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SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM 

The Defendant members of the Michigan Independent Citizens Redistricting Com-

mission (the Commission) submit this supplemental memorandum at the Court’s request. It 

and the accompanying appendix identify 546 public comments in the Commission’s record 

that support the district-specific attestations of Commissioner Anthony Eid and other relevant 

sections of the legislative record. The appendix (App.) is organized into thirteen sections, one 

for each of the Chestnut plan’s thirteen congressional districts. A fourteenth section identifies 

additional relevant sections of the legislative record. The appendix shows that Commissioner 

Eid’s declaration cannot plausibly be deemed “a post-hoc justification for the district lines.” 

ECF No. 53 at 6 (PageID.1085). 

The record shows that the Commission made “a good-faith effort to achieve absolute 

equality” and that the small “population differences ‘were necessary to achieve some legiti-

mate state objective.’” Tennant v. Jefferson Cty. Comm’n, 567 U.S. 758, 760 (2012) (citations 

omitted). The Chestnut plan had the lowest population deviation of any plan submitted for 

the 45-day notice-and-comment period, which is required of any plan eligible for a vote of the 

Commission, see Mich. Const. art. IV, § 6(14)(b). App. 787. The record also shows that the 

Chestnut plan was the product of a good-faith effort to draw the deviation down. When Com-

missioner Eid first presented the Chestnut plan, it had a deviation of “plus or minus .37%.” 

App. 763. By the time of its adoption, the deviation had been significantly reduced. 

The record shows that Commissioner Eid collaborated with colleagues to craft the 

Chestnut plan and was generous in sharing the purposes behind the plan and soliciting the 

feedback that would be implemented into the final plan. See App. 761–73 (Commissioner Eid 

presenting the draft Chestnut plan); App. 775–86. The record further shows that 
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Commissioner Eid’s purposes were informed to a large extent by public comments, as the 

Michigan Constitution contemplates, see Mich. Const. art. IV, § 6(8), (9), (13)(c), & (14)(b). 

1. The legislative record amply supports Commissioner Eid’s attestation that Dis-

trict 1 was drawn to preserve “northern regions of the State” that “are more rural and agricul-

tural in nature.” Eid. Decl. ¶ 5 (PageID.779). Public commenters told the Commission that 

these communities “are of similar interests and share demographics: religion, ethnicity, eco-

nomics, culture.” App. 008; see also App. 010 The record also supports Commissioner Eid’s 

assertion that the district also serves the interests of “Native American communities.” Eid. 

Decl. ¶ 5 (PageID.779); see App. 022; App. 022–23. At least 24 public comments support 

Commissioner Eid’s testimony as to this district. App. 001–28. 

2. The record also shows that District 2 was intended “to create a mid-Michigan 

district that included Barry County with other rural communities,” like “Ionia, Montcalm, 

Gratiot, and Isabella.” Eid. Decl. ¶ 5 (PageID.779). Commenters told the Commission that 

“Barry [C]ounty . . . is very rural and inland,” does not “have the same economic base as the 

urban areas of Kalamazoo or Battle Creek,” and “would go much better with counties like 

Ionia, Montcalm, and Gratiot that are also rural and face similar concerns such as flooding.” 

App. 44. At least 16 public comments support Commissioner Eid’s testimony as to this dis-

trict. App. 029–49.  

3. The general public overwhelmingly desired a district uniting “Grand Rapids, 

Muskegon, Grand Haven, and Rockford,” and the Commission obliged with District 3. Eid. 

Decl. ¶ 8 (PageID.780). Commenters again and again stated that “Grand Rapids and Mus-

kegon have similar concerns,” App. 103, that “Muskegon and Grand Rapids are connected 

by the economically important I-96 corridor,” App. 102, and that “[p]utting Grand Rapids in 

its own district with the Western part of West Michigan is critical to aligning values of 

Case 1:22-cv-00054-PLM-RMK-JTN   ECF No. 61,  PageID.1162   Filed 03/22/22   Page 3 of 14



3 

districts” because there are “[l]ots of religious, cultural, and geographical similarities among 

this district.” App. 101. Commenters also opined that connecting “Grand Rapids and Mus-

kegon[] create[s] a voice for the minority populations” in both cities. App. 090; see also App. 

093. At least 47 public comments support Commissioner Eid’s testimony as to this district. 

App. 050–103. 

4. The purpose of District 4 was to unite areas in and around Battle Creek and 

Kalamazoo in “a western Michigan district” and not to include those cities with nearby rural 

regions having a different community of interest. Eid Decl. ¶ 10 (PageID.780). Again, the 

Commission adopted this configuration based on public input. The Commission was advised 

not to include Kalamazoo in a district with rural areas, see App. 122, to “consider Kalamazoo, 

Battle Creek, Kalamazoo County and Calhoun County as a community of interest,” App. 

107, that “put[ting] Kalamazoo and Battle Creek in the same district, . . . is the most repre-

sentative for SW Michigan,” App. 175, and that there was “a group which has been advocat-

ing for Battle Creek and Kalamazoo to be together in the same Congressional district . . . .” 

App. 178; see also App. 108–09. At least 64 public comments support Commissioner Eid’s 

testimony as to this district. App. 104–78.  

5. Perhaps no other configuration in the Chestnut plan enjoyed as much support 

as the decision to combine the southern border counties in District 5, as “many individuals 

spoke about living in Michigan but working, shopping, and praying across the border or deal-

ing with interstate transportation.” Eid Decl. ¶ 12 (PageID.781). The configuration, first, was 

proposed in the “heat maps” report of the Metric Geometry and Gerrymandering Group 

(MGGG) Redistricting Lab, which reported to the Commission that 36 submissions cited a 

strong community of interest along the border, based on a “[r]ural identity,” “[s]hared con-

cerns about interest commerce across with Ohio and Indiana,” “[a]gricultural industries, 
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shared health care services, and recreation opportunities.” App. 625. Commenters implored 

the Commission to pay “attention [to] the all too often overlooked border county commu-

nity,” because “[c]ounties along the Ohio and Indiana borders share similarities that no other 

counties can relate to”—that “residents on both sides of the state commute across the state 

line twice a day for work,” “deal with tax disparities unique to the daily life of our border 

county residents,” “shop, dine, and enjoy outdoor areas in each state,” and “often share re-

sources, state police posts, union regions, hospital systems[,] health departments[,] environ-

mental concerns[,] infrastructure projects, broadcast media, print media and much more.” 

App. 208–09; see also App. 210–11 (citing “[s]hared infrastructure, unions, United Way, print, 

broadcast media”). Commenters could not have been clearer that: “[l]iving in order counties 

many don’t realize how much [we] rely on newspaper and stations for our local news.” App. 

196. Commenters also explained that “Monroe County” on the eastern end of District 5 “is 

much more tied together with other border counties than it is alike [to] the large cities to the 

North like Detroit . . . .” App. 199. Indeed, its residents observed that “[w]e are more similar 

to Toledo than we are to Detroit,” in part because of “print and broadcast media” shared 

across state lines. App. 180. Commissioner Eid’s attestations concerning District 5 are sup-

ported by at least 51 comments. App. 179–238.  

6. The Commission intended District 6 to be “a district around Ann Arbor, 

Washtenaw County, and the University of Michigan” that did not include “Jackson and Liv-

ingston Counties,” “as they shared different values,” but did include Novi based on its com-

munity of interest with Ann Arbor. Eid Decl. ¶ 14 (PageID.781). The public record supported 

this choice. Commenters consistently observed that “[t]here is no apparent at all connection 

between” Jackson County and Ann Arbor, App. 272, because they don’t share common val-

ues, see App. 286; see also App. 290 (“I further oppose any plans that place Jackson with 
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Washtenaw”); App. 277 (“I don’t really think Ann Arbor and Jackson go together either. I 

just don’t like it.”); App. 271 (“Anyone that would marry the communities of Ann Arbor and 

Ypsilanti with Jackson County needs to go back to the drawing board.”). The record also 

confirms Commissioner Eid’s attestation that commenters favored including Novi in a district 

with Ann Arbor. See App. 243; App. 245. Commissioner Eid’s attestations concerning District 

6 are supported by at least 72 comments. App. 239–307. 

7. District 7 was drawn as “a tri-county district consisting of Clinton, Eaton, and 

Ingham Counties” with the additional purpose of “keeping Shiawassee County whole.” Eid 

Decl. ¶ 16 (PageID.782). The record confirms that these choices were made “in response to 

public comment.” Id. Commenters opined that “Ingham, Eaton, and Clinton should be in the 

same district, as a Lansing-centric Community of Interest,” App. 308, and discouraged 

“breaking Shiawassee County up into different districts,” App. 331; see also App. 338 (“The 

counties of Clinton, Eaton, and Shiawassee share a community of interest.”); App. 339 

(“Clinton, Eaton County, and Ingham County together is something that needs to happen.”); 

App. 308–09 (“I agree that Ingham, Eaton and Clinton counties constitute a Community of 

Interest.”). Commissioner Eid’s attestations concerning District 7 are supported by at least 37 

comments. App. 308–59.  

8. District 8 was intended to achieve a difficult compromise necessitated by dif-

fering views about how to recognize communities of interest in and around Midland County. 

Eid Decl. ¶ 18 (PageID.782). As Commissioner Eid attested, some commenters “asked that 

Midland be included with Gladwin County, while others asked for Midland to be included 

with the cities of Flint, Bay City, and Saginaw.” Id. The legislative record shows this divide 

of views, as commenters opined both that “Saginaw Bay City[,] Midland[,] and Flint should 

be together,” App. 393, and “that Midland should be put in the same legislative District as 
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Gladwin,” App. 396. Comments along these lines were sharply divided. App. 402 (“Do NOT 

split up Midland County and align any of it with Saginaw, Bay City and Flint.”); App. 404 

(“Please keep the counties of Midland and Gladwin together in the redistricting plan.”); App. 

