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CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS

The Commission has made no changes in the existing Con-

gressional districts since they already comply with the

Iaw.
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LTST OF LEGISI"ATIVE DISTRICTS DESCRIBED BY COUNTY,

CENSUS DIVISION (C.C.D.), AND

ENUMERATION DISTRICT (8.D. ),

WITTI POPULATION AND DEVIATION FROM IDEAL SHOWN
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HOUSE DISTRICTS

1. Sheridan Co., plus Bainville and Culbertson C.C.D.s of
RooseveLt Co.

pop. 7 ,288 dev. +.0495

2. Froid and Poplar C.C.D.s of Roosevelt Co., plus F1axvil1e
and Scobey C.C.D.s of Daniels Co.

pop. 7 ,L84 dev. +.0346

3. Wolf Point and Wolf Point Rural C.C.D.s of Roosevelt Co.,
plus Peerless C.C.D. of Daniels Co., plus Opheim and Frazer
C.C.D.S and E.D. 26 of Va11ey Co.

Pop. 7,088 dev. + .0207

4. Glasgor^, and Glasgor., North C.C.D.s, E.D,s 24, 25 of Valley
Co-

pop. 7,324 dev. +.0547

5. Hinsdale and Fort Peck C.C.D.s of Val1ey Co., plus Phillips
Co. less E.D.s 16 and I8

pop. 7,!14 dev. +.0245

6. B1aine Co. plus E.D.s 16 and 18 of Phillips Co.

pop. 6, 8L3 dev. -. 0189

7. E.D.s 19, 23-25 and Havre South C.C.D. of EiIl Co.

pop. 6,468 dev. -.0585

8. E.D.s 12-18, 20-22 of Hill Co.

pop. 6 ,483 dev. -.0664

9. Liberty Co., Rudyard, Gildford, Havre-North C.C.D,s of
Hill Co.

pop. 6,766 dev. -.0256

10. Chouteau Co.

pop. 5,473 dev. -.0678

lI. Teton Co., plus n.D.s 2, 3, 4 of pondera Co.

pop. 7 ,45O dev. +.0729
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)-2. Shelby and South Toole C.C.D.S of Tool,e Co., plus Conrad
city and E.D. I of Pondera Co.

pop. 7,L32 dev. +.027 6

13. Cut Bank and Cut Bank Rural C.C.D,s of Glacier Co., plus
Sunburst C.c.D. of Toole Co.

pop. 7,459 dev. +.0742

14. Glacier Co. less Cut Bank and cut Bank Rural c.c.D.sr plus
Valier-Dupuyer C.c.D. of Pondera Co.

pop. 7,308 dev. +.0524

15. columbia Fa11s, Glacier, South Eork, and Columbia Falls Rural
C.C.D.s

pop. 6,'168 dev. -.0253

16. E.D.s 26, 40, 4l , 47-54 of FLathead co.

pop. 7 ,293 dev. +.0503

17, Middle 4 parts of E.D. 30 and E.D.s 55-62, 21, 31 , 32, 36,
37 of Flathead Co.

pop. 7,294 dev. +.0504

18. outside 5 parts of E.D. 30 and E.D.s 27-29, 33-35, 38, 39 of
Flathead Co.

pop. 7,I0I dev. +.0226

19. whitefish C.C.D. and E.D.s L9, 24, 25 of Flathead Co.

pop. 'l ,4L3 dev. +.0675

20. Eureka C.C.D. of Lincoln Co., plus E.D.s 16-18 r 20,22,23 of
Flathead Co.

pop. 7 ,149 dev. +.0295

21. E.D.s 12-17, I9A of Lincoln co.

pop. 7,252 dev. +.0444

22. E.D.s 7-Il, 18, I9B, 20, 2I of Lincoln Co.

pop. 1 ,253 dev. +.0445

23. Sanders Co.

pop. 7,093 dev. +.0215
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24. Mineral Co., plus Lo1o. Frenchtown-Evaro C.C.D.s and E.D. 65
of Missoula Co.

pop. 6,624 dev. -. 04 6l-

25. St. Ignatius, Charlo and Ronan C.C.D.s of Lake Co.

pop. 7 ,483 dev, + .0'?7 6

26. Big Fork-Swan River, west Shore, and Polson C.C.D.S of Lake
Co.

pop. 6,962 dev. +.0026

27. Granite Co., Seeley Lake-Blackfoot valley C.C.D. of Missoula
Co., Ovando, He1mvi1le, Avon-Elliston C.C.D.s of Powell Co.,
plus Lincoln C.C.D. and E.D. 10 of Lewis and Clark Co.

pop. 'l ,326 dev. +.0550

28. Cottonwood and Deer Lodge C.C.D.s of Powe1l Co., Plus E.D.s
l, 3, and 17 of Deer Lodge Co.

pop. 6,868 dev' -.0109

29. E.D.s 8,9,39-42, 12,73, 15 of Lewis and C1ark Co.

pop. 7 ,233 dev. +.0416

30. E.D.s 31, 33, 35-38, 16 of Lewis and Clark Co.

pop. 7,zOG dev. +.0377

3I. E.D.s 22, 23, 25-30, 32, 34 of Le$ris and Clark Co.

pop. 6,840 dev. -.0150

32. E.D.s 14, L7-2L, 24 of tewis and Clark Co.

pop. 7,089 dev. +.0209

33. Augusta and WoIf creek c.c.D.s of Lewis and Clark Co., plus
Cascade, Sun River and Great Falls West C.C.D.S and E.D-s
118, 1I9 of Cascade Co.

pop. 6,640 dev. -.0438

34. E.D.s 11, 62-69, 76 (part) , 71, 96, 116, 117 of Cascade Co.

pop. 6,677 dev. -.0393

35. E.D.s I, 8, 12-18, 89-91, 98-LO2 of Cascade Co.

pop. 6,547 dev. '.0572
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36. E.D.s 6r 7,9, 1O,92-95,97 of Cascade Co.

pop. 6, 8 07 dev. -. 0197

31 . E.D.s 43, 45, 47,48, 51-61 of Cascade Co.

pop. 6 ,7 06 dev. -. 0 343

38. E.D.s 44, 49, 50, ?5-79 of Cascade Co.

pop. 6,7L?. dev. -.0327

39. E.D,s 19-26 of Cascade Co.

pop. 6 ,628 dev. -.0455

40. E.D.s 27-33, 38 of Cascade Co.

pop. 6,77L dev. -.0249

41. E.D.s 39-42, 46, 80, 81 of Cascade Co.

pop. 6,612 dev. -.0478

42. E.D.s 34-37 of Cascade Co.

pop. 6,676 dev. -.0386

43. E,D.s 82 A, B, C, D, E, F, H of Cascade Co.

pop. 6,770 dev. -.0251

44. E.D.s 70 (part), 72-74, 82c, B2J, 83-88, 103-115, I2O-l-27
of Cascade Co.

PoP. 7 ,0l-2 dev. +.0098

45. Irleagher Co., Broadwater Co. less E.D.s 5 and 6, and l{onarch-
Neihart, Eden-Stockett and BeIt C.C.D.s of Cascade Co.

pop. 6,670 dev. -.0395

46. wheatland Co., colden Valley Co., and ltusselshell Co.

pop. 7 ,L94 dev. +.0360

47. Judith Basin Co., Denton, Winifred, Hanover, Moore C.C.D.S
and E.D. 14 of Fergus Co.

pop. 7 ,167 dev. +. O32I

48. Lewistown C.C.D., plus E.D.s 13 and 15 of Fergus Co.

pop. 6, 953 dev. +. 0013
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49. Mccone Co., Garfield Co., Petroleum Co., and Roy and crass
Range C.C.D.s of Fergus Co.

pop. 6,504 dev. -.0634

50. Rosebud Co., plus Treasure Co.

pop. 7 . I0I dev. +.0226

51. Milcs City less E.D.s 18-20 of Custer Co.

pop. 6,898 dev. -. 0066

52. Prairie Co., plus all rural C.C.D.S of Custer Co., plus
E.D.s 18-20 in Miles City

pop. '7 ,O28 dev. +.0121

53. Fairview, Sidney, Sidney Rural C.C.D.s of Richland Co.

pop. 7,083 dev. +.0200

54. Mona-Andes, Lambert, Savage-Crane C.C.D.s of Richland Co.,
plus Richey, Lindsay, Glendive Northeast, Glendive west
C.C.D.s of Dawson Co.

pop. 7 ,248 dev. +.0438

55. Glendive and Glendive East C.C.D.s of Dawson Co.

poP. 6,775 dev. -.0243

56. wibaux Co., Fallon Co., plus Ekalaka C.C.D. of Carter Co-

pop. 6,650 dev. -.0423

57. Little Missouri c.C.D. of carter co., plus Powder River Co.'
plus Busby-Decker C.C,D. and E.D.s 13 and 16 of Big Horn Co.

pop. 6,716 dev. -.0328

58. Hardin, Sarpy, Pryor-Beauvais Creek C.C.D.s and E.D.s 14,
15, 17 of Big Horn Co.

pop. 7 ,024 dev. +.0115

59. Huntley Project, Buffalo Creek, South Yellowstone less E.D.
156, Shepherd C.C.D.s, plus E.D.s 96-106, 13 of Yellowstone
Co-

pop. 6,915 dev. -.0042

60. E.D.s 7-I2, 14-19, 107-110, 115, 116 of Yellowstone Co.

pop. 7,005 dev. +. 0088
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61. E,D.s 75-82, 66-68, 85, 1I7 of Yellorrstone Co.

pop. 7,204 dev. +.0374

62. E.D.s 20-24,58, 59, 6L, 62, 69-75 of Yellowstone Co.

pop. 7,347 dev. +. 058 0

63. E.D.s 25-28, 48-52 of Yellowstone Co.

pop. 7,015 dev. +. 0102

64. E.D.s 29-36, 1LI-I13, 136-139 of Yellolrstone Co.

pop, 7,110 dev. +.0239

65. E.D.s 53-5?, 114, 60, 40, 41 of Yellowstone Co.

pop. 7,269 dev. +.0467

66. E.D.s 42-47, L28, 63-65 of Yellowstone Co.

pop. 7,\86 dev. +.0349

67. E.D.s 86-90,94,95, 125-127, 129-132, 135 of Yellowstone Cci.

pop. 7, 308 dev. +. 0524

68. E.D.s 37-39, \42, 9I-93 of yeLlowstone Co.

pop. 7,136 dev. +.0276

69. E.D.s 83, 84, 118-124 of Yellowstone Co.

pop. 6,922 dev. -.0032

70. Laurel C.C.D.r plus E.D.s 133, L34, 140, 14 j., j.43-147 of
Yellowstone Co.

PoP' 7,007

71. Carbon Co.

dev. +. 0091

pop. 7,080 dev. +.0196

72. Stillwater Co., plus Mol.t-Broadview C.C.D. and E.D.s 148 ancl
I56 of Yell@rstone Co.

pop, 6,575 dev. -.053I

73. Sweet Grass Co. and Park Co. less Livin<;stor, city, plus ptrrt
of Yellot^rstone Park

pop. 7,326

- 10-
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74. Livingston city of Park Co.

pop. 6,883 dev. -.0088
"?5. Bozeman Rural C.C.D. less E.D. 25, plus E.D. 8 plus Gallatin

Gate\^ray and West Yellowstone C.C.D.s of Gallatin Co., plus
part of Yellorrstone Park C.C.D.

pop. 6, 545 dev. -. 0575

76. E.D.s 10, 25, 14 of callatin Co.

pop. 6 ,735 dev. -.0301

7?. E.D.s 15-18, 2l of Gallatin Co.

pop. 6,682 dev, -.0377

78. E.D.s 11-13, L9, 20, 22, 23 of callatin Co.

pop. 6 ,57O dev. -.0539

79. Belgrade and Three Forks C.C.D.s and E.D,s 6 and 7 of calla-
tin Co., plus E.D. 5 of Broadwater Co., plus E.D. 7 of
Jefferson Co,

pop. 6,622 dev. -.0464

80. Jefferson Co. Iess E.D. 7, plus E.D. 5 of Broadwater Co.,
plus E.D.s 11 and 43 of Lewis and Clark Co.

pop. 6,909 dev. -.0050

81. E.D,s 5 and 15 of Beaverhead Co., plus Madison co.

pop. 6 ,413 dev. -. 07 6 5

82. Beaverhead Co. less E.D. 5 and E.D. 15

pop. 6,788 dev. -.0225

83. E.D.s 56-59, 6I-63 of Sil-ver Bow Co.

pop. 7,032 dev. + .0127

84. E.D.s 5, 51-55, 60 of Silver Bos, Co.

pop. 6,935 dev. -.0013

85. E.D.s 9, l-0, 44, 46-50 of Silver Bow Co.

pop. 6,777 dev. -.0240

86. E.D.s 24, 32-43, 45 of Sil-ver Bow Co.
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pop. 7 ,049 dev. +.0151

87. E.D.s 16-20 , 25-31 , 7 of Silver Bo!,{ Co.

pop. 7 ,119 dev. +.0338

88. E.D.s 1-4, 6, 8, 11-15, 2l-23 of Silver Bow Co.

pop. 7 ,009 dev. +. 009 4

89. E.D.s 2, 18-20, 4-7 of Deer Lodge Co.

pop. 6,865 dev. -.0114

90. E.D.s 8-16 of Deer Lodge Co.

pop. 7 ,041 dev. +.0140

91. Sula-Edwards, Darby, Hamilton west, Hamilton C.C.D.s and
E.D. 10 of Ravalli Co.

pop. 7,488 dev. +.0783

92. Stevensville, Victor C.C.D.s and E.D.s 7-9, lL of Ravalli
Co.

pop. 6,92L dev. -.0033

93. Bonner-Clinton c.c.D., E.D.s 698, 6, 7, 12, 63, 1l ot
Ili s soula Co.

pop. 6,684 dev. -.037 4

94. E.D.s 35-38, 40, 4l , 70 of Missoula Co"

pop. 6,615 dev. -.0474

95. E.D.s 28, 13-19, 54 of Mlssoula Co.

pop. 6,688 dev. -.0369

96. E.D.s 23-27, 29-34, 42, 43 of Missoula Co.

pop. 6,618 dev. -.0459

97. E.D.s 21, 44-46, 60, 6] of Missoula Co.

pop. 6 ,7 04 dev. -. 0 34 6

98. E.D.s 56-59, 20, 22, 66-68 of Missoula Co.

potr. 6,612 dev. -.0478

99. E.D.s 39, 4B-52, 55 of Missoula Co.
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pop. 6 ,672 dev. -. 0392

. 1,00. E.D.s 62, 47, 53, 54, 59A of Missoula Co.

