To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

" compact than the current map, maintains strong voting districts according to the Voting
Rights Act, keeps most small counties together, and incorporates most of the non-
partisan suggestions from the public comment.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

map as possible.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

with little to no input from Republicans, independents and non-partisans. Redistricting
should include more than one party’s perspectives and ideas.

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

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

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

map as possible.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

map as possible.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

NAME: %J ﬁ.\*zuzwé\ » ‘
ADDRéé £9%7 \&7 (Gptbocy MZZ/ [9&&%/‘%7 M»Z .

EMAIL:




To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

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

map as possible.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

map as possible.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

map as possible.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

map as possible.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

map as possible.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

map as possible.

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

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

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

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

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

map as possible.

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

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

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

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

NAME: Dl Rices
ADDRESS:___ ) { 7% Pdrrjr“_.‘ ot M,:_rnw/v mTK?A’og)

EMAIL:__ o . // 1:\,75,7; @ 4 Yed ing v ,asif"’lL




To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

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

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

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

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

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

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

map as possible.

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

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

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

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

NAME:_ (1) LKy o 2}0 w20 ¢b

aooress:_ [ -C. Q[ 21 /%?,2‘ Lok Y. ST

EMAIL:




To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

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

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

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

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

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

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

map as possible.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

map as possible.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

map as possible.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded

because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the |
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in

your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat

areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of

interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the

difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

| - 9,
NAME: [/V,{/S %&7—/_
ADDRESS:_£2) oo SoJ, f%ﬂé?f« T S252F
EMAIL.__ AR, /@{‘k&#@qma,% (e
7




To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

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

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

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

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

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

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

NAME: {}\ W LPmo\
ADDRESS: QG B0 X \00) Wk WhT 59559
EMAIL, N e mi G ﬁ‘;—kﬁw\ew




To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

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

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

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

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

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

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

map as possible.

One of the proposed maps, the so-called Communities Map should be discarded
because it seeks to give one party undue advantages over another. Crafted by the
Montana Democratic Party, that map does not follow the criteria you have set out in
your rules. It overpopulates Republican leaning areas while under-populating Democrat
~ areas, it has several districts that are not compact, it ignores counties as communities of

interest, and too often blends urban, suburban and rural areas without respecting the
difference each of those areas has. They were produced in conjunction with political
data and voting preferences to engineer the best results for the Democrats.

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

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

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

ADDRESS.__ 1> w /Um % 74,

EMAIL:_ Clwces, @ 2. (P4
70




To the Districting and Apportionment Commission:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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