410 (“Keep Midland County with Gladwin County in a separate District from Flint.”); App. 

415; App. 417 (“Midland is one of the tri-cities, and local issues tend to revolve around the 

three as a whole instead of separate entities.”). Commissioner Eid’s attestations concerning 

District 8 are supported by at least 67 comments. App. 360–429.  

9. Commissioner Eid configured District 9 “around the ‘thumb’ of Michigan,” 

which he identified “as a community of interest due to its rural, agricultural nature,” and he 

purposefully excluded “the cities of Wixom, Walled Lake, and Commerce Township,” which 

“identified much more closely with the suburban metro-Detroit portions of Oakland County.” 

Eid. Decl. ¶ 20 (PageID.783). The legislative record fully supports this choice. Commenters 

explained that “Oxford, Lake Orion, Addison, & Brandon townships all share alike objectives 

of their communities,” App. 430, and that the interests of “thumb” communities “are abso-

lutely separate from that of Oakland or Genesee Counties,” App. 433; see also App. 434 (“We 

are a rural community that should never be part of Genesee or Oakland County.”); App. 438 

(“[T]ell me how someone from the thumb, farming and working the land, has the same con-

cerns and issues as someone living the city life.”); App. 439 (“North Oakland County consists 

mainly of bedroom of communities have strong associations with Flint and Genesee County” 

and “[h]as little in common with the northeastern part of the state”); App. 441 (“Please, for 

the love of God, stop lumping in Western Oakland County with the thumb district.”). Com-

missioner Eid’s attestations concerning District 9 are supported by at least 12 comments. App. 

430–45.  
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10. District 10 was configured “to preserve communities of interest between Roch-

ester Hills and the Macomb County communities of Sterling Heights, Warren, and St. Clair 

Shores because of shared cultural communities.” Eid Decl. ¶ 22 (PageID.784). Residents of 

the area “express[ed]  . . . support for having Warren and Sterling Heights in the same dis-

trict,” because of an “extensive communal and demographic connection” including through 

a shared “Arab and Chaldean community.” App. 446; see also App. 452 (“Please give the 

Chaldean community a voice in one District.”); App. 452 (“I’m asking the Commission to 

give Chaldeans a voice in one District.”); App. 454 (“[P]ut Chaldeans in one Congressional 

District.”). The Commission heard from commenters that Warren “should be kept with other 

industrial areas in Macomb and Oakland like Sterling Heights, Troy, and Rochester Hills.” 

App. 450; see also App. 451 (“I find the inclusion of suburbs ranging from Rochester Hills to 

Royal Oak and Troy to Mt. Clemens to give us a diverse but connected constituency.”); App. 

456 (“Include cities of Farmington Hills, West Bloomfield, Bloomfield Twp, Troy, Rochester 

Hills, Sterling Heights and Shelby Twp together.”); App. 457 (“In my map Sterling Heights 

Troy and parts of Rochester Hills are in one District as they should be.”). Commissioner Eid’s 

attestations concerning District 10 are supported by at least 12 comments. App. 446–60.  

11. District 11 was designed “to preserve communities in and around Oakland 

County such as the cities of Wixom, Walled Lake, Commerce, West Bloomfield, Troy, and 

Farmington Hills.” Eid. Decl. ¶ 24 (PageID.784). Additional goals included “to preserve the 

LGBTQ communities in the cities of Royal Oak, Ferndale, and Oak Park” and “to exclude 

Southfield from Congressional District 11 because individuals expressed that Southfield felt 

more closely aligned with the communities of Detroit than Oakland County.” Id. The legis-

lative record supports these choices. Residents argued that “the communities of Bloomfield 

Hills, Bloomfield Township, and West Bloomfield should be in the same district.” App. 461; 
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see also App. 462 (“I strongly support the communities of interest (West Bloomfield Township, 

Keego Harbor, the City of Village of Orchard Lake, and Sylvan Lake”); App. 471 (“And I 

think Troy should be moved back in with other local areas to the south and west of our City 

like Clawson, Royal Oak Berkeley Birmingham, Bloomfield et cetera”); App. 469 (“I urge the 

Commission to link Troy with municipalities to our south and west, whether it’s visiting 

parks, attending youth sports or classes, commuting, looking at places we shop or visit for 

entertainment.”); App. 472 (“Troy is the largest economy in Oakland County and I think it’s 

important it stays within this community.”); App. 474 (“Troy must stay with Rochester, 

Rochester Hills, & Bloomfield in Oakland county as it is today.”). Commenters also asked 

the Commission to be attentive to “the concerns of the LGBTQ community in Ferndale, 

Southfield, Pleasant Ridge, Hazel Park, Oak Park and Huntington Woods.” App. 463; 

App. 465 (“Southeast Oakland County without a doubt is an LGBT community of interest as 

it holds the largest number of LGBT residents in our state.”); App. 466 (“The LGBTQ is a 

community of interest that requires a fair representation.”). Commissioner Eid’s attestations 

concerning District 11 are supported by at least 33 comments. App. 461–98.  

12. District 12 was crafted “to create a district featuring the east side of Detroit with 

Dearborn and other similar communities, . . . to preserve the historical neighborhoods in and 

around Detroit,” and “to include Livonia . . . because of Livonia’s blue-collar workforce that 

aligned more with the communities in Detroit, Dearborn, and Southfield.” Eid. Decl. ¶ 26 

(PageID.785). Residents informed the Commission that “there is some commonality (e.g., 

average income, age of houses and infrastructure, home value, educational attainment, etc.) 

among inner ring/older suburbs like Redford, Livonia, and Dearborn as well as long-estab-

lished western communities like Plymouth, Northville, and Farmington, which are a popular 

destinations for those living in the western suburbs.” App. 502; see also App. 506; App. 507 
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(“As a community of interest people commute to Southfield or Detroit, but live in suburban 

neighborhoods and send their kids to the surrounding schools.”); App. 510; App. 511 (“It is 

bizarre that so[] many Congressional maps refuse to add Southfield, Oak Park and Royal Oak 

Township to the west side Detroit district . . . .”). Comments overwhelmingly favored inclu-

sion of Livonia with these similar communities. See, e.g., App. 551 (“Our Community of In-

terest . . . primarily lives in Dearborn, Dearborn Heights, West Detroit, and Melvindale, as 

well as other parts of Michigan such as Hamtramck, Sterling Heights, Flint, Livonia, Canton, 

Ferndale, Ypsilanti, [and] Ann Arbor”); App. 240 (“The predominant features tying the com-

munity of Ann Arbor-Ypsilanti, Plymouth-Canton-Northville, Novi, and Livonia are the sim-

ilar lifestyles, historical ties, and drivers of the economy.”); App. 243 (“I would like the com-

mission to consider my community of interest which incorporates the areas of Ann Arbor, 

Ypsilanti, Plymouth, Canton, Novi, and Livonia.”); App. 502 (“[M]y map encompasses the 

Wayne-Westland school district, which now includes parts of Wayne, Westland, and Inkster; 

it also includes the Livonia district, which includes parts of Westland, and the Plymouth-

Canton district, among others[.]”); App. 510. Commissioner Eid’s attestations concerning 

District 12 are supported by at least 22 comments. App. 499–524. 

13. Commission Eid configured District 13 “to create a Detroit centered district 

and to preserve the townships of Wayne and the southern portion of Dearborn Heights in 

order to keep minority communities whole.” Eid Decl. ¶ 28 (PageID.785). Commenters urged 

the Commission to adopt a district of this genre, noting that it preserved Asian American, 

App. 528–38, Eastern European, App. 538, and Arab, App. 545; App. 551–53, populations. 

They observed that a “District of Dearborn, Hamtramck and parts of the north of Dearborn 

Heights” would preserve communities of interest. App. 557; see also App. 564 (“As you might 

know, cities like Dearborn and Dearborn Heights, are home to huge Arab American 
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populations.”); App. 580 (“It is essential that our central communities in Dearborn and Dear-

born Heights are not fragmented in the making of legislative districts.”); App. 584; App. 585. 

Commissioner Eid’s attestations concerning District 13 are supported by at least 89 com-

ments. App. 525–90.  

For these reasons and those stated in the Commission’s prior opposition brief, the mo-

tion should be denied.1 The Commission recognizes that some public commenters may have 

preferred different configurations from what the Commission ultimately chose, but this is un-

remarkable and unavoidable. To redistrict is, at its essence, to “balance competing interests,” 

which is an “exercise of political judgment.” Miller v. Johnson, 515 U.S. 900, 915 (1995). Plain-

tiffs appear to believe that the justification analysis requires a legislative body to adhere to the 

“judicially discoverable and manageable standards” that control judicial action, see Rucho v. 

Common Cause, 139 S. Ct. 2484, 2494 (2019), but legislative will is not so limited, see, e.g., 

Voinovich v. Quilter, 507 U.S. 146, 156 (1993);  Perry v. Perez, 565 U.S. 388, 392–93 (2012); see 

also The Federalist No. 78 at 523 (Hamilton) (Jacob Cooke ed., 1961). Finally, because Plain-

tiffs (like the other parties) formally chose not to “seek[] expedited discovery prior to the [pre-

liminary-injunction] hearing on March 16, 2022.” ECF No. 56 at 17 (PageID.1144), the Com-

mission respectfully submits that the proper avenue for Plaintiffs to challenge evidentiary 

weight would have been to seek discovery and that no further factual development is war-

ranted on the outstanding motion. 
 