pop. 6,803 dev. -.0203
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SENATE DISTRICTS

1. Sheridan Co., plus Flaxville and Scobey C.C.D's of Daniels
Co., plus Bainville, Culbertson' Froid and Poplar C.C.D.s
of Roosevelt Co.

pop. 14,472 dev. +.0421

2. Wolf Point and WoIf Point Rural C.C.D.S of Roosevelt co.,
plus Peerless C.C.D. of Daniels Co., va1ley Co., less
Hinsdale and Fort Peck C.c.D.s

pop. )-4 ,412 dev. +.0377

3. Hinsdale and Fort Peck C.C.D.s of VaIIey Co., plus Phillips
Co. , plus Blaine Co.

pop. 13,927 dev. + ' 0028

4. Havre and Havre South C.C.D.S of Hill Co.

pop. 12,95L dev' -.0675

5. Liberty Co., Chouteau Co., plus Ruilyard, Gildford, and Havre
North C.C.D.s of Hill Co.

pop. 13,239 dev. -. 0467

6. Teton Co., Conrad Rural-Brady and Conrad C'C.D.S of Pondera
Co., and South Toole and Shelby C.C.D.s of Toole Co.

pop. 14,592 dev. +.0500

7. Glacier Co., plus Sunburst C.C.D. of Toole Co., plus Valier-
Dupuyer C.C.D. of Pondera Co.

pop. I4,7 67 dev. +.0633

8. south Fork, Glacier, Columbia Fal1s Rural , Columbia Falls,
Bad Rock Heights, Creston-Big Eork, Lo$rer Va1ley-Somers
C.C.D,s, and 8.D. 26 of Flathead Co.

pop. 14,061 dev. +.0125

9. Kalispell and Kalispell Southwest C.C.D.s and E.D. 21 of
Flathead Co.

pop. 14,395 dev. +. 0365

10. Whitefish and Whj.tefish Lake C.C.D.s and E.D.s 20, 22-25
of Flathead Co., plus Eureka C.C.D. of Lincoln Co.

PoP. 14,562 dev. +.0485

-15-



1I. Lincoln co., less Eureka C. C. D.

14,50s

, Mineral Co. , plus
of Missoula Co.

13 ,7 L7

Pop'

Sanders Co.
and E. D. 65

poP.

take co.

pop.

Granite Co.
Co. , Powell
Clark Co. ,

pop'

E.D. s 8, 9,
Clark Co.

dev. +.0444

Lolo, Frenchto$rn-Evaro C.C.D. s

dev. -.0123

t2.

13.

I4.

15.

L4,445 dev. +.0401

, See1ey Lake-Blackfoot Va1ley C.C.D. of Missoula
Co., Lincoln C.C.D. and E.D. 10 of Lewle and

plus E.D.s J., 3, and 17 of Deer Lodge Co.

14, 194 dev. +.022L

12, 13, 15, 16, 31, 13 t 35-42 of Lewls and

pop. 14, 439 dev. +.0397

16. E.D.s 14, 17-30, 32, 34 of Lewis and Clark Co.

pop. 13,929 dev. +. 0030

17. Augusta and Wolf Creek C,C.D.s of Lewis and Clark Co., plus
Cascade, Sun River, and Great Falls West C.C.D.s and E.D.B
1l , 62-69, 70 (part), 7L, 96, 116-119 of Cascade Co.

18. E.D.s

pop. 13, 311 dev. -. 0415

1, 6-10, 12-I8, 89-95, 97-102 of Cascade Co.

pop. 13,354 dev. -.0385

43-45, 47-6L, 75-79 of. Caecade Co.

pop. 13,423 dev. -.0335

19-33, 38 of Cascade Co.

pop. 13,399 dev. -.0352

34-31 , 39-42, 46, 80, 81 of Cascade Co.

pop. 13,288 dev. -.0432

70 (part) , 72-74, 82-88, 103-115, 1.20-127 of Cascade

19. E.D.s

20, E.D,s

21. E.D.s

E.D.s
Co.

22.

pop. 13,782

- 16-
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23. !.lonarch-Ne ihart , Eden-stockett, and Belt c.C.D.s of Cascade
Co., Meagher Co., Broadwater Co. less E.D.s 5 and 6, Wheat-
Iand Co., Golden Valley Co., and Musselshell Co.

pop. 13, 864 dev. -. 0017

24. Judith Basin Co., fergus Co. less Roy and Grass Range C'C'D'S

pop. 14,120 dev. +. 016?

25. Mccone Co., Garfield Co., Petroleurn co., Rosebud Co., Treasure
Co,, and Roy and Grass Range C.C.D.S of Fergus Co.

pop, 13 , 505 dev. - - 02 04

26. Custer Co. and Prairie Co.

poP. 13,926 dev. + .0021

27. Richland Co. , plus Dawson Co. less Glendive and Glendive East
C.C.D.s

pop. 14,331 dev. +.0319

28. Glendive and Glendive East c.C.D. of Dawson Co., wibaux Co.,
FaIIon Co., plus Ekalaka C.C.D. of Carter Co.

pop. 13,425 dev. -.0333

29. Little Missouri C.C.D. of Carter Co., plus Powder River
Co., and Big Horn Co.

pop. 13,740 dev. -. 0107

30. Huntley Project, Buffalo creek, Shepherd C.C.D.s and E.D.s
7-19, 96-110, 115, 116, 155 and 157 of Yellowstone Co.

pop- L3,920 dev. +.0023

3I. E.D.s 20-24, 58, 59,6L,62,66-82,85 and 117 of Yellow-
stone co.

pop. 14,55L dev. +.0477

32. E.D.s 25-36, 48-52, 111-113, 136-139 of Yellowstone Co.

pop. 14.L25 dev. +. 0171

33. E.D.s 40-47,53-57,60, 63-65, 114, 128 of Yellowstone Co,

pop. 14,455 dev. +.0408

34. E.D.s 37-39, 85-95, 125-127, 129-132, 135, L42 of Yellohtstone
Co.

-17 -



pop. L4,444 dev. +.0400

35. Laurel C.C.D. and E.D.s 83, 84, 118-124, 133, 134, 1{0, 141,
143-147 of Yellowstone Co.

pop. 13,929 dev. +.0030

36. Carbon Co., Stillwater Co., plus llolt-Broadview C.C.D. and
E.D.s 148 and 156 of Yellowstone Co.

pop. 13,655 dev. -. 0168

37. S$reet Grass Co. and Park Co. and part of Yelloustone Park

pop. L4,209 dev. +.023I

38. Bozeman Rural , Gallatin Gateuay, West Yeltowstone C.C.D.s,
pl-us E.D.s 8, 10, 14 of callatin Co., plus part of yeLlow-
stone Park

pop. 13,280 dev. -.0438

39. E.D.s 1I-I3, 15-23 of Gallatin Co.

pop. 73,252 dev. -.0458

40. Belgrade and Three Forks C.C.D.S and E.D.s 6 and 7 of Gallatin
Co.,8.D.8 5 and 6 of Broadwater Co., Jefferson Co,, pIuE
E,D.s 1I and 43 of Lewis and Clark Co.

pop. 13,53I dev. -.0257

4I. Beaverhead Co. and Madison Co.

pop. 13,201 dev. -. 0495

42- E.D.s 5, 5I-63 of Silver Bow Co.

pop. 13,967 dev. +.0057

43. E.D.s 9, LO, 24, 32-50 of Silver Bow co.

pop. 13,826 dev. -.0045

44. E,D.s 1-4, 6-8, 11-23, 25-31 of Silver Bo\., Co.

pop. 14,188 dev. +. 0216

45. Deer todge co. less E.D,s I, 3, and 17

pop. 13,906 dev. +. 0013

46. Ravalli Co.

pop. 14,409 dev. +.0375
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47. E.D.s
Co.

48. E.D.s

49. E.D.s

50. E.D.s

6, 7, t2, 35-38, 40, 4l , 63, 698, 70-74 of

pop. 13,299 dev. -.0424

13-19, 23-34, 42, 43, 64 of l"lissoula Co.

pop. 13,306 dev. -. 0419

20-22, 44-46, 56-61, 66-68 of Missoula co.

pop. 13,315 dev. - .0412

39, 47-55, 62, 69A of Missoula Co.

pop. 13,475 dev. - .0297

Mi s soula
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STATISTICAL DATA FOR 1OO HOUSE DISTRICTS

(Mi.rx. +7. 8 3 , Min. -7 .6\)

Electoral percentage (minimum percent of total- population needed
to elect a majority )

49 .292

63 House districts deviate less than 4t, l0 deviate more
than 6t

Population ratio between extreme districts

r. 17

I5.48t

Averaqc 
-dovlat_ion

1 :' a:

STATISTICAI

Range of deviation

r3. 08*

Average deviation

I z. sar

EIectoraI percentage

DATA FOR 50 SENATE DISTRICTS

(Max. +5. 33, Min. -6.75)

50.7t

3I Senate districts deviate less than 4t, 2 deviate more
than 6*

Population ratio between extreme districts

l. 14
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STATE MAP

Refer to this map before referring to the following

county and city maps.

-23-



(" (.;

..\.t4. 
,)E

1u'---

I
I)

I

I

t
I- \-u il_lj --.s

I

I

I

I

I
rJ I

I

I

-T--
I

L

($ it

,'- o
\ -7--:z

't.,...
lr.

) -. - /,a '21'
t_ ^ -.,. -r El-r -r 

@l
-\ "t-- -

L:' "'
)

(

I
N
L.I
I

t
J.i '19l--

( t--
r)(

i.@ \-\ ".,,
t' et)

i ,t1' ,l

^t-\ " .-/
,{a \.

)
I

(51)

cr 5TR rcTs

SENATT

HOUSE

I

LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS

ItrJ --i----

ts
11, 

I

t-
I

I.i"
I
It.
I-l
I

L
l,

/2c



MAPS OF COUNTIES CONTAINING ALL

OR

PARTS OF MORE THAN ONE DISTRICT
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ANALYSI S OF THX PLAN

The State of I'tontana's Districting ?nd. ApPortionment
Commission has arawn- i legislative -redistricting plan which
;il;;;;;iy fiis the "iitetiu 6r uott' Federar and state law which
i!i"ir. iair representation in the Legi:;Iature of voters and

grouPs of voters -

The Commission hereby explains how the plan evolved'
aes"riUir,g the problems it incountered In developing the Plan' and

itre criteiia the consnission used in resolving those problems. The

a;*,i;;i;" will first illustrate the general natrJre .of the
i.aiitii.ting problem, and secon<1, witl analyze each district'

In a series of decisions culminating the }3ynolds. Y' Sim?lthe
United States supreme Court held that the equal protection crause

"i--it. 
fourtee-nth Amendment to the Conatitution of the United

!1.t"" requires that both houses of a1r state legislatures be

"pp"iii"",ia 
on the basis of "substantial equalitytr of population.

This 'one man, ot" vote doctrinei remiins the controlling
pr,inciple in all statq legislative districting Plans' although the
bourt - ir"" allowed2 tfiat respect for political .subdivision

undaries and other considerations 4ay justify a deviation from
themathenaticallyidealdistrict,Jandthatsomedevlatlotsare
;;;"p;ili;-i"-tt. ieffectuation of a rational state policy'i

Thespecificcriteriaastatemayuseintheeffectuationof
a rational state policy have never been clearly spelled out'
pre""*iurv because wirat might be rational in one state might not
Le- ratio-nar in another. rn Montana county lines, have been
iri"t"ii""iry inviolable for all practical purposes' The -Montana
Conititutioi, of l8at gave eaclr county one lenator regardless of
tir" p"p"f.tion of that county, ald county lines -cou1d -not be
brokln- to form house distr-icts.5 Even after Reynolds v. ii$s the
use of multi-mexrber legislative districts madE- JE Possible to
iespect county lines until the 1970 U.S. census figures were
pultished. tlen the Montana Legislature used multi-member
eG[;i;a;-in a--pran-ihat broke counfy lines onry five times' rhis
plan was uptrela by the U.s. District court for the State of
i""i""uba"a iemains in effect until the 1974 elections when this
single member district plan becomes effective.

The new Montana Constitution changed the redistricting
problem-by requiring single member districts both in the House and
3enate.7 -a u6o". district must have roughtly 5,944 people in it
to meet the ione mall. one vote" standard set by the U.S. Supreme
Court, according to the I97O U.S.6census. (If the size of the
legislature as 'provided by law'o was set at other than 100 House
seits and 50 Senate seats, the figure would, of course, change. )
So although it may be a rational 9oa1, in attempting to draft a
single member di.strict plan it is not possible to keep all county
lines intact. For example, Valley Countyrs population of J-1,47J-

-69-



ig too large for one. House district, so after taktng one Housedistrict from somewhere in Valley iormty, t]re people not incl"udedin that districr have to vore iritir-pi5pid- Ii--iiotiJr- 
"oorr.ybecause _obviously e:I" are not. enough ireopfe remaining t.o make upa second mathematicarly acceptabre aistiicl. Thi;-i; irJJ t.rru ,.r,Glacier. county, Big Horn - county and otirer couniies-iirere tir epopulation does not equal what is ieeded for a whote -rr*nb., 

asgpposed to a fractional:r,mber. of legisrators. s"." iil county
l=_H:. Iish:_p"pylation for a whole n,imber ot- resi;rilois, irsDounoarl_es may have to be broken depending upon t6e situation inthe other counties in the state.

