIock 4038 in Tract 000202~ SEHOOL DISTRICT BoUNDARY
has been split in this data set to
accomodate an existing School .

District boundary. The pop of Populations are shown beside each district.

the original block was 85. The new
blocks contain populations of 43 and 42. [ -~ ‘m_"f'f“" - | 'f" I

Accepted Deviation from Mean: 3%
Maximum District Population: 10191
Minimum District Population: 9597 b r.2011 - Ravali County GIS
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Statewide District Mean: 9894 |2 ooy
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Weiss, Rachel

From: Jan Rogers [typistian@netzero.net]
Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 2012 11:02 PM
To: Redistricting

Subject: Maps

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in mind. Hundreds of
Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is essential for you to incorporate as much
of the non-partisan concepts into your final map as possible. _

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded because it seeks to give
one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the Montana Democratic Party, that map does not
follow the criteria you have set out in your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-
populating Democrat areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as
communities of interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political data and voting
preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified version of the map that
was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago with little to-no input from Republicans,
independents and non-partisans. Redistricting should include more than one party’s perspectives and
ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and cities, should be
the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and Subdivision plans all contain good ideas
based on your criteria, not partisan agendas. They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan
legislative staffers. | hope that the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays
more compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting Rights Act,
keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-partisan suggestions from the
public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your progress as you
complete your work.

NAME: Janet L Rogers
ADDRESS:___39241 Overlook Drive, Poison, MT 59860
EMAIL:___ typistian@netzero.net
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Montana Legis«;le_a‘dva
To the Districting and Apportionment Commission: Services Division

Ag you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is

essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible. -

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in

your rules. It overpopuiates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political

data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Ancther map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little 1o no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision pians all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.

NAME; F\\NNM \\/&k
ADDRESS:Q D Sy WS ; Qm\‘b\\mg ANSRNI e
EMAIL__ RS TAAZ © W Nom
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission: M(SJQS': cas [ﬁvision

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in

- your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political \
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats. LwKe_ (oo .\'LJ
A AT mess |

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified

version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago

with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting

should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.

NAME: (ﬁ v S By L 9(4{‘

ADDRESS.___.$54 (5 9 s oy G2 Bon g 7= £ 3¢
EMAIL: S\ole @ foreon . aaX
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o . _ Montana Legislative
To the Districting and Apportionment Commission: Services Division

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map shouid be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set outin

your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legisiative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.

NAME: DM /gﬂeﬂ/u

ADDRESS: 31232 8 ,gu/wuw X&w//@ y 20N,
EMAIL: a(s,oezr b2l b /w%mm/ Co P
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Montana Legislative

To the Districting and Apportionment Commission: Services Division

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in

your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political

data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.

| (0
NAME: C;;-'mé\re;\,\) (DS Agﬁo/\ \A
ADDRESS:_ (32 &  Suon Clse. HQH . \Da(:io-«\ 59800
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in

your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.

ADDRESS. T 7€ 2.3 \—750,00@4/ (LA DE. - ’PQ Lso) mT-
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in

your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best resuits for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more ‘
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final

map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Comrhission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, anditis
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final

map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map shouid be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set outin
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. it is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final

map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-

partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legisiative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final

map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your

progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final

map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.

NAME: Qﬁﬂm /Y)‘,@&/u CJO Anne M llee)

ADDRESS: QOOILXO Heyy 14 ﬂdmdulla MT 5S4 5§43
EMAIL:V\YY\I [ler [c',ru) & hotea . com




To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.

NAME: Jzy//ggwum#

ADDRESS: /% %\?O e 3RY

EMAIL: MQM@/M /LM‘ ’5Q7 DS




To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in

your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with littie to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best resulits for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final

map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in

your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legisiative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, anditis
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set outin

your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. Itis a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible. '

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in

your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under- populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best resuits for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as weli as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting

- Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best resulits for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more v
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. Itis a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legisiative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, and it is
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in

your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

As you start the process of drawing lines, it is important for you to keep your criteria in
mind. Hundreds of Montanans have participated in the public input process, anditis
essential for you to incorporate as much of the non-partisan concepts into your final
map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of
interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

Another map that should be discarded is the Existing Districts Map. It is a modified
version of the map that was produced by the Montana Democrat Party ten years ago
with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

The other maps, as well as the several regional or local maps produced by counties and
cities, should be the basis for the new map. The Urban-Rural, Deviation, and
Subdivision plans all contain good ideas based on your criteria, not partisan agendas.
They were produced from start to finish by non-partisan legislative staffers. | hope that
the final map achieves an overall deviation of less than one percent, stays more
compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

Thank you for your work on this important project. | look forward to watching your
progress as you complete your work.
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