1 The Commission’s justifications for the deviations are not limited to the communities-of-
interest goals under Subsection 13(c). The Commission focused on obvious communities-of-
interest differences between the Chestnut plan and Plaintiffs’ proposed remedy in opposing 
the preliminary injunction because the justification inquiry compares the enacted plan against 
“alternatives,” Tennant, 567 U.S. at 763 (citation omitted), such that different alternatives 
may elicit a different defense strategy, see id. at 765 (“None of the alternative plans came close 
to vindicating all three of the State’s legitimate objectives . . . .” (emphasis added)). A different 
hypothetical alternative might implicate different constitutional criteria, like compactness or 
partisan fairness. But all the criteria are justifications for the minor population deviation, since 
all criteria had to be achieved in a single, integrated plan. 
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concur that the U.P. communities feel largely
ignored and unheard at both the state and
federal levels.

Case 1:22-cv-00054-PLM-RMK-JTN   ECF No. 61-1,  PageID.1178   Filed 03/22/22   Page 5 of
53



3/18/22, 12:15 PM MICRC Public Comment Portal

https://www.michigan-mapping.org/submission/w4767 1/1

Previous →← Next

Districting Plan

Basic Info

Submitter: Sarah 

Location: Chippewa County 

Submitted: 9/17/2021 

Type: written 

ID: w4767 


Tags

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

Written Testimony

Keep the Upper Peninsula whole.
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Natural Environment quality of life

Basic Info

Submitter: Susan THiel 

Location: Grayling 

Submitted: 6/28/2021 

Type: coi 

ID: c1161 


Tags

More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

Quality of Life and Naural Environment in
Northern Lower MI- people migrate to
northern MI largely due to loving the
natural environment, whether they come
for a weekend or decide to stay and live
up here. The vast public forests, rivers,
and lakes provide quality recreational
opportunities, great tourism, clean air,
peace and quiet, clean water, and wildlife
providing a higher quality of life for many.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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Communities of Interest, Grand Traverse

Basic Info

Submitter: Whitney Roberts 

Location: Elmwood Township/Leelanau
County 

Submitted: 6/29/2021 

Type: written 

ID: w1166 


Tags

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

Written Testimony

My Name is Whitney Roberts. I am a
resident of Elmwood Township in
Leelanau County and a member of the
township planning commission. I am on
the board of The Maritime Heritage
Alliance.
I support the efforts of the Commission as
you work toward establishing a
framework for fair and equal elections.
I encourage the Commission to begin
afresh to redistrict our state’s electoral
boundaries. I am particularly struck by
the fact that we in Leelanau share so
much waterfront and common issues
with Grand Traverse, our neighboring
county. We would do well with common
representation in the legislative systems
of our state and nation. We are more
tourist driven than our present district
partners of Benzie and the Upper
Peninsula. We exhibit the same pressures
on housing and infrastructure as Grand
Traverse and we share the common water
which we seek to protect.
Our present representatives, state and
federal, are confronted with a mix of
urban and rural of agriculture and
parkland making representation difficult.
While our present boundaries place us
with more rural areas, the U.P. and
Benzie, Manistee counties, we are a
bedroom community to Grand Traverse
and have more rapidly expanding villages
to work with. We share the common
dependence on the waters of Grand
Traverse Bay. More accurate
representation by our legislators would
be helpful. Our present, gerrymandered
districts do not permit this.
Combining Leelanau County with Grand
Traverse County or a portion thereof
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would certainly enhance the power of our
electorate to protect our waters, respond
to the ever increasing pressures of
urbanization and enable more focused
attention to our common problems.
Thank you
Whitney Roberts.
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Mary's Upper and Lower plan

Basic Info

Submitter: Mary O'Neill 

Location: Presque Isle 

Submitted: 7/20/2021 

Type: coi 

ID: c1571 


Tags

More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

Rural, farm, Near Lakes, streams and
rivers, tourist area, logging, mining and
small businesses

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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Northern Michigan

Basic Info

Submitter: Dennis Lennox 

Location: Topinabee 

Submitted: 7/26/2021 

Type: coi 

ID: c1688 


Tags

More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

The communities on this map are of
similar interests and share demographics:
religion, ethnicity, economics, culture.
They are also linked by Central Michigan
University in Mt. Pleasant by and through
its public TV station. Together, the
communities have the approximate
population of a congressional district.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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Our lives are integral to what goes on in Traverse City and we would love to be in a 

District. 

Thank you.  

   >> VICE CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission. 

Next in line is number two.  

   >> Good evening. 

Are you hearing me?   

   >> VICE CHAIR SZETELA:  Yes, we can hear you.  

   >> Okay great.  My name is Barb Conley.  I'm from Northport in Leelanau County.  

And forgive me for reading this but I want to be efficient.  I first of all want to thank the 

Commissioners for all the work that they are go doing and for allowing me to speak. 

I just want for say Michigan has the constitutional amendment in 2018, which removed 

the redrawing of the district from the legislature and put it in the hands of you, our 

Independent Commission. 

We have been subjected to gerrymandering, including in the recent past. 

And Michigan citizens deserve the right to have their vote counted no matter where they 

live. 

So I do urge you to draw districts that do not lead to one party rule in any District. 

And that includes the first Congressional District as well as districts for the State House 

and the State Senate. 

   I would like to see maps drawn with as much as close to zero partisanship as 

possible. 

I also want to note some communities of interest along the Northern Michigan coast, 

which shares tourism, fruit growing water directed activities, fishing, and sometimes 

medical care, transportation, and intermediate school districts. 

For example, our State Senate District could possibly encompass the northern coast of 

lower Michigan.  And many of those communities of interest would be included. 

Our State House District, as said by the previous speaker, could compare northern 

Grand Traverse County with Leelanau County and encompass wine growers, fruit 

growers, mass transports, medical care, and the intermediate school districts, as well as 

tourists. 

   And in our Congressional District we could unite the water-related communities in the 

upper, lower, the lower upper and the Upper Peninsula. 

   Then just one minor note, I'm disappointed the MICRC chose a partisan law firm to 

represent this body in lawsuits. 

Thank you.  

   >> VICE CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission. 

Number three?  You may now address the Commission.  

   >> Thank you. 
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Community of Interest

Basic Info

Submitter: Micheal Cromley 

Location: Afton 

Submitted: 8/29/2021 

Type: written 

ID: w3188 


Tags

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

Written Testimony

I live in Cheboygan County and want to
explain why its crucial that our county be
aligned or put with Emmet County. While
my wife and I live in Cheboygan County
we do much of our business in Emmet
County. We do all of our weekly grocery
shopping in Emmet, all of our medical
doctors: general practitioner, orthopedic,
dermatologist, eye doctor, vet etc... are in
Emmet. Much of our social life is also
spent in Emmet. Also of major import is
that we share the economic, tourism,
boating, swimming, fishing, etc.. with the
Straits of Mackinaw, where Lake Michigan
and Lake Huron meet. This is what a
"community of Interest" is all about.
The Straits of Mackinaw as well as Lake
Michigan & Lake Huron also tie Mackinaw
County and Preque Isle County with
Cheboygan & Emmet. Please consider
these important factors when creating
the maps for this region.
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Giving a fair voice to each district

Basic Info

Submitter: Gregory Putalik 

Location: Harbor Springs/emmet 

Submitted: 9/21/2021 

Type: plan 

Congressional Districts

ID: p5228 


Tags

More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

MI-01 contains four COI clusters and
maintains the integrity of the Upper
Peninsula regional identity while keeping
the “Upper Mitten” community intact.
The district is linked together by a robust
tourism and leisure industry, coupled
with its strong agricultural roots.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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Better Upper Michigan map

Basic Info

Submitter: Jennifer Hill 

Location: Marquette City 

Submitted: 9/21/2021 

Type: plan 

Congressional Districts

ID: p5186 


Tags

More Info

This map draws a MI-01 House District
that includes four Community of Interest
(COI) clusters as outlined to the
commission: A1, A2, A3, and A4. Using this
map will keep the Upper Peninsula intact,
while also keeping the “Upper Mitten”
together in a more cohesive way. Using
these boundaries, the MI-01 House
district would share a robust tourism and
recreation industry, together with its
valuable agricultural economy.
I was one of the majority that voted to
create Michigan’s independent
commission. The MICRC is in an excellent
position end partisan gerrymandering
and instead develop a map that reflects
communities of interest, partisan
fairness, and federal law compliance.
The map below meticulously avoids city
splits whenever possible, reflects
economic and cultural ties between
towns and counties, and yields several
competitive districts from a partisan
perspective. In fact, MI-03, MI-04, MI-06,
MI-08, and MI-10 would all invite
immediate, serious, and spirited
challenges from both sides of the party
divide. This level of competitive and
fairness would have few parallels from

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

states throughout the country, all while
cleaning up our state’s lines and
prioritizing communities of interest.
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District 1

Basic Info

Submitter: Joanne Cromley 

Location: Cheboygan 

Submitted: 9/21/2021 

Type: plan 

Congressional Districts

ID: p5205 


Tags

More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

The entire Upper Peninsula and Northern
Lower Michigan must stay intact. We
share shoreline from both Lake Michigan
and Lake Huron and the Straits of
Mackinaw. Our District 1's economy is
based on tourism, fishing, hunting, and
agriculture which makes this a very
strong community of interest.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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First Congressional District Plan

Basic Info

Submitter: Jon LaSalle 

Location: Marquette City 

Submitted: 9/21/2021 

Type: plan 

Congressional Districts

ID: p5232 


Tags

More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

This configuration of the northern-most
congressional district very well captures
an area with many similar interests, both
economically and cultural. This areas
economy is agricultural, Forest Products
and an ever flourishing and growing
Tourism industry. Culturally, most of the
area is rural, with rural way of life
common across the district; the Upper
Peninsula has mainly people of Finnish,
French, Swedish, and German descent.
The Lower Peninsula part of the district is
more mixed.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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1st Congressional District

Basic Info

Submitter: Jaime Brants 

Location: PETOSKEY 

Submitted: 9/21/2021 

Type: plan 

Congressional Districts

ID: p5195 


Tags

More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

This congressional district would keep
the Upper Peninsula and northern
Michigan together. These areas have
much in common with tourism, lakes and
waterways, and agriculture.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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Competitive MI-01 Congressional District