The Cornmission does not sugge6t that county lines have nosignificance in regislative ieapportiontrent r;de; trr" ,ru* 
"tut.Constitution. It nerely recognizei- ttrat there .r" iine" *i,"., j.tis -necessary to sacrifice county rines in order to achieve thegoal of singre menber districts wh i-ch are surstaniiJiy --eq"ar inpopulation. If thit goal can be achieved witfroui UiJaXing acounty line then, all other things being egual, the line shourdnot be broken. obviously, other Uiin,js ai" "oi "i;;t" egual.There .are important considerations in - aaaitiil --l; 

counryintegrity.
For example, rural people do not want to be dqainated bv

ur. ban peopre and vice-versa. indians do not want a pran" *f,ilidilutes their .s_trength. .peopre with conaon economic inlerests andtrade areas (farners,-miners, loggers, etc.) wini-i pii"-i" *t, i.r,t}Iey are proportionately represented. rn short, ever! tejitimateand identifiabl" +"Iefe9t group (economic, social, racial ,political , etc.), rightfully - ctiims consiaeraii*-'UV theDistricting commiss ion, and the retters, petitions, and peoprethat have appeared before the conunission show that such groupshave. _asked for, and received, so far as prictieJte, thatconsideration.

The court decisions. acknowredge the importance of suchfactors in state legislative districting. The il.s. suprerne courthas, for exampler.noted r ttre fact tlrat a ten per cent o. fi fteenper cent variation from ttr e norn as appraved in one state haslittle_bearing on ttr e varidity of a s i'nilai- variation in -another
state.'v Within the limits of .one nan, one vote.r Montana mayset its own redist.ricting standards and criteria. The U.S.supreme court has also stated that rthe proper equar protectiontest is not framed in_ terms of , governrrentai necesjity.i but interms of a claim ttr at a state rEy rrationally consiteir,.Io itappears therefrom that there need be no tegal or governmentarnecessity for a state to adhere to a parEicular rSdistriclingcriterion; onry that the state must have ritional and iustitiaur6criteria. The U.S. District Court of l,lontana ha6 expressly
recognized such redistricting consideratons as naturar balrlersltravel , communications, economic interest, and rural-urbanorientation as rationally considered criteria. 11

No one factor should dominate the others. The problem is one

- tu-



of balancing conflicting criteri.a which vary in import:nce from
i.oion to r;qion. Somei i:nes county lines can be saved onII at Ure
;;il;;"* -oi'--ir6*og.;.or" distrilts and vice-versa' Economic
iniei""t representation can be saved at ttre exPelrEe of small ,
.""iiy traieled diEtricts, and so on. Howe'ver, the Problen isnrt
even that easy.

The nev, state constitution specifies that Federal census data
be ttre baeis uPon which redistricting Dqst Ploceed' Census
p"p"i"ti""--a.ti- i" available in basii units calLed enuneration
'aiiiricts ( c.ommonly referred to as E.D.s). These are generally
ifre -smaffest .building blocks" that the Comission can and must

""" i" .i""ti"g legislitive districts. In some cases it is
oo""i.uf" to ise i.rger units called county celsus divisions
i;;,.;;iy iir"ii.a to-is-c.c.p.s). rn a few clses it ls possibre
io-"r" "ir"f e cognties as building blocks. Counties are made up of
*ir"i"-C.C.p.s, and C.c.D.s are made up of. -whole E:D'".' The
;;urrea;i;; 

-oi 
tlrese'cenius districts arL easily recognized on t1.e

si"o"a. They are rivers, streams, railroad tracks, highways ' etc'

.la}ffi||:"i;19*t"t 
the lesal boundaries of cities' townships'

The difficulty lrith these census districts is that their
Uounaiiies in rnany -cases do not coincide with natural legislative
aiJtiict lines. - people in the sanE E.D. may prefer to vote in
aiii.r."t legislative histricts. The E.D. botmdary.simply_doesnrt
nake sense t6 thenr from a rePresentation standpoint' rn Deer
iEag.- 

-county, E.D. 2 has 21978 people some of whom may prefer to
u"-i" ut. leiisLative district to-thL norttr to{ard the -td'n of
;;";- ;;a9;,- a"tl "otC oi r*rorn may prefer to be in a regislative
afiirict [,o'the south tcrrarct ttr e tcnrn of Anaconda. In Bozeman

E.D. 108 is in several noncontiguous parcels and the peoP1e in the

"i"it.i"t 
parcel ..y feel f6w dLs with the People in the

northerest pircel , yet they are all in one E.D.

conversely, people in tvro different E.D.s may prefer-to be in
the s;rme one so is to guarantee their being in the same

leglslative district. ror example, the torrn of Corvallis i8 sp1it
ad" tire middle by an E.o. line, ana the Corvallis people would
r-ao*i"afy prefer -to be in oire rather than tlo different
legislativ-e districts. A sfurilar problem exists for sorne PeoPl9
in ttre Target Range area of Missoula- and the Univers ity area of
Bozeman, as well, as in other areas.

The fact that some census districts are oddly shaped Presents
difficulties. Sometimes an E.D. surrounds a whole town. By
reason of -the constitutional requirement of compactness and
contiguityrrJ such an E.D. and those E.D.s within the tovrD must
be pul together as a unit, and it becomes i:nposs ible to break that
unil with a legislative diEtrict llne. An examPle of tlris is the
city of cut Ba;k with 4,004 people surrorurded by E.D.- 2 of Glacier
couity. Together, cui sanf - ana E.D. 2 account for over 41500
people, approxirnately 21500 people less than is necesaary to
Lonstituti a legislative district. The same thing happene in Deer
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Lodge, Columbia Farls, and other tovrns. The options for creatj.ngacceptable districts are therefore severery restri.ciea iiren trrebuilding blocks come in such irregular sizes.'
The wide and uneven distribution of E.D. population sizes

co. mpounds - the problem.of combining the E.D.s int; irosi "cc"ptarresingle member regislative districtl. rf 500 aaaiii""ii pJJpre .."needed to make a regislative district, sometimes ir,"' -""iy
conti.guous E.D.s may contain more than r,ooo peopre, -or --iu=" tr,..,fifty people, eliminating that pariicutir' Ji.iii"t- fromconsideration.

These factors thwart the creation of an ideal redistrictingp1an.. Perhaps the best r,ray to show the nature of the prr"rl. theDistricting Commission.. his had_to put together is to i"*p"." tfresituation in Montana with that of otirer stites. a""r*i"g- ihat a1l-states have similar general 9oa1s of state 169islativerepresentation which must be balanced, and that this balaice is inprinciple neither more nor less diificult to achieve ir, 
-lao.t..r.

than elsewhere, then the difference between Montanar sredistricting chore and the sErme chore in other states is atechnical one. rt results from Montanar s huge si.ze irra--"pu."epopulation. While a legistator in Montana represents roughLy7,000 peopre, a legisrator in a more popurous urban staterepresents several times. as lany people. Tha densus Bureau E.D.s,however, do not take this facloi iirto account. Thus, j.n Montana
t}re_ basic legislative. buirding blockrs population averages abouteight per cent of the ideaI, whereas in- other states tiat figuieis usually between one and four per cent. In Virginia where a16.4 per cent variation from the idear between the most and theIeast populous districts riras a11owed, the average E.D. containsabout two and one-harf per cent of the ideal lelisrative districtpopulation. _ T!" point is, the larger a buildiig block is themore. unwieldy it is. The job is technicaliy much easier inVirginia than Montana.

The average building block in Montana already deviates fromthe ideal Montana legisrative district by almost the maximumdeviation so far al,lowed by the U.S. Supreme Court. In theBozeman area the average building brock deviates from the idear by18 per cent. This, in addition to the requirement that in liontanamuLti-member districts (which provide many more options indistricting than single-member dislricts) are iot attoweh is they
1T9, i" Virginia and in other states, makes the problems moredifficult.

x_

'-"1'/*"t .>"
Legislature vrith 100 House members and 5O Senators. The
Conrnission at its first substantive meeting decided to leave thesize of the Legisl,ature at this nunber, even though it had the
power to change it, for several reasons. A major reason was thatthe Conunissioners felt that it would be more aplropriate for theLegislature, which is the direct voice of the people, to determinewhether to reduce its size prior to the next reipportionment , if

This analysis is, of course, predicated on a Montana
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it feels that a smaller number would cause the Legislature to
become more efficient, lowers its costs of operations, or for
whatever other reasons they may deen ProPer. AIso, the Commission
felt that the same basic redistricting probl-ems hlould remain no
matter what size the Legislature hrould be set at within the limits
of the new Constitution. For example, while there might be an
optimum size between 80 and 100 House members which would respect
tle most county boundaries, other important goals of
representation might be ignored. The smaller . the . Iegi s ]alure, the
bigger the distiicts. - The bigger the districts, the more
diiiicult is contact between legislators and their constituents.
Distances, trad.e areas, and economic interests might be severely
affected in a plan that broke the fewest county boundaries.

Before the staff could prepare any tentative redistricting
pIan, it needed direct.ion as to how much deviation the Commission
would find acceptable. The existing legislative districts vrere
thought to be a good starting point, so the staff was directed to
prepire a plan that would split existing multi-member districts
into single member districts and would deviate no more than the
Court approved 10.9 per cent of the present districts. It soon
became a[r]arent that attempting to fo]Iow existing district lines
would break more polj.tical subdivision Iines than necessary, . spIit
more trade an<l - economic areas, and create more mathematically
dubious districts than starting from scratch" So the aPproach of
using the existing multi-member districts as a startinq point was
abandoned. In preparing an atl new p1an, the Conunission had to
recognize some insnediate realities. Present district choices
determine to a great extent future district choices. Choosing a
particularJ"y good district might result in three not so good
districts several counties away. An alteration of one district by
as little as one E.D. could send out a ripple that would destroy
the sense of the whole p1an.

Starting districts must be well chosen. The best starting
districts appeared to be those found on the periphery of the
state. Fewer options appear near the border of the state than
inside the state because the Canadian and other statest boundaries
are inflexible, and because the population centers of Montana,
where the most flexibility is, lie ldell within the state line.
?his is rrhy the Conunission's first districts drawn were rural and
toward the boundaries of the state and its last districts drawn
were urban and well within the state. Since there is a tendency
to paint onesel,f into a corner because of the ripple effect, it is
most practical to paint oneself into the corner with the most
options.

It was also found that it was easier to combine House
districts to form Senate districts than to attempt to divide
Senate districts to form House districts, because j.f one sets uP
Senate districts and then attempts to split them to form House
districts, the deviation existing in the Senate districts will be
magnj.f ied when the House districts are createo. On the other
hand, combining House districts to form Senate districts tends to

-7 3-



neutralize or cancel the deviation found in the House plan.
since the conrnissi.on made most of its decisi.ons aboutdistrictE on a case by case basie, the rest of this -"fyri" willpresent the rationale involved in the creatlon of each district.The comnission considered. geography, tiaaE--ii.i", - .ouiiti-- riniJ,minorities, economic 

. 
inteiesisl' rurar-urban- interist, andarguments for - and ggainst diEtrict horoogeneity. poritlcalimplications of the plin were preeeniea bt-;;;;;;e;titrr""-lr uoti,politicar _parties who appeared before ttr e coumission and who wererepresgnted on the corunission and no significant ouieciioni to theover":r I plan were raised. The C5mni.ssion -i"i"a----on 

anoveruhelmingly non-partisan basis, and was unanimous inpracticarly alr of its decisions. The few differences which didarise werg in geographical rather th an political considerations
and even those differences were minor.

I llouse Districts
Districts I-4 are based on existing district 4. Thecorrnission resorved to stay withil, this existing district for

severar reasons. First, voters are familiar with the exietingdistrict. The canadian border on the north, the 
-North--Dakota

border on ths eaat, county rines along the geographlcal barrior ofttre Misgouri River on the aouth and ttie rqi r[. nivir on the w6stmake obvious naturar boundaries. s taylng wlthtn t}ese boundarieg
do6s not cause a ripple effect outs ide -of the region as farreaching as .breaki,ng them would. It allowe t}l€ colrnty linee inBlaine, Phillips, Mccone, Garfield, petroleutr, prairie a-ncl Custer
Count,ies to be left intact.

District I leavea Sheridan County intact and combines it withthe Bainville and Culbertson areai of Roosevelt County. Ilhile
many.people in Bqinville and CulberE,son trade in Si&rey, it is notpossible to make a compact and coniiguoui, miiieniticaffi
accept,able district whictr would contain Bainvilre, culbertson and
li&reyr-and lhe.Mlssouri River which is ttre county line betweenRooserrelt and Richland County would have to be broicen.

District 4 respects the city Ifurits of ctassow and includesthe surrounding area north of the -Milk River an& the toqrn ofNashua. Glasgow doesnrt have enough people to conatLtut3 adistrict, but the surroundlng rural area whictr has close ties to
Glasgonr gives it the needed people for a district.

Districts I qd 4 make good Benae on other growrds. They
reapect the political subdivislon lines of Glasgor -and Sherldlair
County. Trade areas with the posslbte exception of Bainville and
Culbertson are maintained and access within these conpactdistricts is relatively easy. Most important, abandoning- the
existing district line would generate r:ndes irab Ie ripple effects
f rom Havre to lili 1es City .
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District2combinestheFlaxvj-lle.scobeytradeareawiththe
Poplar trade area to make a district'. District 3 is made uP 9I
U;-;"ii point trade area. One of the alternatives offered would
ii"" "prit 

lrre ropra. community and trade area' The other would
ii"". -lplrt sheridan county once and Danir:ls County twice. The

dor*i""i"" feeLs that its chosen plan ls a reasonable compromise
between the interests of different grouPs in Northeastern Montana.

Districts 5 and 5 are also based on an existj'ng district --
nu.uei-i. This is an ideal existlng district to split' Like
.*i"ting district 4 it is bounded by the Canadian border on the

""iii, u"a the county lines along the MLssouri River on the south'
ai"".i"S proposed districts 1-4 are agreed upol, the- eastern
border Ls iiren already determined. on the t'est side, the Hill
County line appears- to be the obvious choice for a district
U""ai.V. ffr. -oir fy problem Ieft is where to divide the existing
ai=t.i.i. At firsl glance the Blaine-Phillips County line would
seem to be the obvious choice for a district line. BLaine county
would make a mathematically accePtable district as would Phillips
County with western va11ey County.