Basic Info

Submitter: Evan Bonsall 

Location: Marquette City 

Submitted: 9/21/2021 

Type: plan 

Congressional Districts

ID: p5189 


Tags

More Info

This district would keep communities of
interest in the Upper Peninsula and
Northern Lower Peninsula united, while
also creating a fairly competitive district
in which (all else being equal) candidates
from either of the two major political
parties could have a realistic chance of
being elected. I feel that this district
would provide residents of the district
with a genuine choice in congressional
elections, promote meaningful debate
about local and regional issues in
Northern Michigan, elevate local
concerns about agriculture, mining,
forestry, conservation, climate change,
American Indian affairs, and rural poverty
and development. This district would
contain 36 counties, and unlike current or
previous iterations of MI-01, this district
would be geographically balanced (i.e.,
not reaching far down the west or east
coasts of the Lower Peninsula solely to
advantage one political party over
another), and would divide only one
county (Wexford County), with the other
35 counties being entirely contained
within the same congressional district.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.
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The Districting plan

Basic Info

Submitter: Mary Reilly 

Location: Emmet 

Submitted: 9/21/2021 

Type: plan 

Congressional Districts

ID: p5202 


Tags

More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

This plan honors the integrity of the
Upper Peninsula while realizing the upper
mitten is a tourism and business area that
also needs representation. We are also an
agricultural area and have that identity as
well.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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Balanced district mapping plan

Basic Info

Submitter: Jane Milkie 

Location: Marquette City 

Submitted: 9/21/2021 

Type: plan 

Congressional Districts

ID: p5235 


Tags

#upper peninsula   #partisan  

More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

The attached mapping plan provides
many advantages for partisan balance in
the #Upper Peninsula and Northern
Mitten counties. The Upper Peninsula has
its own identity, distinct from counties
below the bridge. Tourism and farming
support the economies of these northern
rural counties.
This map properly supports communities
of interest including four clusters (A1, A2,
A3, A4). Furthermore, it maintains
fairness from a #partisan perspective, a
shining exemplar that other states and
other Michigan districts could emulate.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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https://www.michigan-mapping.org/

Basic Info

Submitter: Sarah Gurney 

Location: Emmet 

Submitted: 9/21/2021 

Type: plan 

Congressional Districts

ID: p5204 


Tags

More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

MI-01 contains four COI clusters and
maintains the integrity of the Upper
Peninsula regional identity while keeping
the “Upper Mitten” community intact.
The district is linked together by a robust
tourism and leisure industry, coupled
with its strong agricultural roots

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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In that time I have never seen a more disconcerted effort to destroy local communities 

through our Counties of which I went through the Manistee County reapportionment and 

everything. 

I looked at what's going on in the schools as well as in the local villages and Townships. 

I feel that you have not taken due diligence in honoring we the people of this state. 

You on the other hand have a responsibility to do that. 

You have failed. 

So please and I admonish the board for not mandating all of your members be at all 

meetings. 

This is that important. 

And for you to short your duty to us the people is a slap in the face. 

Keep our Counties and districts as whole as you can. 

There's not a reason. 

There may be a fluctuate in population. 

I understand that. 

Having experienced that through my own Counties. 

On the other hand you need to keep us whole.  

   >> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Number 

63.  

   >> Good afternoon, my name is David Steele. 

While you do this good work, we ask you to recognize the indigenous populations of 

Michigan as a community of interest. 

Per the C.D.C. there are 80,000 tribal peoples in our state. 

This is a gross under count as it does not include those who have been disenfranchised 

due to broken treaties and forced assimilation practices. 

This map encompass the sovereign nations of little Travis Bay band of Indians and 

Grand Traverse Chippewa and Ottawa Indians. 

Delineated reservation boundaries and includes vital services tribal and housing 

complex, community centers and the Indian health services clinics and oversee the well 

be original of our people with mental health, vision, primary doctor care, maternal health 

and many more. 

It is important to site these places in the creation of the see of this County map. 

As we receive basic services within these areas and typically have to live within these 

areas to receive services. 

This map is much more fair and equitable than the one the MICRC has proposed and I 

request it be used instead thank you.  

   >> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN:  Thank you for addressing the Commission. . 

Number 64.  

   >> Hello.  My name is Cara Hunt from Little Traverse Bay of Indians and from 

Petoskey. 
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While you do this good work, we ask you consider us as population of interest per 

C.D.C. there are approximately 80,000 tribal people in the state. 

This is a gross under cut and does not include those disenfranchised due to broken 

treaties and forced assimilation practices. 

It has sovereign nations of Travis Bay Grand Traverse of Chippewa and Ottawa Indians 

and their reservation boundaries. 

This map includes vital services for the tribal communities including housing, 

complexes, community centers and also the Indian health services clinic issues. 

These clinics oversee the well-being of our peoples with a variety of services including 

mental health vision primary doctor care maternal health and many more. 

It's important to cite these places and the creation of this map as we receive basic need 

services within this area and typically have to live within the service areas to receive. 

This map is much more fair and equitable than the that proposed and I request that it be 

used instead. 

I thank you for your time.   

   >> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Number 

66 or do we have 65. 

65. 

Okay.  

   >> Good evening my name is Sarah I'm from grand Michigan. 

I'd like to thank the Commissioners for your efforts and for the time to speak to you 

tonight. 

I can understand that this is a difficult process. 

And people from communities all across Michigan greatly appreciate you taking the time 

to listen and consider our input. 

Tonight I'd like to acknowledge the efforts of the Commission in working to keep the 

communities of northern Michigan cohesive. 

Northern Michigan is comprised of small agricultural and tourist communities. 

The people who reside in communities have shared values that support and help to 

sustain our small town Northern Michigan vitality that thrives on industries. 

We are a unique community and have different values than that of cities a Metropolitan 

areas please keep Northern Michigan communities together and avoid combining our 

communities with urban areas to the south. 

As an example you can view the proposed Senate lines on the cherry map which places 

small northern communities Thompsonville and Lake Ion in the same District of 

Muskegon which share little to no commonality in terms of economic and other 

interests. 

I would like to remind the Commissioners this is a population based issue, not a political 

issue. 
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Considering all the facts and data in your Voting Rights Act analysis is leading down a 

path of disenfranchise M of the communities of colors despite your best intentions. 

It's more important to get this done right now than to get this done fast. 

Please be thoughtful and how you draw Detroit, Flint and other communities across the 

state. 

We have large indigenous populations in those communities also. 

The Voting Rights Act is meant to help voters of colors elect representatives of their 

choice so that those representatives can make a difference in the legislature. 

Cracking the Black indigenous people of color communities and tilting the playing field 

towards one political party on your maps fails. 

Map holds our values and is much more fair and equitable than the one the MICRC 

provides.  

   >> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN:  Thank you sir. 

Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Number 71 please.  

   >> My name is staff agent retired Tracey Ann Smith and proudly served the national 

guard for 22 years and in Afghanistan. 

I'm here in reference to P6784. 

Communities of interest which I am part of. 

I am Little Traverse Bay band Odawa Indian and part of obviously a veteran. 

While you do this good work, we ask you to recognize the indigenous populations of 

Michigan as a community of interest to the C.D.C. there are approximately 80,000 tribal 

peoples in our state that this is a gross under count as it does not include those who 

have been disenfranchised due to broken treaties and forced assimilation practice 

which I am part of. 

With regard to communities of interest it is not clear where the Commission has 

followed a systematic way to choose among COI or the draft proposed plans reflect the 

COI maps. 

Some districts appear to break down a part communities and others don't communities 

of interest is not an excuse to pack voters of a particular party into fewer and fewer 

districts to weaken their voice in the state of legislature, look at maps and ideas to get to 

partisan fairness while respecting real communities of interest. 

The Commission should accompany any proposed map with an explanation of how the 

map redistricts. 

Thank you.  

   >> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  At this 

time do we have number 72?  Is there a 72?  Okay, until we do have a number 72, we 

will turn back to our live remote public comment. 

And I believe we are on number 6. 

Kevin Webber.  

   >> I'm Kevin Webber Leelanau County. 
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UP District Map Concerns
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Type: written 

ID: w7408 


Tags

#yooper   #upper peninsula   #up  

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

Written Testimony

To the Commission:
I’ve looked over many of the proposed
maps for the Upper Peninsula of Michigan
and I have some serious concerns. It
appears as though many UP counties are
being proposed to be split up. This does
NOT work well for us as here in the rural
UP, counties are our communities. There
is such vast distance between populated
areas and each county usually has just
one population center with smaller
communities scattered throughout. It’s
most common for these population
centers to be in excess of 80-100 miles
apart. As such, each county has
challenges unique to them. That large
distance between them and their
neighbors changes a lot of things.
Up here our highways are nearly all
simple two-lane roads with 55mph speed
limits and during the winter months
travel between can be excessively
dangerous and very slow. Splitting the
districts and counties would appear to
cause our representatives to drive an
extensive amount of time and would
severely limit the already low
representation we already have up here.
It will be difficult for constituents to have
access to their representatives, especially
the elderly and those with mobility
issues. These are the citizens who need
assistance from their representatives the
most.
I implore your committee to re-draw and
keep the UP counties and communities
together. Thank you.
Respectfully,
David L. Guizzetti
Marquette, MI
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Upper Peninsula Concerns

Basic Info

Submitter: Nicholas Smaby 
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Submitted: 10/28/2021 

Type: written 
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Tags

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

Written Testimony

Admittedly not my words, but as a resident of the U.P. and Marquette County--I completely
concur with this assessment by a friend:
1) Our counties are extensively the most apparent communities of interest in the UP. They each
have the same sheriffs, taxes, judges, prosecutors, clerk, jail, road commission, hospitals and
health departments, and basic school districts and ISDs.
2) Divided counties, especially heavily divided ones, diminishes the political power of the
people and their local governments to advocate for policy from state lawmakers.
Commissioners and lawmakers will have to make more contacts, may split their efforts
amongst legislators rather than be unified, creating controversy that will make advocacy for
each county’s position far less impactful.
3) Current draft districts in the UP fail to consider the negative impact to the service and
representation the citizens receive by unnecessarily creating enormous distances for the
representatives to travel to accomplish their jobs.
4) Unnecessary county divisions also create significant additional workloads for representatives
in meeting more government leaders and persons, which then leaves less time for them to
serve other counties. For example, the proposed 108th District has huge travel requirements
and far more twps, cities, schools, county boards, judges, police, ISDs, villages, mental health
boards, job boards, etc.
5) The proposed 38th District change unnecessarily adds multiple twps, county boards, sheriffs,
cities, tribes, schools and other entities greatly diminishing the time and bandwidth available
for those same entities in the other 13 counties necessary to meet population requirements.
6) Creating unnecessarily large districts unduly impinges on citizens’ access to their
representatives due to the necessities of travel. This creates a very unfair difference for our
citizens and communities which, while somewhat expected due to population, is being
enhanced by the unnecessary divisions of counties and sizes of districts created.
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7) The size and distances any UP legislator must cover by themselves, plus the complexity and
sheer number of local governments, schools, and other organizations, along with the winter
weather, are important reasons why UP districts should be allowed to have population
deviations that allow the districts to be smaller, and with no split counties.
#NonPartisanMyRearEnd #GerrymanderingByAnyOtherNameIsStillGerrymandering
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Tags

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

Written Testimony

The Upper Peninsula would like to see
that local communities remain intact. The
current district lines before any
redrawing are working as is. Proposed
new maps with east-west drawn lines cut
many communities into pieces and would
lessen and dilute our votes and voices.
Representatives would need to travel far
distances, represent diverse areas and
thus be less ineffective.
The commission must represent the U.P.
fairly, even if no commissioners are from
the Upper Peninsula.
Also, the commission itself should be
composed of Republicans and Democrats
equally. Independent commissioners
must be 'truly independent'. Currently a
strong Democratic leaning is apparent
and that must be corrected. All
Michiganders deserve a fair commission.
Residents of our purple state deserve that
each person's vote has the ability to be
counted and not diluted over distant
communities. Rural resident voices must
be able to fairly compete with those of
more densely populated areas. Rural
communities should remain whole as
they currently are.
We require a balanced commission to
create fair maps. Follow your mandate of
a Balanced Commission creating Fair
Maps along with providing public
meetings, considering resident input,
while providing full transparency and by
following the constitution.
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Tags

More Info
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No comments have been submitted.

I draw a state house district for the
Central Michigan region that includes
Isabella County and the northern portion
of Gratiot County. There are numerous
communities of interest linking the two
areas, a few examples being education,
transportation, watersheds and tribal
land. Also this makes a competitive
district with no party having an
advantage.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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Central Michigan State House district
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Submitter: Amy Perschbacher 

Location: Mount Pleasant City 

Submitted: 8/10/2021 

Type: plan 

State House Districts
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Tags

#isabella   #gratiot  

More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

The redistricting of the state is a large
burden but a necessary one deemed by
the voters. I have created a map for the
central Michigan district that includes all
of Isabella county and the northern half
of Gratiot county. These area are tied
together by various means. We share the
RESD, the Chippewa River watershed,
and tribal community to name a few. Our
economic ties are shared with the 127
highway which is a key transportation
route and large infrastructure projects
such as the wind turbines. This makes it a
reasonable district as we share many
aspects of community.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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Isabella and Gratiot State House Map
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Tags

#isabella   #gratiot  

More Info

Comments & Feedback

This is a tough job that has been tasked
to the commission by the people of
Michigan. We have an opportunity to
create a fair map for our citizens to have
an equal vote for our government. As a
resident of Mt Pleasant in Isabella
County, I feel the best way to represent
Central Michigan is by having a state
house district include Isabella County
and the northern portion of Gratiot
County, around Alma and St Louis.
Our economic ties are particularly strong
between Mt Pleasant and Alma, with our
transportation, agriculture, and
infrastructure. Education is an important
connection between the two
communities with Central Michigan
University and Alma College in close
proximity. And the Gratiot- Isabella RESD
services the educational needs in both
counties.
The job is yours to produce a fair map.
Combining Isabella and a portion of
Gratiot county would create a fair chance
for the citizens to have their voices heard.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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No comments have been submitted.
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New 99th State house
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State House Districts
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Tags
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More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

I am asking you to consider pairing
Isabella county and the northern part of
Gratiot county in Michigan House District
for 99th. There are a lot more ties
between Isabella and northern Gratiot.
The Gratiot- Isabella Regional Education
Service district serves students in public,
private and parochial schools in our
community. Higher education is an
economic and cultural driver. Central
Michigan University , Alma College,
Saginaw Chippewa Tribal College and
Mid-Michigan College are located here.
The Chippewa Watershed Conservancy
strives to protect land, water nd wildlife
in Isabella and Gratiot Counties. In
Addition, US-127 corridor firmly impacts
us all as a single community.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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Tags

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

Written Testimony

As you consider Michigan state senate
redistricting, I would encourage you to
strongly consider the community of
interest created around higher education
for the 33rd Senate district. There is
strong consensus around the importance
of higher education for the future of our
state and citizens, but it can be difficult to
create support for this in Lansing. As
currently constructed, this district
encompasses Clare, Gratiot, Isabella,
Mecosta and Montcalm counties. These
are mostly rural, contiguous counties but
with the commonality of encompassing
five institutions of higher education. Each
county is the home for a public post-
secondary education institution. These
include public universities Central
Michigan University (Isabella County) and
Ferris State University (Mecosta County),
community colleges Mid-Michigan
College (Clare County), Montcalm
Community College (Montcalm County)
and the private institution, Alma College
(Gratiot County). Grouping these
institutions has helped promote
collaboration on degree programs,
transfer credits, and shared efforts. This
helps each institution use the funds
effectively and ultimately benefits
students throughout these areas and
beyond. This critical mass of higher
education institutions has helped
promote support for these rural
institutions in our state.
Thank you for considering this input and
for the important work you are leading
for Michigan. Please contact me if I may
be of additional support to your
committee in this process.
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   All right.  Moving back to the agenda as amended, is there any debate or discussion 

about the agenda?  Hearing none, let's move forward with our motion to approve the 

agenda.  As indicated, we have a motion by Commissioner Witjes to approve the 

meeting agenda.  All in favor please raise your hand and say aye. 

All opposed please raise your hand and say nay. 

The ayes prevail and the agenda is adopted. 

   Public comment pertaining to agenda topics portion of our meeting. 

Hearing no objection, we will now proceed with the public comment pertaining to 

agenda topics.  Individuals who have signed up and indicated that they would  

like to provide in person public commentary to the Commission will now be allowed to 

do so.   

Please step to the microphone when I call your name or number.  You will have two 

minutes to address the Commission.  And please conclude remarks when you hear the 

timer.  And, Department of State staff, how many live persons do we have today?   

   >> MS. SARAH REINHARDT:  We have five in person public comments.   

   >> VICE CHAIR SZETELA:  So five total, so six with the second?   

   >> MS. SARAH REINHARDT:  Correct.  

   >> VICE CHAIR SZETELA:  All right, so, number one if you could please approach 

the microphone and speak.  

   >> Hi.  Name is Mike Williams and I'm a sheriff. 

Before I start, thank you all for your service. 

I think sometimes we can do thankless jobs and welcome to that brotherhood. 

I was disappointed to see the Commission did not keep communities of Gratiot and 

Isabella and Clare per a comment I made earlier. 

I recognize the Commission is under very strict deadline and any major modifications to 

a draft District are unlikely at this time. 

However I submitted a map last night and I'm posing a small change to the draft of 

District 33 and 35. 

A change will make a big impact on keeping communities of interest together without 

requiring a wholesale me drawing of what the Commission has already done. 

My suggestion is very simple somewhat, Newaygo in District 35 and move Gratiot in 

District 33.  Additionally, drop the two Townships on to District 35 for Dade County and 

that is the changes that I'm suggesting. 

What will this accomplish?  Newaygo associates more closely with Lake, Osceola.  And 

Gratiot associates with Montcalm and Ionia counties.  As the County sheriff I can tell 

you these three counties in my county, additionally all three counties, have prisons, 

state prisons, in them.  So we have a large population of corrections officers living in our 

community.  Montcalm, Ionia and Gratiot Counties also work together with economic 

development and decisions. 
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There are numerous ties between Montcalm and Gratiot along the M14 corridor and 57 

lake corridor for the communities. 

I would like that the larger change, I'm at least willing to make this small improvement, 

which would allow districts 35 and 33 to better represent the communities. 

A side benefit is the District also becomes more aesthetically pleasing.  And the 

constitutional requirement, the public to see districts that are a little more intuitive in 

their shapes. 

And that's what I've created.  I submitted a plan last night to your portal, so you can look 

at it there. 

Thank you for your consideration.  And, again, thank you for your service in this 

process.  

   >> VICE CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission. 

Number two you may now address the microphone to address the Commissioner.  

   >> MS. SARAH REINHARDT:  Madam Chair, apologies, we are experiencing audio 

issues.  Can you hold on for just one moment?   

   >> VICE CHAIR SZETELA:  Certainly.  

   >> MS. SARAH REINHARDT:  I think we are good to proceed.  Thank you.  

   >> VICE CHAIR SZETELA:  Number two, you may go ahead.  

   >> Sorry.  Hello.  I'm Stacy Young, president of Montcalm Community College in 

Montcalm community. 