But a part of the Fort Belknap Indian Reservation crosses
into Phillips Count,y. Indian reservations, with.their or^'n loca1
lovernm.rrts 

-at a commui'rity interests, have as much intrinsic. right
i.;--;;p;;;;niiiion (as political subdivisions) as counties do'
n "p."ii"g 

ttre ctaims of the !'ort Belknap Reservation .Indians
r*ould create mathem;ii-al1y better district; without changing in a

substantial way the reprEsentation of the political subdivisions
of Blaine and PhilliPs Countles. For this reason, and since no
geogiaphical obstaclis appeared to the Cornmir: sion, the division of
ixiiti"g district 5 occuis along the Blaine-Phillips County 1ine,
except ihere the Fort Belknap Reservation crosses that linei there
the division is the reservation line.

The next eight districts involve seven counties stretching
from the Contin6ntaL Divide to Havre, north of cascade county and
south of the Canadian border. These districts are consi-dered on a

regional basis. North of the region is Canada, on the west is the
coitinental Divide along the rlalheail county line, on the east is
proposed district 6, ind on the south is Cascade County with the
city of Great Falls just inside the county 1ine. This region
con-sists of existing district 15 (Glacier, Pondera, Teton, and
Toole counties) and most of existing district 14 (Hi11, chouteau,
Liberty Counties). Judith Basin County is left out for a number
of reaions. It is geographically part of the region. between
Lewistown and creaL rifts, and -is not part of the 'Hi-Line" area
with its somelrhat different social and economic circumstances'
The people of Judith Basin County trade in Lewistorrn or Great
ralls,: tLe main highway runs from Lewistown to Great ralls, and
probably more jrportant, as will be discussed later, the county
iits malhematically with lrestern rural Fergus county better than
it fits in existing district 14.

Within this seven county region two basic sets of districts
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have been drawn. The decision between the two was not an eaay9ne. The prinary_virtue-of rhe rejected prin-wis- t[it---it wourdhave k€pr pondera _gounrv in- one hiJtri.i. --rtre -ieie-tea
alternative would have disrupled the sense of the EiII County,chouteau county, Eavre, and Brackfeet Reservation districts. Thecommissioners felt that on barance the accepted pran did lessviolence to trade areas, ninority iit"i"sts, p"fiti""fs,bdivis ions and urban and rural interests tian d.id tlre rejectedplan.

Districts L5'22 lie within Flathead and Lincorn counties --existing district 16 and Lincoln Comty of exisiing- -aietri_-.ct 23.sanders and Minerar corurties ot exisiint ai"Eii.t-I5 lirr" o".r,left out of consideratlon in this region -p"rtiaiiv -u.".o". 
ofwidespread dissarisfactr.on with exiiting ai;Ei;;'zs,-pirtrariibecause sanders counry makes an excerlenr ditiii.i-irr-6y--itseri]partiarry becauge mourtains divide Lincorn c"u"ii ;;pi; frorn therest of existing district 23 and partiauy becausl 1."i. 

"reas "r"not comnon ' and conrnunication is not easy- in existing aistrict zg.
There appears to be agreement that Eureka is distinct fromthe rest of Lincoln county. Mountains separate Eureka fron therest of the county. ccmmunication and trade between the areas isu4cc.oron. The highway from Eureka goes into Flathead co,niy, notLincoln @unty.

If Eureka is put with t'lathead County, then splitting therest of Lincoln into two districts- beconEs Lasier. Thernathematically _perfect sprit is also the one that makes most senseon other.grounds. I'his split puts the trro rnajor torns -and 
thesurrounding areas of rroy and Lituy in separ.i6 ais[i;as G,-u.r"2L and 22). North of -the,highway between Troy and Libby, people

w-ho- Iive on-the Troy side of tf,e 'buartz-O , Briei: piviae'-'(ihe yaak
Valley people) vote !,rith T!oy, and people who ]ive on ttie l,i.UUyside vote r,rith Libby. With ttre exceplion of an area just outsidiof. townr. everyone_ In ttre rural area south and southeasi. of Libbyvotes r,dth Troy also.

- Dividliog Frathead county presents many frustrations becauae
ry f9w. options appear. on .LhL east, tha inaccessible RockyMountains loom, on the souti is Lake County which happeni to Ue airexisting .district all by itself, on the- north is Cinada, and on
tJre west is tincoln County which we havr= previously diicussed.
Eureka seens ttr e only good escape valve for flexibility in
Flathead Cornty. We rll get to Eureka presently.

Some districts are practically inevitab le. The Colunbia
Falls area is such a dietrict. Col r:rnbia Falls is . tlre hole of a
doughnut. I Tlrat is, it is aurrounded by an unbreakable
enumeration district and thus canrt be split without violating the
contiguity rule of tlre titontana Constitution.

Flexibtlity slips a little. Impenetrable mountain barriers
channeling traffic from ttre north fork of the Flathead River and
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the Hungry Horse area into Colurnbia faIls (nurnber 15) makes

flexibility iltusory for this district'

Thenextth,odistrictsdrawn(numbers19and20)areonly
sfigniiy :.ess inevitarte. E.D. 24 has 3,059 people -- 44t-of the
fa.if--i"Sislative district. This E.D. lies between Whitefish and

iiiirp.ii'just south of the rlathead CounEy airport. Without
J.""riUi"g- all the technical gyrations used to reach the

"o""f""i"i, 
i." order to follow the commissioner's desire to

resDect political subdivision lines (whitefish is thi s case)
;;;;;;;. i""iili., it is necessarv to cornbine this E'D' with the
t;;-;i'whitefi;h u"a-tti. two rio.rs in between to form district
number 19.

There were only a couPle of possibilities for district 20

the one vrith nureka in' it. ioth involved putting Eureka with
Deople riqht up to the city linits of Kalispell' The alternative
it 

"- 
-Co*.i"" i"i.t chose puts Eureka in a district that runs right

J"*" u.s. Highway 93 into Kalispell , exctuding Whitefish- (it is
;;;il;;li.;iit impossible to Lombine whitefish and Eureka into a

;;;i;;;;; aiitricil . rhe reasonins is that the people-alons the
hi;;;it--;.e prouaLry more compatible with Eureka people than are
i"i"f i""pfe ir;st of rta1ispelI. -The- decislon affects two other
distriits- a1so, and it iras felt that the riPple. effect would be
,rrra""i.uUf. in ialispe1l if the other alternative had been chosen.

Thls leaves districts L6, 17 and 18. District 16 is hemmed

in bt the colunbia Falls district, the whltefish district' Lake

co""iv and Ka1ispe1l. KalisPell is thus the only area.that can be
;;;i;; i"i"- ""a h"in' that involves mathematical difficulties'
There is also some guestion whether or not it would be desirable
to mix KatisPe1l voteis with two rural areas, rather than just one
as is presently ProPosed.

Districts 17 and 18 are drawn in a way that prevents the city
of K;Ii;Fil- ironi---ao.i"i[i"g both disiricts'- District l7
concentrates the remaining ruril people of Flathead County not yet
in a district. The balance between urban and rural people in
aist.i.i 17 is alnos[-eve", witi, rural people having a slight
^ii"rit,. District 18 is totally urban and completely erithin the
xalispell city limits.

Enumeration district 30, with 300 people in it is made up of
nine non-contiguous parcels, extending from the extreme northwest
end of town, a16ng thL western edge of the toldn down to the
extreme southeaat end of town. In order to make a
constitutionally contiguous legislative district, it was necessary
to apportion vaiying nirnbers oi the 300 people in E.D. 30 into
p.rclis of the i.pi, on the basis of a Flaltread county engineerrs
Lstimate of numbers of families living in the parcels, and then to
put some of them in one legislative district and some in another '-ffre alternative to the -Conmissionts KalisPell districts would
place the rural people southwest of town in the minority in their
d istr ict.
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District 23, Sanders County, needs little expLanation. Thecounty is rnathematicalry. acceptabie by itsetf. rt is- [ounaea onthe norttr and south by -mountainsl rdabo is on tne-weit, LakeCounty is on the east and divides into thro good districts byitself. No- significant advantage appears to be 
-gainea-uy-u."ati"g

the comty line in this case.

District nurnber 24 consists of Mineral Coun ty and rural ,western Missoula connty.. -with rdaho, sanders and ii[a -co.,lai;a;
urban Missoula, and Ravalli counties surrounding it, no reisonableavenues. for change in lhis area appear, shorl of abandoning thecommissionrs anno,nced intention L6 stay within the sulremecourtrs r6.{t deviation Tmge, while at the s arne tine giving
maximum possi.ble consideration to poritical subdivision iines,geography, local trade areas, and corunrur ity interest.

Districts 25 and 26 {it together to make up Lake Counly,which happe}s to be existing distric[, nunber 17. wii*rin tiris ar-eithere.is only one mathematicarly possibre sprii inio---two' irousedistricts. The division riei - between porson and Ronan andseparates the Mission varrey from the rower Flathead Lake regionJof the county.

The next seven _districts ale part of a very troublesome areasurrounding Lewis and clark county. Approxirnatary is ai"t i.tsygrg .affected Py the choice of one of two altirnative sets ofdistricts for this area. The main virtue or 
- - tr,.- 

- 

="lcarred"Renodified Blue" plan was that it saved two more coruriy linesthan -the accepted 'n9$, n].an. Ho{ever, the Remodified atui planwould have- 
- 
split ttre torrn of Anaconda three n ays, coo,b ir, 

"dnorthern Gallatin county with Meagher county to make i' aistrictwith little internar conmunication or cquinr'ity of interegt, andput rural areae like- seeley Lake and cranite c-orurty vrith urbanAnaconda. Also, the city plans for Butte, Itelena, and Bozemanwere thought better under the Red plan th an ttr e Blue. Thus, theoverarl sense of ttre accepted plan was thought to be better thanthe senae of the rejected plan.

.With the exception of . several hundred people living just
outside the rrestern city limits of Ee1ena, aisiriit 27 puts'pe6pleof very sinilar ranching interests together. Th; diltrict
aiimittedly covers a lot of territory but ali-weather highways dolink ttre extresrities of the districl. The people of tnii ailtrict
can feel confident that their votes wontt be domi nated by votes i.n
the cities of Missoula, Anaconda, or Helena as they hlve in ttrepast. In addition, no one county will control the ciistrict ag it
is balanced between several counties.

The tor,vn of De e,r Lodge and the aurrounding area dovrn to Galen
makes up district 28. Little flexibitity exists in this area, as
Deer Lodge is another rhole in ttr e doughnut" -- surrounded by an
E.D. Many of these people have sinilai economic interests as they
are employed by the Montana Depar ttnent of Institutions in ttre
l,icntana State Prison and the state hospitals.
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Districts 29'32 l,Le wholly within Lewis and Clark County '
Three ;f the districts (30, 31 and 32) Iie inside the Helena city
iimits. The other one consists of the town of East Helena' the
;;G;;- vallel', and the northeast corner of Helena' This division
oi tt"t.rr. rnaintains the sense of the different identifiable
gections of tolrn. District 30 containe prillcipally- newer homes

;;;-;p;;. ^iaaiu It"o*. PeoPre. Thls.is llelenars soutSeast sldo'
,ft"i'tla prlncipally sooth- of the railroad Lracks and east of the
capitol .

District 3I takes in the downtown section of Helena' The
p"opre-- iiving - - i" irrii section are principally elderly-retired
ireoirfe or young PeoPle. The homes lre older' There is an

ippirent airreienle ietween this district and most of district 30.

District 32 is in the west side of Helena. It contains grand
old mansions, new suburban homes, Carroll College and some mobile
t".. neighborhoods. 'Middle Americani might not be- a bad
aejcripti6n of most of the people in this district. The last part

"i i"ir" not yet describea il a growth area which blends in with
itte grot irrg ttelina valley area. -Yuty mobile , ho.me , t99s have
;;;pi;; ;p .ta tr,e." arL many snrall, new homes being built' The

"ia'bi..t 
ial1s highway (N. Moirtana Avenue) runs out through this

aistrict and conneit" ihe Helena Valley people with the contiguous
;;;I-;i 

-.o*" ir,.t containg People oi aimilar interests' rhis
'"pf f t of Helena is mathematlially auPerlor to tlt. other
iiiernativ"s which fail to reflect the different faint but
dlscernible characteristlcs of dlfferent aections of tov'n'

District 33 combines rural people in the Augusta-Wolf Creek
vicinlty of Lewis and Clark County with rural people in the
Cascadelsun River vicinity of Cascade -ounty. In the last several
years the Augusta-Wolf CrEek people have been leprgsented -by urben-Itelena legisiators -- this a -onsequence of the tendency Ln
rnulti-memier districts for large urban centers to dominate
outlying areas of the district. District 33 guarantees that
western rural cascade County wonrt be rePresented by a Great Falls
Iegislator. The district grouPs PeoPle of common agricultural
background together.

Districts 34-44 comprise the Great Falls urban area. These
districts along with the Billings urban area districts were drawn
last because as previously stated the large urban centers of the
state generally possess more options for drawing districts than do
rural areas. However, it is apparent that once the surrounding
areas have been districted, the great initial flexibility of the
urban areas is substantiaIly reduced.

The eleven districts of the Great Fa1ls urban area resulted
from a meeting in Great Falls in the office of the chairman of the
DiEtricting and Apportionment Conrnission, at which the chairman of
the State nepubliian Central Comnittee and the chairman of the
Cascade County Democratic Central Committee outlined a rough
'floor p1an" of the city of Great Fa11s.
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The purpose of_ the meeting was to give the comnission rs staffa guide_-for drawllg mathemitically acceptable districts vrhichwould refrect th€ socio-economic strutture-oi-tr,e-"I[i ]--iit., trr.party representatives had agreed on a general descripiion of thelayout of Great Falls1. they and ttre stitt are, up-,:i!r.i--afsUf"t"on the basis of that plan. While the party rapr€sen[atives aianot agree to lend whole-hearted support to tiris 'e teven- 
-aistr ictplan, they did agree p.! !!" n.igiriorrrood basis ror tire districtswas- sound. Eager_ to folr.ow the guiderin." igre.d ,ip6r, 
*in 

c.""tFalls, the staff made onry rninor chinges to int;;".-ti,!-d."iationsof some of tJ:e districts, and to make them mori compact. 
-

Districts 45 and 46 folrow the sense of existing district 9.U.S. Highway 12 links al]. parts of the proposed distiicts togetherexcept for the BeIt area which is connecled_ to Meagher County byu.s. Hishwav 89- Borh_di_srricrs.g;peira-- n"ivirv- ;;-"il; -iancrrins
industry and people in the two disiricts share ccmmon prouiems anainterests.