I appreciate all the work you are doing. 

It's certainly a difficult task and also thankless and very important to all of us and the 

public. 

I understand that when the Commission was created in the current draft of District 33 

the higher education community that exists here in Mid-Michigan was taken into 

consideration. 

Ferris State, Central Michigan, Mid-Michigan Community College and Alma College are 

all included in draft District 33. 

However, Montcalm County and, therefore, Montcalm Community College has been 

excluded from this community under the current draft proposal. 

I submitted a map on the portal last night and comments through the portal for your 

consideration. 

That fixes the problem by reuniting Montcalm County with Mecosta, Isabella, Gratiot 

and Clare Counties.  I'm making these comments in person as well because.  I believe 

this issue is very important and worthy of your thoughtfulness and attention.  Having five 

of the higher education institutions in one Senate District has allowed the voice and 

therefore the voice of our students and our community to be heard in a unified station in 

Lansing for the last decade and will benefit or community and will consider as the 

redistricting proposals are refined and finalized. 
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Keep Gratiot Whole/in Central Michigan

Basic Info

Submitter: M 

Location: Gratiot 
Submitted: 9/20/2021 

Type: written 

ID: w5114 


Tags

#gratiot   #central michigan  

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

Written Testimony

I am writing to the Commission in regard
to the disposition of Gratiot County and
its townships in the proposed
Congressional Maps of your September
20, 2021, session.
Firstly, I believe that the division of four
eastern townships (Wheeler, Lafayette,
Hamilton, and Elba Townships) of Gratiot
County to be included in Proposed
District 11 with Saginaw/Flint areas is not
reflective of communities of interest in
Gratiot County. The proposed split of
these townships from the rest of the
county would remove some of the largest
towns from the county, such as
Breckenridge and Ashley, which are key
parts of the community. The removal of
those townships would remove one-third
of the incorporated towns of Gratiot
County from being in the same
Congressional district (2/6). The
proposed map removing townships, that
include Breckenridge and Ashley, from
Gratiot County would also not reflect
current communities of interest in terms
of education, commerce, activities, and
community relationships. For example,
the Gratiot-Isabella Technical Education
Center (GI-TEC) is located in Alma and
serves high school students from Alma,
Ashley, Beal City, Breckenridge, Fulton,
Ithaca, Mt. Pleasant, Shepherd, and St.
Louis in technical education courses (e.g.
welding, mechatronics, agri-science, and
health professions). Students and
community members interested in
similar issues of professional training and
education within the same academic
program would be in two completely
different and unrelated Congressional
Districts. In this very rural and agriculture
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focused county, there exists more of a
relationship and community of interest,
in terms of those commerce and
community activities, connected to
central Michigan than the Saginaw or
Lansing areas. Here I think the
Commission could reexamine the
northeastern portions of District 11 to
recoup the needed population instead of
dividing significant communities of
eastern Gratiot County.
Secondly, I would continue to encourage
the Commission to retain Gratiot County
within the confines of District 13 and the
counties of central/north central
Michigan. Previous discussion by the
Commission and map drafts proposed
the inclusion of Gratiot County with
Lansing and other major metro areas.
That would simply not be representative
of Gratiot County and its relationships
with surrounding more rural central
Michigan communities. Our schools
completed with those in Isabella,
Mecosta, Clare, Gladwin, and Midland
counties. Business is conducted in the
major cities of Clare, Big Rapids, Alma,
and Mount Pleasant. Young adults attend
locally in the regional population centers
where Alma College and Central Michigan
University are located, where there is
deep connection between those small
universities and the communities. For
example, Alma College has the Alma
College Community Engagement
Scholarship where 13 full tuition
scholarships are given to Gratiot County,
Isabella, and Montcalm students who
“desire to pursue a life-changing, liberal
arts education” and want to “think
critically, serve generously, lead
purposefully and live responsibly as
stewards of the world they bequeath to
future generations.” If Gratiot County was
not in District 13, some of those students
would be represented by a district
different from the local communities they
come from and seek to serve in the
future.
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I would encourage the Commission to not
fall victim of doing what is easiest for the
congressional population sizes and
adjusting more metropolitan proposed
districts, but to recognize that Gratiot
County plays an important role within the
Central Michigan community (Isabella,
Mecosta, Clare, Montcalm, Gladwin,
Midland counties, etc.) for which it should
not be separated.
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As students here we contribute vastly to this community.  We not only learn here.  We 

work and eat and play and sleep and live in this community. 

This is also our community. 

We want the best for it. 

And if we keep fair districts here, we encourage civic engagement with young people all 

across the state. 

There is potential to break up campus itself, not to mention our various apartment 

communities, housed almost entirely off campus students, as well as separate campus 

from our downtown full of coffee shops and mom and pop restaurants, all deeply tied to 

Central Michigan University's community itself. 

These establishments often started by CMU alumni and attended by current students 

are in what I would best describe as a symbiotic relationship.  We help each other.  We 

benefit from each other.  And we probably would not exist let alone thrive without each 

other.  And to separate CMU from our community would be, to put it plainly, unjust. 

Today I ask you to please consider the rights of the citizens of Mount Pleasant to elect 

folks who represent local values and understand local issues.  And the best way to do 

this is by keeping the lines fair. 

   Finally, I'd like to thank the Commission greatly for time and consideration in this very 

important issue. 

I also like to thank members of the community who will be making their voices heard 

alongside my own tonight.  I implore you to keep this community together as this 

nonpartisan commission works hard making Michigan more fair and just.  The fair and 

just thing to do is keep communities together.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you for addressing the Commission. 

Number two? 

   >> Oops, good evening, Commissioners.  My name is Caroline Ross. 

I live in Gratiot County, St. Louis, Michigan.  I'm a lifelong Michigander and a lifelong 

resident of this region.  I'm also a proud member of the UAW local 6,000 State of 

Michigan employees, now retired since 1985. 

   I want to address this Commission on two points. 

The first thing being our State House representative in Lansing. 

I believe that due to many commonalities between Isabella County and Gratiot County 

we should share a seat in Lansing. 

First, the environmental issues surrounding waterways and agricultural are a constant 

concern for this region. 

   Secondly, we share the concern for renewable energy and jobs it creates both in wind 

and in solar. 

   Lastly, is our educational institutions in both Mount Pleasant and Alma as well as our 

regional school districts. 

Please consider this when drawing this District. 
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   We need united representation to work for fair Federal loan and Pell grant policies for 

fair access for lower income students and for Veterans who deserve to have GI benefits 

supported. 

These colleges also revitalize our downtown and would be helped by a unified 

Congressional voice representing these urban areas.  This would be a fair, nonpartisan 

District and I urge you to consider again aligning the City of Midland, Bay, Saginaw and 

Genesee Counties in a Congressional District. 

I thank you for listening well to us at these forums and wish you the best in your 

process. 

Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you for addressing the Commissioner number six.  

   >> Thank you for dropping by. 

Last time that U.S. Senator Moolenaar was here, there were law enforcement officers 

were guarding him. 

You ask why?   

He did not represent Isabella County. 

The reason why he didn't, why he was representing us was because there is a strip of 

Midland County had been attached to Isabella County. 

That is the only reason why he was elected. 

There is no commonality. 

If you go east on M20 you see that. 

Isabella County is a very educated County. 

I agree, we should be attached to Gratiot County, not with Midland County. 

Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you for addressing the Commission. 

Number seven.  

   >> Hi.  My name is Niki. 

I'm from Lansing. 

I just want to say thank you, appreciate the work. 

I worked on census 2020 throughout the whole year, so I know how hard stuff like this 

is. 

I want to comment on the Senate districts for Lansing and the Congressional districts as 

well.  I think that those drafts do a good job of making fair maps.  And I would like to see 

the same ideas for State House Districts.  Greater Lansing is growing and compared to 

10 years ago, there are more businesses, places to go, and things to do in the Greater 

Lansing, especially with CATA running into Ingham, Eaton and Clinton Counties.  My 

House District could be Downtown Lansing, Old Towne and up to Dewitt.  A lot of 

people who work at the main Lansing hospital, Sparrow, commute from Clinton. 
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Other speakers have detailed these ties and I hope you will consider these in your 

decision making. 

Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you for addressing the Commission. 

Number 12.  

   >> I'm Elizabeth Scott, a fifth generation Midlander. 

Thank you for hearing our public comments and drawing a map that keeps Midland 

County whole. 

The City of Midland should not be cut out or sanctioned out of the rural District. 

I support the map removing Midland from the proposed 11th District with Saginaw, Bay 

City and Flint and keeping it with like rural communities in the 13th. 

The City of Midland should not be sanctioned out of the rural District. 

To do so would harm the rural counties that need to be connected to Midland. 

There is a Midland area watershed. 

We saw this from the flooding in Midland in 2017. 

That was from the waters coming from Isabella and Gladwin, and then the catastrophic 

flood in 2020 from Gladwin where over 800 residential homes were either affected or 

destroyed. 

Midland and its rural neighboring counties of Gladwin, Isabella, Clare and Gratiot clearly 

have different concerns than Flint, Bay City and Saginaw.  Each area has its own 

unique set of concerns as reflected in its population and industry. 

It is to everyone's advantage to respect these unique districts and represent them 

appropriately. 

I support the map drawn by Commissioner Lange that keeps Midland County and 

neighboring rural communities together. 

Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you for addressing the Commission. 

Number 13.  

   >> Hello.  My name is Michael.  I live in Union Township here in Isabella County. 

This is a complex region for the legislative maps. 

Former redistricting cycles have placed Isabella County in different districts for both the 

State Senate and the State House. 

At various times in the last 40 years the State House has seen Isabella tied with 

Mecosta and Clare and Midland Counties.  Past decisions have been political with a 

little care for the manner of representing the people of Central Michigan. 

   I'm asking you to consider pairing Isabella County and the northern of Gratiot County 

into the Michigan House District.  The numerous ties between Isabella and Gratiot 

Counties are greater than most in Central Michigan.  For example, the Gratiot, Isabella 

regional educational services students in public, private and parochial schools in both 

counties.  Higher education is an economic and cultural driver.  And Central Michigan 
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University, Alma College, Saginaw, Chippewa Tribal College and Mid-Michigan College 

are located here. 

The Chippewa watershed conservancy protects the land, water and the wildlife in 

Isabella and Gratiot Counties.  Agricultural, recreation and health are impacted by the 

rivers in both counties. 

Wind farms dot the landscape in both counties.  One time Gratiot and Isabella Counties 

had separate United Ways, but now we are two counties, working cooperatively in the 

Gratiot, Isabella United Way.  Isabella and Gratiot Counties have culture, historic, 

environmental and educational and economic connections.  Together Isabella and 

Gratiot Counties form a community of interest. 

I hope that my perspective has been some help as you, excuse me, strive to draw 

maps.  And I hope that you take this into consideration, so thank you.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you for addressing the Commission. 

Number 14.  

   >> Hi.  My name is Lauren Hall.  I'm a student here at CMU, but I'm originally from 

Bay City, Michigan. 

Tonight I just want to talk about Bay County a little bit. 

For me it's really important that Bay, Midland and Saginaw stay together first and 

foremost because that is primarily how we self-identify as a community.  We are the 

Tri-Cities, that is how I tell people where I'm from when I'm on campus or around 

Michigan. 

   Secondly, I would also state that the number two employer of Bay County is Dow 

Chemical, which is located in Michigan or it's located in Midland. 

So there is an economic interest in keeping the communities together. 

   Finally, when we mention Delta College, how we elect board of trusties to Delta 

College is through whether or not they live in Saginaw, Bay and Midland. 

We have specific designators for those delegates to the board of trusties in our 

elections. 

And then finally I graduated from western high school. 

Which for those of you who are not familiar with the area is about halfway between 

Midland County and Bay County. 

And I can tell you first and foremost from experience that a majority of my classmates 

were from Midland County even though the school that I went to was in Bay County 

simply because it was closer to rural Midland County.  So there is a vested educational 

interest in keeping the Tri-Cities together as well. 

And I hope that you will consider that as you make your maps. 

Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you for addressing the Commission. 

Number 15.  

   >> Hi, everyone.  My name is Isabella. 
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Barry with other Rural Inland

Basic Info

Submitter: Benjamin Kupper 

Location: Delton 

Submitted: 9/28/2021 

Type: coi 

ID: c5587 


Tags

#barry   #rural   #flooding  

More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

Barry county does not belong in the
District 9 that the commission has drawn.
It is very rural and inland. We do not have
the same economic base as the urban
areas of Kalamazoo or Battle Creek to our
south nor the shoreland counties that
have large tourism and fishing industries
to our West. We would go much better
with counties like Ionia, Montcalm and
Gratiot that are also rural and face similar
concerns such as flooding.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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Redistricting

Basic Info

Submitter: Ed Brown 

Location: Shelbyville/Barry 

Submitted: 12/4/2021 

Type: written 

ID: w9232 


Tags

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

Written Testimony

Barry County should not be split 3 ways,
that seems insane. We’re not part of Kent
County, no where near alike, totally
different. Urban vs rural. Don’t do that!
Please!
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Chestnut Best Plan for Rural Interests

Basic Info

Submitter: Maxwell Bosman 

Location: Nashville 

Submitted: 12/17/2021 

Type: written 

ID: w9445 


Tags

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

Written Testimony

Barry is a rural county and so it is best if
our district is included in a rural district.
Chestnut is the only one of the three
plans that puts us in a rural district. In
Birch we're grouped with Kalamazoo and
in Apple we're grouped with Lansing.
Neither makes much sense for us.
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Chestnut Best for Rural Representation

Basic Info

Submitter: Douglas Barsness 

Location: Howard Township 

Submitted: 12/18/2021 

Type: coi 

ID: c9455 


Tags

More Info

Comments & Feedback

12/21/2021 - Trenton Berry (Midland): I
would have to agree with you Mr. Barsness, I
always thought that putting my city of

Hello. My name is Douglas Barsness and I
am a farmer and lifelong resident of
Montcalm County. I would like to express
my preference for the "Chestnut Plan."
This is the only plan that gives us a truly
rural 2nd district. In Birch, our district is
lumped with urban areas like Muskegon
and in Apple we're given too much of the
Grand Rapids suburbs. It is too often in
Congress that our rural voices are
drowned out by people who live in the
cities and suburbs. We have unique
challenges that deserve to be heard and
supported including agriculture,
infrastructure, broadband, healthcare,
drug addiction, and more. However, I
worry that it will be too easy for
candidates to ignore us if we are lumped
with urban and suburban areas. For that
reason, I think you should choose the
"Chestnut Plan." I appreciate your service
and hope you will consider my two cents.
-Doug

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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Midland with rural Central Michigan seemed
odd and gave us much more control over
who our representative was. With this
district, it takes out the bigger cities and
allows for your rural areas to elect someone
with your areas rural interests and needs.
This isn't to say that rural areas should
always be kept separate from cities, but in
this case if we can allow for more rural areas
to be represented with each other and cities
be represented with each other makes the
most sense. I just believe that Midland would
be better represented by other local cites in
the area than your rural areas as well as
Muskegon being represented by their local
cities than the same rural area as well.
Chestnut is the best for our areas, and I too
believe that this is the best map for the
commissioner's to pick as well.
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Central MI
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Submitter: Lionel Gibbon 

Location: St. Louis 

Submitted: 12/23/2021 

Type: coi 

ID: c9483 


Tags

More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

This is my "community of interest" for
Central Michigan. Most of this area is
currently included in District 4 which
makes sure our rural voice is represented.
Of the new maps, I think Chestnut does
the best job of representing our rural
community. Birch ties us to Muskegon
which we have nothing in common with.
Apple is okay but it's kind of more
suburban than Chestnut with the parts of
Kent and Midland counties included in
our district. Thank you for your service.
Merry Christmas and God Bless.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.
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suggestions for Federal districts
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Submitter: joy murphy 
Location: kentwood 

Submitted: 7/3/2021 

Type: written 

ID: w1371 


Tags

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

Written Testimony

I would like to suggest when District 3 is
re drawn that Grand Rapids be grouped
with Muskegon or Lowell - I think along
the Interstate highway corridors makes
more sense then the vertical current
District 3.
Also, the I-94 corridor should also be
respected. Such as Kalamazoo, Battle
Creek, Jackson, Benton Harbor have
more in common culturally then Grand
Rapids.
Historically they have always been
working towns. I grew up in Battle Creek
and had never been to Grand Rapids until
I moved here. I had been to Kalamazoo,
Jackson, Lansing many many times.
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Kent County-based Congressional District
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Location: Grand Rapids City 

Submitted: 7/29/2021 
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ID: c1825 


Tags
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Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

With Grand Rapids being the regional
economic anchor, a Kent County-based
Congressional District that keeps the
county whole is essential. Muskegon
County's demographics best align with
Kent County in both rural and urban
settings. This district outline represents
the best alignment while including whole
municipalities and by only splitting one
county (Muskegon). *This map reinforces
my previously submitted written
testimony*

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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Muskegon to Grand Rapids I96 Area

Basic Info

Submitter: Murielle Davis 

Location: Muskegon 

Submitted: 8/31/2021 

Type: coi 

ID: c3354 


Tags

#muskegon   #grand rapids city  

More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

I think the communities around I96 from
Muskegon to Grand Rapids are a
community of shared interests. Many
people in this area commute into Grand
Rapids and access services like the
hospitals and colleges there. Many
people also access amenities and
recreation in Muskegon. We also have
shared interests regarding the Grand
River. Also many Black residents of
Muskegon have relatives in Grand Rapids
(a lot of our kids move there when they
reach adult age). Please consider this my
community of shared interests when
drawing your maps.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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   >> I may be a little late, but I did attend this hearing yesterday when you were working 

on Northwest Michigan. 

And, in particular, I did submit some drawings for you regarding the 92nd State House. 

And I just want to reemphasize that the City of Muskegon and Muskegon Heights are 

home to the largest population of African/Americans in West Michigan. 

This cities are together and they should never be separated in accordance with Section 

Two of the Voting Rights Act of 1965, which states no voting qualification or for lack of a 

prerequisite to voting or standard practice or procedure shall be imposed or applied by 

any state or political subdivision to deny or abridge a right of any citizen of the United 

States to vote on the count of race or color. 

So, therefore, we are thinking that any attempt to redistrict Muskegon Heights will 

diminish the voting power of the African/Americans in West Michigan. 

Now, it was actually very interesting to watch you reconfigure the 92nd State House 

because if I was correct what it did is it appeared as though at the end of the thing 

yesterday it appeared as though you took Newaygo County out of the 92nd State 

House. 

And that you went directly north on the coastline of Lake Michigan and added two more 

counties. 

Now, I have not crunched the numbers yet. 

And it all went down too quick for me to look at. 

But I just wanted to be assured that, you know.  

   >> VICE CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission. 

Your time has expired. 

Next in line to provide public comment is Matt Dame.  

   >> Hello.  Can you hear me?   

   >> VICE CHAIR SZETELA:  Yes.  

   >> Good morning, Commissioners.  My name is Matt Dame from Jackson County.  I 

spoke with you one other time at the Commission's very first public hearing in Jackson, 

Michigan. 

Being that the Jackson hearing was way back in May and seeing now how fall is almost 

already upon us, I wanted to take a moment to reiterate the prominent communities of 

interest that came out of your very first hearing. 

   As a board member of the region two area agency on aging I personally shared how 

the R2AAA provides services to the elderly in Jackson, Hillsdale, and Lenawee 

Counties by Federal and state statutes. 