A possible arternative to districts 45 and 46 would have r.ef ttie caEcade county rine unbroken and would have combinedSroadwater, Meagher and wheatranci cormties to -*a[. --ai"tri"t 
45.

I! wguld- -ttr9n put _Golden VaIIey and Musselshe]1 Counties indistriet 46 with the Huntrey erojeci area of yettowiione county.clearly, the main diffarence Letween the comriseronis districtsand the alternatives is.that one sprits about 2rsoo peopre-out ofcaacade courty and praces thgn- wlth trdo ipur"Lry' -popurated
counties and the other takes about 2r500 people 6ut oi'yeiiirwstonecounty and places them with tvo sparsely popurated counties. Thec-onoission gpted. for. breaking tie castait;'c;u.at ii"e-[.cu"se 

"tdi.ssatisf action wirh the preseit cqoinaiion --"i -' ni"Iie!--iroi ectand Musselshell and. Gorden varrey counties, and becaise access
{fql.tirp Hrrntley .projeqt area to -Musselsheil Cou'ii--is moredifficurt ttran is access from Bert to Meagher c6,rn[y. rnaddition, it was felt that district 22 (whiciHirr be diicussedrater) had. already broken 

- 
up -yer lowstone county enough to justify

an attempt to keep the rest of its border intaci.
District 47 reaves iludith Basin county intact and combines itwith western Fergus -gounty. A good irigirway 

""nrr..t"--'tir" twoareas, and many Judith Basin people trad; in Lewistown a1on9 with
the.people in Denton, Winifred, Hanover and l4oore. A conmonagricurturalry based economy supports ttre people of ttris distrlct.The people on both sldes of ttre county 1ine need fear no urban
domination, aa. the town of Lewlsto\rn aLmost makes a compl€tedistrlct by itself. rhe Conmigsion.s re8pect for polillcal
subdivision lines lends weight to the justification of cliltrict 48in which Lewis torln I s city lirnits remain rurbroken. The alternativeis to split Lewistonn.

Districts 49 and 50 together look very much like existingdistrict 6. District 49 combines carfieldl Mccone, and petroleua
Counties and the Boy-Grass Range area of eastern Fergus County to
make a House district. In effect Roy-Grass Range of fergus
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County, and Petroleum County make uP for the loss of Praj'rie
Count| which is combined with Custer County. in an attempt to
i.ip"tt the custer County line. - A1] of district 49 lies on
pro"iinu lighsray 200 whiAh provides the main comrnunication l-ink in
east-centrai t'lontana. It is the largest district in land area ln
the state simply because it is the most sParsely populated. The
flow of traffic i; this area of the state is largely eaat and west
between Le$ristown and Gtendlve or sldney. T.rerefore, the district
runs east and r^rest.

District 50 completes the sense of existing district 6 by
putting Rosebud and rreasure counties togetller. county lines are
iespecfea in this district. The Forsyth trade area is maintained
intict. The flow of traffic from Treasure to Rosebud County (and
vice-versa) isntt ignored, and the district is mathematically
acceptable.

Districts 51 and 52 combine Prairie and Custer Counties'
This makes it possible to avoid having to run a district line
through a county rather than around it. District 51 is purely
urban] lying entiiely in Miles City. .District 52 then puts the
iemainin! i,lzs pe-oPle of Mile; city in a di-stric! wllh all of
rural Custer County and prairie county. A division of thls nature
pi-".nti the urban-Mi1es City voters from completely .dominating
two House districts and creaLes one totally urban district and one
mixed district. The alternative would create two essentially
urban districts.

with district 53, we have returned to the eastern boundary of
Montana -- the Eairview-Sidney area of Richland county. This can
noe, be considered a corner area, assuming approval of the
districts (1-4) north of the Missouri River which is the county
line, because east of Sidney is North Dakota- I'loving away from
the state Line and the Missouri niver until approximately 61944
people are included in a compact and contiguous district makes
itisiri"t 53 practically inevitabie. It is a mathematical fact
that the nichland county line must be broken -- splitting Sidney
would be adding insult to injury to the PeoPle in this area. If
respect for municipal boundary lines -seems. a feeble justification
for'a district, coniider first- that Sidney is a trade center for
the Fairview peoPle and second that the alternative would mix
voters in eithei Fairview or Sidney or both with peopte as far
away as southwest of Glendive. District 54 takes in those PeopLe
who llve west of the YelLovtstone River (except a small Part of the
city of Glendive) in Dawson County and the Rj.chland County PeoPIe
not in the Fairview-Sidney area. The Yellowstone River makes an
obvious natural district boundary and keeps rural Richland County
peopte from having to vote with Glendive people.

The remainder of Dawson county (east of the Yellovrstone River
to the county line) makes a compact and mathematically good
district. Combined with districts 53 and 54, it sets up a very
reasonable division of Darrson and Richl-and Counties into three
districts. Alternatives would break outside the two-county area
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and send out the farniliar rippJ.e effect upsetting districts toBi11in9s and Great Falls, besides breaking bawso., -ana -nicrrtana
County lines unnecessarily.

. Montana Highway 7 pulls wib ux and Fai-ron counties into adistrict with the Ekalaka Division of carter county. Baker is thegeographical as well as the main trade center for this area.Traffic frows through Baker on the way to Mires iitv, --ii 
rri'g",and most of Montana. -.Whi1e many Wibaux- County p"opi" ieef anaffinity to rhe Grendive area, i aiiiiitt tirat iombinEa-wiiaux anaGrendive would break the Grendive and Dawson county line ind wourdupset many districts hundreds of miles away.

Alternatives to districts 49-56 wourd arso require changingexisting district I consisting of Big Horn and powder niveicounties and the Littre rrrissouii divisi5n of cariei c""iiiv. whirethere -is nothing sacred about existing districts, irr.i-ao rr.v"general lypport of the legislature and the courts, and thl votersare familiar vrith the existing districts. rxistin! Ji"tri.t r i"bound on the south by wyoming, on the east by south"oakoii ana onthe north by Treasule, Rosebud. custer and Fillon cou"iies. rt issonewhat boxed in. Short of changing districts 50, ai;-;; 56 theonly possible revision of existing district r'r""ia ur"ak theYellowstone or carbon county rine. gut carbon cou"ii-rrar"I' a gooadistrict by itself, and it is separatea rr"*-aij--iiJi"--6ii"tv bythg Pryor l{ountains -- access is next to impos6ible. trrit- r...r."Yellowstone county as. a possible gscape routi, but no feisuas:.velogic has been given to 
'upport changing exisiing aistrilt-i. Thecrow and Northern cheyenne rndian Reservations iover such a large

11eg gnd so many people that is isnrt possible to 'gj.ve then adistrict-' Huntley project people hive petitionea [.o be reft InYeIlol4rstone County.

liithin. existing district r, the three different arternativesproposed differ very littIe. Arr of them put the Little MissouriDivision of carter county with powder Rivei county -ina - 
s.verareastern enruneration districts of Big llorn county ii one district.The comnissioners decided to accept t}re alteriative which hrasmathematically superio! and most compact.

Districts 59-69 were the last districts drawn in the plan.
The coNoissionrs staff drew two alternative sets of districts forthis Yelrorrstone county area. Both arternatives attempted torespect the integrity of the identifiable sections orneighborhoods of tovrn. The two aLternatives were then-sent torepreaentatives of both parties in the county, and in a meeting
between a commissione:r, the yellowstone counLy clerk and Recorder,the Yerlowstone county Democratic chairwoiran, and yellowstone
County Republican Chairman, one of the alternatives was agreed
upon .

The next five proposed districts come in a package. As has
been said before, Carbon County (proposed distrj.ct 71i makes agood district by itself. Park and Srdeet Grass Counties together
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make two mathematically good districts (73 anal 74). This leaves
Stillwater county surrounded, with no Place -to pick u,p 21000
oeople except in Yellowstone county. The ccnrmission faced three
Ltroice= foi district ?2: 1) it could mix people in the Billings
urban area with stiLhtater County, 2) it could split tlre town of
Laurel and put some Laurel peoPle with Stillwater county, or 3) it
could pick- up rural people on either slde of the Yellowstone
Valley incl put ttr en wlth Stlllwater County. The Comlss lon choee
the lt tra. The first cholce was deemed tc be unfair to the urban
people that would no doubt have to vote for one of two unfamiliar
ianlid"tes. The gecond choice woul.d PerPetuate Laurelr s
historical lack of representation. The ttr ird choice mixes PeoPle
of more cclnmon int-erests. District 70 is then Laurel and the
vicinity of Laurel to ttre east tolt ards eilJ.ings.

Districts 75-79 are almost inevitable under the Comuissionr s
desire to pay attention to geographic barriers, political
subdivisions, and trade Patterns. Gallatin county is bounded east
and west by tr.ro mountain barriers which run north and souttr -- the
C,allatin canyon falls between. The countyrs east and west
boundaries coincide with these two mountain rangeE. rt haPPens
that the Gallatin County line must be broken to satisfy the
mathsnatical requirements of one man-one vote. The search for a
logical place to break ttre county line appears to yield only one
Sood optlon -- the northern border l^tlth Jefferson and Broadwater
CountleB.

The border with Meagher coulty allows Iittle room for
conmunication between People on either side of the county line.
No good roads exist there. (This area is part of .the troublesome
L,ewis and Clark area and the alternative for this area seemed on
balance, not to be as good as the Cornissionts original P14:)
The paik County line is impassab Ie on the souttr but even if it
$rasnrt, Park County fits well with Slreet Grass County and
splitting tlre Park-Gallatjn line would send out shock vtave s in
elery ctiiection. on the south is Wyoming, on the !,rest existing
alistiict 2L, containing Madison county which can be left intact,
is separated from the Gallatin by the Madison mountain range. The
only way to go is up -- north.

within Gallatin County, the Bridger mountains separate the
Belgrade area fron the Bridger canyon a!ea. Putting the Bridger
Canion people with rural southern Gallatin County, Gallatin
Gateway and rural area up to but not including Manhattan r allows
tlre commisE ion to respect t.l.e integrity of t].e Bozeman urban area
so far as is possible gi"ven a very difficuLt, technical cengus
district problem. Within the Bozeman urban area there $rere two
possible \4rays to drar,v three districts. Since public hearings
produced litt1e support for change of its proposed division of
Bozeman, the Comnission stayed with it as the mathematically best
alte!native.

District 79 breaks the Gallatin-Broad\rater-Jefferson County
line with the least possible disruption of Broadlvater and
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Jefferson Counties. District 79 has been a district in tnost
alternatives in this area. The peop.Le in southarestern Broadrrater
County and aoutheastern Jefferson County (east of whitehall) are
close neighbors of the $hree Forks-Manhattan-Belgrade people.
Their interests are similar and no obatacles to corununication,
travel, or conunerce seen Co confront the people within the
proposed district.

District 80 is part of the troubLesome Lewis and Clark Countyregion -- and a change in any district in the region wi1t, ot
course, force a change in many other districts. District 80 puts
L€wis and Clark County people southwest of Helena (south of theUissoula Highway) anal east of East Hetena (Canyon Ferry) in with
most of Jefferson County and the Winston alea of Broadwater
County. Looked a! in isolation this iloes not seem like it eould
be the beat pogsible district for the area. But vieryed from a
statewide perspective the district makes sense -- the alternatives
lrould disrupt diEtricts from Livingston to Anaconda to Great
Fa1ls.

Madison and Beaverhead countiea are in the southwest cornerof the state in existing di8trict 21. The fdaho border wraps
around the south and west si.de of this existing district. fhe
GaIlatin County line along the Madison mountain range walls in theeast side of the diatrict and mountains aeparate Ravalli County
frorn the district. If there was good reason to chanqe thi
existing district, the only place to do It would be in Silver Bo!,
or Deer Lodge County.

Distlict 8L takes the minirhum number of people possible fron
Beaverhead County which has a surplus population for a Iegislativedistrict and puts then rrith Hadison County which doe;nrt have
enough population for a legislative distrj.ct. The town of Dillonremains intact in the Beavelhead diatrict. nunDer 92. The
connission is aware that di.strict 81 deviates by 7.65* from idealand originally intended to take a census division out of Silver
Bow County and add it to district 81. Horever, when it rdas
discovered that there is no access fron Diviale and t{efrose to
Madison Courty .(not to nention the fact that Silver Bo!, County
would be broken) the alternative was rejected.

Proposed districts 83-BB aI]. Iie uholly within Sllver Bow
County -- existing district nunber 20. Silver gow County is closeto being mathernaticali-y ideal for six Eouse districts and breaking
the counly line in this caae should require special .iustification.
cood justj.fication exists if surrounding distriat6 need thepeople. This uas thought to be the case in the litadison County
dlstrict, but other c(rnslderations vl. when uO,
alternative would have taken the Rocker-Ramsay Division of Silve!
Bc,v County and put it r{ith Dee! Loalge County. This proposal rrent
down with many others when the Commission accepted a set of
numerous districts €urrounding Lerris and Clark County. Thus, the
sense of existing district 20 is naintaineal.
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As t{ith other urban areas, the Connission atteEpted to follow
the natural and distinct sections of Butte. The nathematicallybest districts turned out to be ones with a good recognition oi
the cityls neighborhoods. No gerious objection to the Buttedistricts has been raised.

- -Araconda and-vicinity are part of the Lewis and Clark Countyproblen area. It is also hemmed in by existing districts andrural areaa whose residenta are clanoring for representation.
Under the rejected alternative ln this problen area, the city of
Anaconda would be Bpllt three lrays: the west end of town with
Granite County, the east end lrith part of Silver Bow County, and
the center of town would constitute a district by itseli. The
Comission didnrt like thig prospect and, in fact, il was one of
the reaaons uhy the al-ternative set of districts for the Lelris and
CLark County area was reJected. What the Connission has submittedis that, vrith the exceptlon of an area north of Anaconda anal
Galen, Deer Iodge County should be left intact for a Senatedistrict and that the two House districts (nunbers g9 and 90)
should split Anaconda roughly in half. The nature of the censusdistricts prevents this, however. so that one House distrj-ct istotally inside the Anaconda city limits anal the other one is mixedrural ard urban. The outlying areas of Deer Lodge County have a
Bajority of this districtrs people.

Ravalli County is another existing district. (22). It i.s
aurrounded on all aides, and breakl-ng ita boundaries for anyreaaon lrould be difficult. The onLy place where it nright be donels on the MlsEoula side &d no galns- ian be nade by- <loing it
there.

. Dlvlding the county did not seem dlfflcult. Both propoaals
divlded RavaIIi county on a lLne runnlng east and ueit. Thealternative which split Hamilton fron Its close neighbors to the
southeast r{as mathehatiqally superior, so the Comnisgion voted tokeep these people of sinllar interests together. By so doing,
they avoided splitting corvalLis. and kepr the skalriho peopie
together.

As with the other urbaD areas, the Missoula districts(93-f00) rrere drawn after the surroundiig rurat aisiiict;: --ihi;
order of procedure limits the natural flexibility that usuallycharacterizes urban districting. The Comnission is lware of twoaets of eight distlicts rrithin the Misaoula urban area. Both arequj.te similar. The first one puts the LoIo area west of theBitterroot River with Mineral County. The eecond puts a part ofthe city of uissoula with Mineral county. The iirst ;ne is
mathematical-Iy superior. The comlisaloners did not rdant to putpart of, Missoula city wlth !.tlneral County and so the first plan
wag chosen.

The Comnission is open to recomnendationg f,rom thelegiElature for a.l- I district;. But the fegfsfaiure must beadvised that reconmendations usually imply idjustrnents of many
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districts. Recommendations should be made with awareness of this
prob 1em.

II Senate Districts

A strong undercurrent of concern for Senate districts
influenced the Commissionrs work on House districts. This can beappreciated by consldering the number of existing single-member
Senate districts which have been left alone or modified onlyslightly. Many of the multi-member Senate districts have nerely
been divided. In those cases where it was difficult to stay
within the existing districts, concern for Senate districts vis Ivis county lines is c1ear. Senate distrj,cts 4, 5, 24, 26, 37-39,
and 45 are good examples of this.

The first thirteen Senate districts violate few of the
Cqnmissionrs districting criteria. Where a particular criterion i.s
not followed, some other criterion or criteria outrreighed thefirst. - For. e.l,'ampl.e, Senate districts 6 and 7 break county linesbut only within an existing multi-member district. Senatedistrict 12 breaks the Missoula County Iine, but this ispractically inevitable in view of the population distribution
north and west of Missoula. This also nakes it possible to Ieave
the Lincoln-Sanders County line and the Sanders-Lake County lineintact. As r{ith all other districts, decisions must slrike a
balance between conflicting criteria and interests of people from
different areas as well as different people from the same area.

Senate districts 14-17 are tied together in the controversy
over the Lewis and Clark area. The decision on the al-ternatives
involved discussion of the merits of the Senate districts of the
two plans. civen the choice of one or the other of the t\ro
alternatives, Senate districts simply fall into place.

Senate districts 18-22 put creat [.alls together on the basis
of neighborhood compatibility. Apparently, neither the locaL
Democrats nor the local Republicans were entirely satisfied with
the Comnissionrs Senate district proposals for Great, FaIIs, and
that may be a balance of sorts.

the rural eastern Uontana Senate districts 23-29 fall quickly
into place on the basis of existing districts, county lines, trade
areas and geography. Few specific criticisms of these districts
have been raised. Fortunately, in eastern Montana, the
Commissi.on I s districting criteria generalLy complement each other
rather than conflict with each other.

In YeLlor stone County, Senate districts 30-35 were agreed
upon at a neeting between Democrats and Republicans \fhich also set
up House districts. As in Great I.alls the Senate districts follow
neighborhood compatibility constraints.
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Senate district 37 cannot be changed given the
hole-in-the-doughnut effect of House districts 73 and 74. This in
turn boxes in Senate district 36 between Sveet crass and
Yelloirstone Counties and the Wyoming bolder.

Senate distlicts 38 and 39 were drawn in such a rray as to
balance the intelests of rural and urban people. Senate district
39 Is r{holly wlthln Bozeman. Senatc dlstrict 38 is mostly outside
Bozenan. Thls Is conslstant wlth the ilomnissionrs desire to
respect politlcal subdivj.sion, and to concentrate people wlth like
interests.

Senate district 40 gets into the Lewis and Clark County area
diletrma. It includes .Jefferson County, Belgrade. Three Forks and
Manhattan of Gallatin County and part of Broadwater and Lewis and
Clark Counties. With the exception of sone people in Helena
suburbs. this alistrict combines rural people of simiLar interests.
No one county doninates the district.

Senate districts 4l--44 stay lrholly within county lines and
existing distrj-cts 20 and 2L. No serious objections have been
raised against these districts.

senate district 45 includes Anaconda and all of Deer Lodge
County exqept those people that mathenatics require to be split
out. It follows the politlcal subdivision lines so far as is
possible in the area.

S€nate district 46 is simply Ravalli County (existing
digtrict 22) and geography provides extra juatification for the
district if anyone thinks lt is needed.

The Last four Senate districts coEbine the Missoula House
districts on a good geographical basis. The two south side
districts go together and similarly the trro west side districts,
the two north side districts anal the two east si.de districts.

The Cornmission is open to recolunendations on possible
alternative gloupings of House districts to make Senate districts
as rdell as possible alternative House districts a1one. The planis expected to arouse interest, criti.cism, ala priise
sinultaneously. Where better alternatives can be worked out. the
Comnission is receptive to suggestions and is hopeful that
discussion in the legislature will provide the kind of infornation
that can help make the best overail districting p1an.
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lRevnolds v. Slms, 377 . s33 (1964).

"r",iil" r: "l';ln,i:fi:l'."Ti:tiHi."*-trr" "r.allest 
district to ttre largest district about the

Jiau"l, district population, which is nothing more than the
average district PoPulation.

FOOTNOTES

SConstitution of Montana 1889; Article vI'
5wo1d v. Anderson in U.s. District court of Montana, Civil No'

939, oraler and oPinion.
V, Section f4 (I).

V, Section 2.

Tconetitution of ltontada L972i

SConstitution of Montana 19721

Article
Arti cIe

10[,tahan v. Eowe 11 r ( cited supra) .

Ilwo1d v. Anderson in u.s. DistricE court of l{ontana, civil No'
sgg, dr-deJ-ffi?fiffin, P. 2, P. 11 , (1971).

12U.S. Depart ent of Comnerce, Bureau of t}te Censusi '1970
Censui- info'rmation Available for Redistrictingr" U.S. Government
Printing Office, washington, D.C., 1970r P. 2.

I3constitution of ltlontana, 1972t Article v, section 14 (I)'

l4Computed from U.S. Bureau of Census Population figures and
state llgislature sizes as shown in ArlErican State tigis+a
published- by the Cormcil of state @mentE r (Lexington,
Kentucky, 1971), pp. 42-43.

15ruia.

I5constitution of }lbntana, 1972; Article v, Section 2.

2Mah"r, v. Howell, 35. L. EcI. 2nd 32
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INDEX TO HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICTS
FOR THE REDISTRICTING PLAN*

HOUSE DISTRICTSCOUNTY

Bcavc rhc ad

Big Horn

Bla ine

Broadwater

Carbon

Ca rte r

Ca sc ade

Choute au

Cu ste r

Daniels

Dawson

.Deer Lodge

Fa I lon

Fe rgus

F lathe ad

Ga 1I atin

Gar f ie 1d

GIac ier

Go1den Valley

Gran i te

81, 82

57r 58

6

45, 79 , 80

7l

56, 57

33, 34 , 35,
37, 38, 39,
4l , 42, 43,
45

10

5I, 52

2, 33

54, 55

28, 89, 90

56

47 , 48, 49

15, 15, 17,
19, 20

75, 76, 77 ,
79

49

13, 14

46

27

SENATE DISTRICTS

41

29

3

23, 40

36

28, 29

17, 18, 19, 20
2L, 22, 23

35
40
44

18

78

5

26

L, 2

27, 28

L4, 45

28

24, 25

8, 9, 10

38, 39, 40

25

7

23

I4

only parts of the
for guidance.

*Some counties include, or are made up by,
districts listed. Refer to the State Map

- 91-



COUNTY

HiI I
Je f fer son

Judith Basin

Lake

Lewis and Clark

Liberty

Linco In

Madison

McCone

Meagher

Minera I

Mi s soul a

Mus se l she 1I

Park

Petroleum

Phillips

Pondera

Powder Ri-ver

Powell

Prairie

Ravalli

Richland

Rooseve 1t

Rosebud

S ander s

7, 8, 9

79, g0

47

25, 26

27, 29,
32, 33,

9

20, 2L,

81

49

45

24

24, 27 ,
95, 96,
99, 100

16

73, 74

49

5, 5

LL, 12,

57

27, 2g

52

9l , 92

53,54

L,2,3
50

23

30,31
80

93, 94
97,98

22

SENATE DISTRICTS

4, s

40

24

13

14, 15, 16, L7
40

5

r0, 11

4L

25

23

L2

12, 14, 47 , 4g
49, s0

23

37

25

3

6, 7

29

14

26

46

27

t, 2

25

l2

14
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COUNTY

Sheridan

Silver Bow

Stillwater

Sweet Grass

Teton

Toole

Treasure

Va1ley

Wheatland

Wibaux

Yellowstone

HOUSE DISTRICTS

I

93, 84 , 85,
87 , 88

72

73

11

L2, 13

50

3, 4, 5

46

56

59, 60,51,
63, 64, 65,
67, 68, 69,
72

86

SENATE DISTRICTS

I

42, 43, 44

36

37

6

6, 7

25

2, 3

23

2B

30, 31, 32,
34 , 35, 36

3362
66
70
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RE: I974 Montana Reapportionment PIan Filed with the
Montana Secretary of State

The finar reapportionment pran of the Montana Districting and
Apportionment commission is slightly different than the one
submitted to the 1974 legislature contained in the blue report.
The minor changes reconunended by the L974 legislature and ap-
proved by the Districting and Apportionment commission are in-
corporated in the final plan. The final plan and the accompany-
ing maps supersede the pran submitted to the legisrature and
the corresponding maps contained in the bl-ue report. The finar
plan is law.
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FINAL PLAN OF THE

MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMTSSION

FOR MONTANA CONGRESSIONAL AND LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS



CONGRESSTONAL DISTRICTS

The Commission has made no changes in the existing Con-

gressional districts since they already comply with the

1aw.



List of Montana Single Member Legislative Districts Numbered
and Described by County (Co. ) ,

Census Division (C.C.D.),

Enumeration District (8.D. ),
and with legal descriptions provided for areas where r970
ccnsus districts are not followed.

Population and deviation from ideal also shown.



HOUSE DISTRIC?S

1. Sheridan Co., pLus Bainville and Culbertson C.C.D.s of
Roosevelt Co.

pop. 7, 288 dev. +.0495

2. Froid and Poplar C.C.D.s of Roosevelt Co., plus Flaxvitle
and Scobey C.C.D.s of Daniels Co., except that the line
separating house districts 2 and 3 in Daniels Co. is changed
from the C.C.D. line between the Scobey and peerless C.C.D.s
to be as follows: beginning at a point at the northeast
corner of township 37 north, range 45 east, thence south
along the range line between ranges 46 east and 47 east six
miles to the south section line of section 36, township 37
north, range 46 east, thence \"/est along that section line
one mile to the Four Buttes Road on the section line between
sect j-ons 35 and 36 of township 37 north, range 46 east, thence
south along that section line to the Roosevelt county 1ine.

pop. 7,176 dev. +.0334

3. Vfolf Point and Wolf Point Rural C.C.D.s of Roosevel.t Co.,plus Peerless C.C.D. of Daniels Co.r plus Opheim and Frazcr
C.C.D.S and E.D. 26 of Va11ey Co., except that the line
separatlng house districts 2 and 3 in Daniels Co. is changcd
from the C.C.D. Iine between the Scobey and peerless C.C.D.s
to be as described in 2 above.

pop. 7,096 dev. +. 0219

4. Glasgow and clasgow North C.C.D.s, E.D.s 24, 25 of Valley
Co.

pop. 7,324 dev. +.0547

5. Hinsdale and Fort Peck C.C.D.s of Val1ey Co., plus phillips
Co. less E.D.s 16 and 18.

Pop. 7, 114 dev. +.0245

5. Blaine Co. plus E.D.s 16 and 18 of phillips Co.

pop.5,813 dev. -.0189

7. E.D.s 19, 23-25 and Havre South C.C.D. of HiLl Co.

pop.6,458

8. E.D.s 12-18, 20-22 of Hill Co.

pop.6,483

dev. -.0685

dev. -.0664



9. Liberty Co., Rudyard, Gildford, Havre-North C.C.o.s of
Hill Co.

dev. -. 0678

II. Teton Co., plus E.D.s 2, 3, 4 of Pondera Co., except that
the line separating house dist:ricts I1 and 14 in Pondera Co.
is changed from the C.C.D. l-ine between the Conrad Rural-
Brady and Valier-Dupuyer C.C.D.s to be as follows: beginning
at a point on the C.C.D. line between the Conrad Rural-Brady
and Valier-Dupuyer C.C.D.s at the intersection of the Dry Fork
of the Marias River and the rang(' line between ranges 3 \,ire st
and 4 west, thence north along that range line t-o the Manson-
Williams Road, where the line ::ejoins the C.C.D. line between
the Conrad Rural-Brady and Valier-Dupuyer C.C.D.s. Everywhere
else the line between house districts 1l and 14 in Pondera
Co. is the C.C.D. line.

pop.6,766

I0. Chouteau Co.

pop.6,473

pop.7,475

12. Shelby and South
t'i ly and E. D. I

pop. 7,132

dev. -. 0255

dev. +.0765

Toole C.C.D.s of Too1e Co., plus Conrad
of Pondera Co.

dev, +.0276

13. Cut Bank and Cut Bank Rural C.C.D.S of clacier Co., plus
Sunburst c.C.D. of Toole Co., except that the line separating
house districts 13 and 14 in Glacier Co, is changed from the
C.C.D. line between the Cut Bank Rural and Browning-East
Glacier C.C.D.s to be as follows: beginning at a point on
the northwest corner of township 31 nor:th, range 7 r,rest, thence
hrest along the section line two miles to the section line
betr,reen sections 34 and 35 of tor,/nship 32 north, range 8 lrest,
thence north along that section line 5 miles to the south
section line of section 3, township 32 north, range I west,
thence northwesterly to the southern most point of Mission
Lake Road, thence north along the Mission Lake Road to U.S.
Highway 2, thence srest along U.S. Highway 2 to the Meriwether
Road junction, thence north along Ehe Meriwether Road to the
township Iine between townships 35 north and 36 north, thence
west along that tohrnship line to the range line between
ranges 10 west and 11 west, thence north along that ranqe
Iine to the Canadian border.

pop. 7 468 dev. + 0755

14. Gl-acier Co. less Cut Bank and Cut Bank Rural C.C.D.s, plus
Valier-Dupuyer C.C.D. of Pondera Co., except that the line
separating house districts 11. and l-4 j_n Pondera Co. is changed
from the C.C.D. line between the Conrad Rural-Brady and
Valier-Dupuyer C.C.D.s to be as described in 11 above, and except
that the Iine separating house districts 13 an<I 14 in Glacier



Co. is changed from the c.c.D. line between the Cut Bank
Rural and Brolrming-East Glacier C.C.D.s to be as described
in 13 above

pop. 7,274 dev. +.0475

15. Columbia Falls, Glacier, South Fork, and Columbia Falls Rural
C.C.D.s

pop. 5,7 68 dev. -. 0253

16. E.D.s 26, 40, 41, 47-54 of Flathead Co.

pop. 7,293 dev. +. 0503

17. Middle 4 parts of E.D. 30 and E.D.s 55-62,21 ,31 ,32,36,
37 of Flathead Co.

pop. 7,294 dev. +.0504

18. Outside 5 parts of E.D. 30 and E.D.s 27-29, 33-35, 38, 39 of
Flathead Co.

pop. 7, 101 dev. +.0226

19. Whitefish c.C.D. and E.D.s 19, 24, 25 of flathead co.

pop.7,4t3 dev. +.0675

20. Eureka C.C.D. of Lincoln Co., pl.us E.D,s 16-18,20,22,23 of
Flathead Co., except that the line separating house districts
20 and 21 in Lincoln co. is changed from the C.C.D. Iine
between the Eureka and Libby C.C.D.S to be as follows:
beginning at a point on the c.C.D. line between the Libby and
Eureka C.C.D.s at the intersection of the Little WoIf Creek
Road and the south section line of section 17, township
32 north, range 26 rrrest, thence west along that section line
to the section line between sections 14 and 15 of township 32
north, range 28 west, thence north along that section line to
its intersection vrith Pinkham Ridge where the line rejoins
the C.C.D. Line bet\^teen the Libby and Eureka C.C.D.s. Every-
where else the line betvreen house di.stricts 20 and 21 in
Li.ncoln Co. is the C.C.D. line

pop. 7,159 dev. +. 0454

2L. E.D.s t2-17, 19A of Lincoln Co., except that the line separating
house districts 20 and 21 is changed from the C.C.D. line
between the Libby and Eureka C.C.D.s to be as described in
20 above

pop. 7,242 dev. +.0429

22. E.D.s 7-1I, 18, 198, 20, 2l of Lincoln Co.

pop.7,253 dev. +.0445



23. Sanders Co.

pop. 7,093 dev. +. 0215

24. Mineral Co., plus Lolo, Frenchtown-Evaro C.C.D.s and E.D. 55
of Missoula Co.

pop.6,624 dev. -.0461

25. St. Ignatius, Charlo and Ronan C.C.D.s of Lake Co.

pop.7,483 dev. +.0776

26. Big Fork-Swan River, West Shore, and Polson C.C.D.6 of Lake
Co'

pop. 6,962 dev. +. 0026

27. cranite Co., seeley Lake-Blackfoot valley c.c.D. of Missoula
Co., Ovando, Helmville, Avon-Elli8ton C.C.D.s of Powell Co.,
plus Lincoln C.C.D. and E.D. l0 of Lewis and Clark Co.

pop. 7,326 dev, +.0550

28. cottonwood and Deer Lodge C.c.D.s of Powel1 Co., Plus 8.D.6
1, 3, and 17 of Deer Lodge Co.

pop. 6,868 dev. -.0109

29. E.D.s 8, 9, 39-42, L2, 13, 15 of Lewis and Clark Co'

pop. 7,233 dev. +.0416

30. E.D,s 31, 33, 35-38, 16 of Lewis and Clark co.

pop.7,206 dev. +.0377

3L E.D.s 22, 23, 25-30, 32, 34 of Lewis and Clark Co.

pop.6,840 dev, -.0150

32. E.D.s 14, 17-21, 2{ of Lewis and Clark Co.

. pop.7,089 dev. +.0209

33. Augusta and WoLf Creek C.C.D.s of Lewis and Clark Co., plus
Cascade, Sun River and Great Fa11s West C.C.D.s and E.D.s
II8, II9 of Cascade Co.

pop. 6,640 dev. -,0438

34. E.D,s 11 , 62-69, 70 (part), 71, 96, 116, 117 and that part
of E.D. 70 north of the Sun River of Cascade Co.

pop.6,67I dev, -. 0393



35. E.D.s 1, 8, 12-18, 89-91, 98-102 of Cascade Co.

pop.6,547 dev. -.0572

36. E.D.s 6,7,9, 10,92-95,97 of Cascade Co.

pop.6,807 dev. -.0197

37. E.D.s 43, 45, 47, 48, 5I-61 of Cascade Co.

pop.6,706 dev. -.0343

38. E.D.s 44, 49, 50, 75-79 of Cascade Co.

pop. 6, 717 dev. -. 0327

39. E.D.s 19-26 of Cascade Co.

pop.6,628 dev. -.0455

40. E.D.s 27-33, 38 of Cascade Co.

pop. 6,771 dev. -,0249

41. E.D.s 39-42, 46, 80, 8I of Cascade Co.

pop.5,612 dev. -.0478

42. E.D.s 34-37 of Cascade Co.

pop. 6.676 dev. -.0385

43. E.D.s 82 A, B, C, D, E, F, H of Cascade Co.

pop.6,770 dev. -.0251

44. E.D.s 72-74, 82c, 82J' 83-88, 103-115, 120-727 and that part
of E.D. 70 south of the Sun River of Cascade Co.

pop. 7,012 dev. +.0098

45. Meagher Co., Broadwater Co. less E.D.s 5 and 6, and Monarch-
Neihart, Eden-Stockett and BeLt C.C.D.s of Cascade Co.

pop.6,670 dev. -.0395

46. Wheatland Co., Golden Valley Co., and Musselshell Co.

pop.7,194 dev. +.0360

47. Judith Basin Co., Denton, Winifred, Hanover, Moore C.C.D.s,
and E.D. 14 of Fergus Co., except that the line separating
house districts 47 and 49 near the philtips County line in
Fergus Co., is changed to be as follows: beginning at a point
at the intersectj,on of the Fergus-phillips line on the
Missouri Rj.ver and Two CaIf Creek, thence west along Two Calf.



Creek to its intersection with the range Line between ranges
22 east and 23 east, thence south along that range line to
Armells Creek where the line joins the C.C.D. Iine between
the Roy and Winifred C.C.D.s. Everywhere else the line follows
the indicated census lines.

pop. 7,159 dev. +.034 0

48. Lewistor,vn C.C.D. , plus E.D. s 13 and 15 of Fergus Co.

pop. 6,953 dev. +.001-3

49. Mccone Co., Garfield Co., Petroleum Co., and Roy and crass
Range C.C.D.s of Fergus Co., except that the line separating
house districts 47 and 49 near the phillips Co. Iine in Fergus
Co. is changed to be as described in 47 above.

pop.6,512 der,. -.0622

50. Rosebud Co., plus Treasure Co.

pop.7,101 dev. +.0226

51. E. D. s 6- l-7 of Custer Co.

pop. 6, 898 dev. -. 0066

52. Prairie Co., plUs Custer Co. less E.D.s 6-17.

pop. 7,028 dev. +.0121

53. Fairview, Sidney, Sidney Rura1 C.C.D.s of Richland Co.

pop.7,083 dev. +.0200

54. Mona-Andes, Lambert, Savage-Crane C.C.Ds of Richland Co.,
plus Richey, Lindsay, Glendive Northeast, Glendive West
C.C.D. s of Davrson Co.

pop. 7,248 dev. +.0438

55. Glendive and Glendive East C.C.D.S of Dawson Co.

pop. 6,775 dev. -.02{3
56. Wibaux Co., Fal1on Co., plus Ekalaka C.C.D. of Carter Co.

pop. 6,650 dev. -.0423

57. Little Missouri C.C.D. of Carter tCo., plus powder River Co.,plus Busby-Decker C.C.D. and E.D.s 13 and 16 of Big Horn Co.

pop.6,716 dev. -.0328



58. Hardin, Sarpy, Pryor-Beauvais Creek C.C.D.s and E.D.s 14,
15, 17 of Big Horn co.

pop. 7,024 dev. +.0115

59. Huntley Project, Buffalo Creek, South Yellowstone less E.D.
156, Shepherd C.C.D.s, plus E.D.s 96-106, L3 of Yellolrstone
Co.

pop.5,915 dev. -.0042

60. E.D.s 7-12, 14-I9, 107-II0, 115, 116 of Yellowstone Co.

pop.7,005 flgv. +.0088

61. E.D.s 66-68, 76-82, 85 and that part of E.D. 117 in the
incorporated city of Billings of Yellowstone Co.

pop. 7,084 dev. +.0201

62. E.D.s 20-24, 58, 59, 6I , 62, 69-75 of Yellowstone Co.

PoP. 7,347 dev. +.0580

63. E.D.s 25-28, 48-52 of Yellowstone Co.

pop. 7,015 dev. +. 0102

64. E.D.s 29-36, 111-113, 136-139 and. that part of 37 north of crand
Ave. of Yellowstone Co.

pop. 7,110 dev. +.0239

65. E.D.s 53-57, 114, 60, 40, 41 of Yellowstone co.

PoP. 7 ,269 ae.r. '+. 
OaOZ

66. E.D.s 42-47, 128, 53-65 of Yel-lowstone co.

pop.7,186 dev. +.0349

67. ll.tl.s 86-90, 94, 9rs, L25-I27, L29-L12, lJ5 of Yellow*ttonc t.'t-r,

pop. 7,308 dev. +.0524

68. E.D.s 38, 39t742, 91-93 and that part of 37 south of Grand Ave.
of Yellowstone Co.

--Fop.7,135 dev. +.0276

69. E.D.s 83, 84, lL8-724 and that Part of E.D. 117 not in the
i.ncorporated city of Billings of Yellowstone co.

pop. 7,042 dev. +.0141



70. Laurel C.C.D,, plus E.D.s 133, 134, 140, ]-4l- , ]-43-L47 of
Yellohrstone Co.

pop. 7,007 dev. +.0091

71. Carbon Co.

pop.7,080 dev. +.0196

72. Stillwater Co., plus Molt-Broadview C.C.D. and E.D.s 148 and
I55 of Yellowstone Co.

pop.6,575 dev. -.0531

73. Sweet Grass Co. and Park Co. Ieas Livingston city, plus that
part of Yellowstone Park in Park Co.

pop.7,326 dev. +.0550

74. Livingston city of Park Co.

pop.5,883 dev. -.0088

75. Bozetnan Rural C.C.D. Ie6s E.D. 25, plus E.D. I plus Gallatin
cater^ray and weat Ye]lowstone C.C.D.s of Gallatin Co., plus
that part of Yellowstone Park C.C.D. in callatin Co.

pop.6,545 dev. -.0575

76. E.D.s 10, 25, 14 less that part of E.D. 10 east of Bozemanrs
Cherry Dr. in Gal}atin Co.

pop.6,735 dev. -.030I
77. E.D.s 15-18, 2L of Gallatin Co.

pop.6,682 dev. -,0377

78. E.D.s 11-13, L9, 20, 22, 23 plus that part of E.D. 10 east of
Bozeman's Cherry Dr. of Gallatin Co.

pop, 6, 570 dev. -.0539

79. tselgrade and Three Forks C.C.D.a and E.D.s 6 and 7 of Gallatin
Co., plus E.D. 6 of Broadwater Co. r plus E.D. 7 of Jefferson Co.

pop.6,522 dev. -.0464

80. Jefferson Co. less 8.D.7, plus 8.D.5 of Broadwater Co.,
plus E.D.s 11 and 43 of Lerris and Clark Co.

pop.6,909 dev. -.0050

81. E.D.s 5 and 15 of Beaverhead Co., plus Madison Co., except
that the line separating house districts 81 and 82 north of
Dillon in Beaverhead Co. is changed to be as follows:



82. Beaverhead Co. less E.D.s 5 and 15, except that the line
separating house districts 81 and B2 north of Dillon in Beaver-
head Co. is changed to be as described in g1 above.

beginning at a point on the intersection of the Big Hole Iiiver
on the Beaverhead Co. line and the township line between
townships I and 2 south, thence west approximately 7 miles
along th.1t township line to the crest of those mountains
dividing the Canyon Creek drainaqe and the Wise River Crr.ck
drainage, thence southerly along the crest of those mountains
as they separate the Rock Creek, WiIlow Creek and Birch Creek
drainages on the east from the Wise River and Grasshopper Creek
drainages on the $rest to a point of intersection with ahe
crest of those mountains that separate the Rattlesnake Creek
drainage on the southwest from the Birch Creek drainage on
the northeast, thence southeasterly along the crest oi those
mountains to the point of intersecti.on with the to\.mship line
betvreen townships 5 south and 6 south, thence east alon! that
township line to its intersection with U.S. fnterstate
Highway 15 where the line joins the E.D. Iine betvreen E.D.s
5 and 4. Everywhere else the line follows the indicated
census 1ines.

pop.6,433 dev. -.0736

pop. 5,768 dev. -.0253

83. E.D.s 56-59, 6I-63 of Silver Bow Co.

pop. 7,032 dev. +. 012 7

84. E. D. s 5, 5I-55, 60 of Silver Bor^r Co.

pop, 6,935 dev. -.0013

85. E.D.s 9, 10, 44, 46-50 of Silver Bow Co.

pop. 6,77'l dev. -.0240
86. E.D.s 24, 32-43, 45 of Silver Bow Co.

pop. 7,049

87, E.D,s t6-20, 25-3L, 7 of
pop.7,f79

88. E.D.s 1-4, 5,

pop. 7,009

dev. +.0f51

Silver Bow Co.

dev. +.0338

8, 11-15, 2I-23 of Silver Bow co.

dev. +.0094

89. E.D.s 2, 18-20, 4-7 of Deer lodge Co.

pop. 6,865 dev. -.0114



90. E.D.s 8-16 of Deer todge Co.

pop. 7,041 dev. +.0140

91. Sula-Edwards, Darby, Hamilton C.C.D.s and E.D.s 7r10 and 11
of Ravalli Co.

pop. 7,405 dev. +.0665

92. Stevensvllle, Victor, Harnilton vlest c.C.D.s and E.D.s 8 dnd
9 of Ravalli Co.

pop. 7,003 dev. +.0085

93. Bonner-Clinton C.C.D., E.D.s 698, 6, 7, 12, 63, 7l of llissoula
Co.

pop.6,684 dev. -.0374

94. E.D.s 35-38, 40, 4l , 70 of Missoula Co.

PoP. 5,515 dev. -.0474

95. E.D.s 28, 13-19, 64 of Missoula Co.

pop. 6, 688 dev. -. 0369

96. E.D.s 23-27, 29-34, 42, 43 of Missoula Co.

pop.6,618 dev. -.0469

97. E.D.s 21, 44-46, 60, 61 of Missoula Co.

pop.6,704 dev. -.03t15

98. A.D.s 56-59 , 20, 22, 66-58 of Missoula Co.

pop. 6,612 dev. -.0478

99. E.D.s 39, 48-52, 55 of Missoula Co.

pop. 6,672 dev. -.0392

100. E.D.s 62, 47, 53, 54, 69A of Missoula Co.

pop. 6,803 alev. -.0203



l.

pop. 14 ,464

pop. 14,420

Pop. 12.95],

5. Liberty Co., Chouteau Co.,
North C.C.D.s of Hill Co.

pop. 13,239

pop. 14.,607

pop. 14,742

SENATE DISTRICTS

dev. +.0415

dev. +.0383

dev. -. 0575

plus Rudyard, GiJ.dford, and Havre

dev. -.046"1

dev. +.05I8

dev. +.0615

Sheridan Co., pl-us Flaxville and Scobey C.C.D.s of DanielsCo., plus Bainville, Culbertson, Froid and poplar C.C.D.s of
Roosevelt Co., except that the line separating senate di.strictsI and 2 in Daniels Co., being the same line separating housedistricts 2 and 3 in Daniels Co., is changed to Ue ai described
under house district 2 above.

2. Wolf Point and Wotf point Rural C.C.D.s of Roosevelt Co.,plus Peerless C.C.D. of Daniels Co., and Va11ey Co. less Hins_dale and Fort Peck C.g.D.s, except that the liie separating
senate districts l- and 2 in Daniels Co., being the iame liieseparating house districts 2 and 3 in Daniels Co., is changedto be as described under house district 2 above.

't Hinsdale and Fort peck C.C.D.s of Va1ley Co., plus phillips Co.,plus Blaine Co.

pop. 13,927 dev, +. 002I

4. Havre and Havre South C.C.D.S of Hill Co.

5. Teton co., conrad Rural-Brady and conrad c.c.D.s of pondera co.,and South Toole and Shelby C.C.D.S of Toole Co., except that theline separating senate di-stricts 6 and z in ponirera cL., ueingthe same line separating house districts rr and 14 in pondera
Co., is changed to be as described under house district LL
above .

7. Glacier Co., pLus Sunburst C.C.D. of Toole Co., ptus Valier_Dupuyer C.C.D. of-pondera.Co., except that the line separatingsenate districts 6 and 7 in pondera co., being ttre samE lineseparating house districts 11 and 14 in pondeia Co., is changedto be as described under house district 11 above.

South Fork, Glacier, Columbia Fall-s Rural, Columbia Fa11s,
Bad Rock Heights, Creston-Big Fork, Lovirer VaI1ey_Somers C.C.D.s,.rnd E.D. 26 of Flathead Co.

6.



pop. 14,06I dev. +.0125

9. Kalispell and Kalispell southwest c.c.D.s and E.D. 21 of Flat-
head Co.

pop. 14,395 dev. +.0365

10. whitefish and Whitefish Lake C.C.D.s and E.D.s 20, 22-25 of
Flathead Co., plus Eureka C.c.D. of Lincoln co', except that
the line separating senate distrlcts 10 and lI in t incoln co.,
being the same lLne separatlnq house distlicts 20 and 2I in
l,incoln Co., is changed to be as described under house district
20 above.

pop. L4 '572 dev. +.0493

1I. Lincoln Co. less Eureka C.c.D., except that the line separating
senate districts 10 and 11 in Lincoln Co., being the same line
separating house districts 20 and 21 in Lincoln Co., is changed
to be as described under house district 20 above.

pop. 14,495 dev. -.0283

12. Sanders co., llineral Co., plus Lolo, Frenchtown-Evaro C.C.D's
and E.D. 65 of lilissoula Co.

pop . 13 ,7 L'l dev. - . 012 3

13. Lake co.

pop. L4,445 dev. +.0401

14. Granite co., seeley Lake-Blackfoot Valley c.c.D. of Missoula
Co., Powelf Co., tlncoln c.c.D. and E.D. I0 of Lewis and Clark
Co., plus E.D.s 1, 3, and L7 of Deer Lodge Co.

pop. 14,194 dev. +.0221

15. E.D.s 8, 9, 12, 13, 15, 16, 31, 33, 35'42 of Levris and Clark
Co.

pop. L4,439 dev. +.0397

16. E.D.s 14, 17-30, 32, 34 of Lewis and Clark Co.

pop. 13,929 ilev. +.0030

17. Augusta and WoIf Creek C.C.D.s of Lewis and Clark Co" Plus
calcade, sun River, and Great Ea1ls west C'C'D's and E'D's
Il , 62-69, 7Lt 96,116-119 ancl that part of E.D. 70 north of
the Sun Rlver of, cascade Co.

pop. 13,311 ev. -.0415

I8. E.D.s 1, 6-10, 12-18, 89-95, 97-102 of Cascade Co.

pop. 13, 35tl dev. -.0385



19. E.D.s 43-45, 47-6L, 75-79 of Cascade Co.

pop. 13,423 dev. -.0335

20. E.D.s 19-33, 38 of Cascade Co.

pop.13,399 dev. -.0352

2L. E.D.s 34-37, 39-42, 46, 80, 81 of Cascade Co.

pop. 13,288 dev. -.0432

22. E.o.s 72-74,82'88, 103-115, 120-127 and that part of E.D- 70
. south of the Sun River of Cascade Co.

pop. 13,782 dev. -.0076

23. Monarch-Neihart, Eden-Stockett, and Belt C.C.D.s of Cascade Co.,
Meagher co., Broadwater co., less E.D.s 5 and 6, wheatl-and Co.,
Golden Val-len Co., and Musselshell Co.

pop. 13,8 64 dev. -. 0017

24. Judith Basin co., plus Fergus Co. less Roy and Grass Range
C.C.D.s except that the line separating senate districts 24
and 25 in Fergus Co. being the same line separating house
districts 47 and 49 in Fergus co., is changed to be as de-
scribed under house district 47 above.

pop. 14,112 dev. +.0161

25. Dlccone Co., Garfield Co., Petroleum Co., Rosebud Co., Treasure
Co., and Roy and Grass Range C.C.D.g of Fergus Co., except that
the line separating senate districts 24 and 25 in Fergus Co.,
being the same line separating house districts 47 and 49 in
Fergus Co., is changed to be as described under house district
47 above.

pop. 13,613 dev. -.0198

26. Custer co. and Prairie co.

pop. 131926 dev. +.0027

27. Richland Co., plus Dawson Co. less Glendive and Glendive East
C.C.D.s.

pop. 14,331 dev. +.0319

28. Glendive and Glendive EaEt C.C.D. of Dawson Co., Wibaux Co.,
Fallon Co., plus Eka1aka C.C.D. of Carter Co.

pop. 13,425 dev. -.0333

29. Little Missouri c.c.D. of Carter Co., plus Powder River Co.,



and Big Horn Co.

pop. 13,740 dev. -. 0107

30. Huntley Project, Buffalo Creek, Shepherd C.C.D.s and E,D.s
7-19, 96-110, 115, 155, 157 and 116 of Ye1lo\rstone Co.

pop. 13,920 dev. +.0023

31. E.D.s 20-24, 58, 59, 61, 62, 66-82, 85 and that part of E.D.
117 in the incorporated city of Billings of Yellowstone Co.

pop. 14,431 dev. +.039L

32. E.D.s 25-36, 48-52, III-113, 136-139 and that part of 37 north
of Grand Ave. of Yellovrstone Co.

pop. 14,125 dev. +.017I

33. E.D.s 40-47, 53-57, 60, 63-65, 114, 128 of Yellovratone Co.

pop. 14,455 dev. +.0408

34. E.D.s 38, 39,85-95, L25-L27, L29-L32, 135, 142 and that part of
37 south of Grand Ave. of Yellowstone Co.

pop. 14,444 dev. +.0400

15. Laurcl c.C.D. and E.D.s 83, 84, 118-124r I33, 134, 140, 14I,
t43-I47 and that part of E.D. 117 not ln tht-' incorporatcd (-'ity
of Billings of Yellowstone Co.

pop. 14,049 dev. +.0116

36. carbon co., stillwater co.r plus Mort-Broadvie\"' c'c'D' and E'D's
148 and 156 of Yellowstone Co.

pop. 13,655 dev. -.0168

37. Sweet Grass Co. and Park Co. and that part of Yelloi{stone Park
in Park Co.

pop. 141209 dev. +.0231

38. Bozeman Rura1, Gallatin Gateway, west Yel.loldstone C.C.D.s
plus E.D.s 8, 10, 14 less that part of E.D. I0 east of Bozeman's
bher.y Dr. of Gallatin Co., Plus that Part of Yellowstone Park
in GaIlatin Co.

pop. 13,2 8 0 dev. -. 04 38

39. E.D.s 11-13, 15-23 PIus that part of E.D. I0 east of Bozeman's
Cherry Dr. in GalLatin Co.

pop. 13,252 dev. -.0458

40. Belgrade and Three Forks C.C.D.s and E.D.s 6 and 7 of Gallatin
Co., E.D.s 5 and 6 of Broadwater Co., Jefferson Co., plus
E.D.s 11 and 43 of Lelyis and Clark Co.

pop. 13,53I dev. -.0257



4L. Beaverhead Co. and I'iladison Co.

pop. 13,201 dev. -.0495

42. E.D.s 5, 51-63 of Silver Bow Co.

pop. 13,967 dev. +.0057

43. E.D.s 9, lO, 24, 32-50 of Silver Bovr Co.

pop. 13 , 82 6 dev. -. 004 5

44. E.D.s 1-4, 6-8, 11-23, 25-3I of Silver Boh, Co.

pop. 14, 18 8 dev. +. 0216

45. Deer Lodge Co. less E.D.s 1, 3 and 17

. pop. 13,905 dev. +. 0013

46. Ravalli Co.

pop. 14,409 dev. +. 0375

47. E.D.s 6, 7, 12, 35-38, 40, 4I , 63, 698, 70-74 of Missoula Co.

pop. L3,299 dev. - .0424

48. E.D.s 13-19 | 23-34, 42, 43, 54 of Missoula Co.

pop. 13, 30 6 dev. -. 0419

49. E.D.s 20-22, 44-46, 56-61, 56-68 of Missoula Co.

pop. 13,316 dev. -.04L2

50. E.D.s 39, 47-55, 62, 69A of Missoula Co.

pop. 13,475 dev. -.0297



Sections 4 3-I06. 6 through 43-106.
Montana, I947, and any other sectiong
plan are superseded by this plan under
V, Section 14 and Sections 1, 2, and 5
of the Montana Constitution.

9 of the Revised Codes of
inconsistent wi th this
the provi.sions of Art i.cle
of the Transition Schedule



STATTSTICAL DATA FOR ].OO HOUSE DISTRICTS

Range of deviation

15.41t (Max. +7.76r Min. -7.65)

Average deviation

+ 3.43

Electoral percentage (minimum percent of total population needed
to elect a maj ority )

49. 3r

52 House districts deviate less than 4t, 11 deviate more
than 68

Population ratio between extreme districts
1. 17

STATISTICAI, DATA FOR 50 SENATE DISTRICTS

Range of deviation

I3,08t (Max. +6.33, r,tin. -6.75)

Average deviation

J 2. 94r

Electoral percentage

50.7t

32 Senate districts deviate less than 4t, 2 deviate more
than 6t

Population ratio bethreen extreme districts
1. 14
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Errata - Beapporti

p. 6 Number 15 Bhould read I'columbia Falls, Glacier, south Fork,
and Columbia Falls Rural c.C.D.s gLEEEll-.]q"

p. 25 See better state map enclosed

p. 33 See new Cascade Co. map encLo8ed
\
\p. 59 First sentence, third paragraph should read ',In a serles of \decLsions culmlnating with ..."

p. 84 Fourth sentence, last paragraph should read ,,... but other
considerations vetoed the proposal. When the controversial
Lewis and Clark districts were debated, two of the alterna-tives lrould have taken . . . "