At that hearing I also -- was also surprised to hear how many folks came to the 

microphone to share the same Tri-County area in Jackson, Hillsdale, and Lenawee as 

they are communities of interest. 

One lady mentioned the Irish Hills Chamber of Tourism Group and incorporated the 

same Tri-County area. 
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3/20/22, 12:48 PM MICRC Public Comment Portal

https://www.michigan-mapping.org/submission/p4839 1/1

Previous →← Next

Congressional Proposal 9/18

Basic Info

Submitter: Zachary Solomon 

Location: Ann Arbor City 

Submitted: 9/18/2021 

Type: plan 

Congressional Districts

ID: p4839 


Tags

More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

For some reason the portal says my map
is 14 districts, but it is the correct 13. It
includes 1 majority-black district and a
majority-minority district with around a
45% African American population which
will still allow the African American
population to have a significant voice in
the nominating processs and election.
One unique proposal I have put in is my
3rd congressional district which would
include Muskegon, Grand Haven, and
Grand Rapids. This district could ensure a
partisan fair map ensuring all statewide
officials must win about 7/13 districts to
win statewide.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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Don't Do Muskegon Dirty

Basic Info

Submitter: Karyn Macey 

Location: Muskegon 

Submitted: 9/19/2021 

Type: coi 

ID: c4923 


Tags

#muskegon   #muskegon heights city  

More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

Please don't put us in a district that is so
heavily rural and white. We should be in a
more diverse district with other mid-size
cities.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map

with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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Muskegon is Diverse

Basic Info

Submitter: Sandra Bowman 

Location: Muskegon City 

Submitted: 9/19/2021 

Type: coi 

ID: c4915 


Tags

More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

Please be more thoughtful with the
placement of Muskegon. We are a very
diverse community whereas the rest our
district is not. This is just not fair to place
us in such a rural, non-diverse district
when we are in fact close to other diverse
communities including Holland and
Grand Rapids. Please don't crack us off
from other diverse communities. We
deserve to be more than an afterthought
to this commission.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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Proposed Mi -03

Basic Info

Submitter: Fredric Overeem 

Location: Rockford 

Submitted: 9/23/2021 

Type: written 

ID: w5381 


Tags

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

Written Testimony

When examining the proposed for district
three map. I could see that the district
includes mostly urban areas centering
around Grand Rapids, extending to Grand
Haven. Which maintains a consistent
urban character for the district. This will
allow a representative to plan projects
consistent with his/her constituency . On
the proposed map I saw that the
community of Rockford was include with
the more rural second district. As a
resident of Rockford I can say with
authority that Rockford is not a rural
small town. Educationally, and
vocationally Rockford residents have
many more common interests with Grand

Rapids and its surrounding suburbs than
the rural towns to the north.
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https://www.michigan-mapping.org/submission/p5588 1/2

Previous →← Next

Statewide map of Michigan proposal.

Basic Info

Submitter: Aidan 

Location: Richmond 

Submitted: 9/28/2021 

Type: plan 

Congressional Districts

ID: p5588 


Tags

#black   #districtmap   #minority  

#fullmap  

More Info

This plan, i have drawn in Districtr, is
meant to group communities together
that should be together, many
communities statewide have many
different reasons for voting one way or
the other, and i attempted to take these
into account while drawing districts.
I viewed many of your earlier proposals
and the way they split counties like
Macomb and Oakland, and i feel that it is
wrong to put the Heavily unionized areas
of Southern Macomb with more
conservative suburbs to their north, and
thus, in my proposal, i have fixed that
Grand Rapids and Muskeon should have a
district together, as both share common
interests, and as such i have put them
together, however i made them more
compact and all seats contiguous over
land only, in comparison to your previous
map
This map preserves the 2 Maj-Min seats
required in detroit, leading to both of
them getting better representation than
any of the other proposals have
Flint and Saginaw have wildly differing
interests from the rural towns around

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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3/17/22, 8:31 PM MICRC Public Comment Portal

https://www.michigan-mapping.org/submission/p5588 2/2

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

them, and so a district with them and
Midland and Pleasant mound would be
beneficial, due to the fact that Pleasant
Mound and Midland are also mid sized
towns and not rural areas, and so will
have more to do with Flint and Saginaw.
I made a district running from Northwest
to Central Michigan, which is almost
entirely rural, which could elect a
representative to focus on issues that
specifically impact rural communities,
instead of having to share with more
urban or suburban communities.
And I think that keeping Battle Creek and
Kalamazoo together should be a priority,
as the two towns are quite similar, and so
i made a seat running in southern
michigan to keep them together.
As for Ann Arbor, Both them and Monroe
are mid sized cities outside of Detroit,
and i think they would be better
represented together than placed in with
expansive rural areas or inner detroit as
they are on the current map.
Thank you for considering this proposal.
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Muskegon and Muskegon Heights

Basic Info

Submitter: DeVonte Wright 

Location: Muskegon Heights City 

Submitted: 9/28/2021 

Type: coi 

ID: c5562 


Tags

More Info

Comments & Feedback

No comments have been submitted.

Muskegon and Muskegon Heights have
one of the highest share of Black
residents of anywhere outside of metro
Detroit and Flint. It would not serve our
interests to be in a 90% white district. We
belong with a more diverse district like
the one encompassing Grand Rapids. This
is important so that we can elect
candidates that fight for civil rights,
voting rights, criminal justice reform,
public education, and supporting Black-
owned business. If we are deluded in a
very White district our interests will be
ignored.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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West MI I-96 Corridor Congressional Map

Basic Info

Submitter: Will F. 

Location: 

Submitted: 10/12/2021 

Type: plan 

Congressional Districts

ID: p6507 


Tags

#west michigan  

More Info

It's become clear to me that the only way
to respect the wishes and natural
connection of Grand Rapids to the coast
as well as keeping Holland with a
Southwest Michigan coastal district and
the wishes of Muskegon not to be diluted
with areas to the north is a Congressional
map that connects Grand Rapids and
Muskegon and adds in progressive Grand
Haven. This mostly respects the divides
within Ottawa itself better than most of
the collaborative maps, and keeps Grand
Rapids from having that weird thing
where it takes in tiers of townships in
Ionia and Ottawa but not actual Ionia city,
itself. Commissioner's Eid individual
maps seems to do this the best, and I
have submitted my own version of this. It
doesn't have to look weird; there doesn't
have to be a robot arm. It just has to
include Grand Haven. I've drawn the
districts that it would border it to show
you how you can do this within a larger
context. But, unless you do this GR-
Muskegon connection the only other
options are the two that have been
submitted with the collaborative maps: 1.
The one that splits Ottawa County is a

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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Comments & Feedback

10/13/2021 - Anthony (Detroit): suburban
Wayne county with Allegan county ?

10/13/2021 - Will : Draw that district however
you want, Tony; it's literally not the point of
the post which is made clear in the post. But,
mostly, just leave me alone.

way it shouldn't be split, or 2. the GR-
Kalamazoo district whose borders
beggar's belief. I think this is the
compromise, in fact, the only
compromise that works to give every one
something.
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  >> CHAIR SZETELA: As Chair of the Commission, we will bring the Michigan 

Independent Citizens Redistricting Commission to order at 1:11 p.m.   

   This Zoom webinar is being live streamed on YouTube at www.Michigan.gov/MICRC 

YouTube channel. 

   For anyone in the public watching who would prefer to watch via a different platform  

than they are currently using, please visit our social media at Redistricting MI to find the  

link for viewing on YouTube. 

    Our live stream today includes closed captioning.  Closed captioning, ASL  

interpretation, and Spanish and Arabic and Bengali translation services will be provided 

for effective participation in this meeting.  Please E-mail us at 

Redistricting@Michigan.Gov for additional viewing options or details on accessing 

language translation services for this meeting. 

  People with disabilities or needing other specific accommodations should also  

contact Redistricting at Michigan.gov.  

  This meeting is also being recorded and will be available at www.Michigan.gov/MICRC 

for viewing at a later date and this meeting also is being transcribed and those  

closed captioned transcriptions will be made available and posted on 

Michigan.gov/MICRC along with the written public comment  

submissions.   

   There is also a public comment portal that may be accessed by visiting  

Michigan.gov/MICRC, this portal can be utilized to post maps and comments which can  

be viewed by both the Commission and the public. 

   Members of the media who may have questions before, during or after the meeting 

should direct those questions to Edward Woods III, our Communications and  

Outreach Director for the Commission at WoodsE3@Michigan.gov or  

517-331-6309. 

   For the purposes of the public watching and for the public record I will now turn to the 

Department of State staff to take note of the Commissioners present.  

   >>  MS. SARAH REINHARDT: Good afternoon, Commissioners.   

Please say present when I call your name.  If you are attending Today's meeting 

remotely, please disclose during roll call you are attending remotely and where you are 

attending from, I will call on Commissioners in alphabetical order starting with Doug 

Clark.   

   >> COMMISSIONER CLARK:  Present.  

   >> MS. SARAH REINHARDT:  Juanita Curry. 
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Just want to quickly address the issue of you know Ottawa County is the fastest growing 

County in the State of Michigan and Kent County is the second growing fastest second 

fastest growing County in the State of Michigan. 

So it's frustrating to see us be split. 

Unnecessarily. 

And when you look at the map, I thought some of the comments today are clever. 

The apple map actually increases the partisan advantage. 

It's just to a different party. 

And so it's a clever way for some of the speakers today to talk about how it's bringing it 

together when it actually increases the partisan advantage and it happens to advantage 

a particular party. 

When you look at the Senate maps or back on the Congressional side, it's also 

frustrating to see our communities like Rockford lumped in with Midland County to all 

the sudden have a two hour discrepancy when it's unnecessary to do it. 

So I really do implore you to keep us intact. 

I find it ironic in some of the speakers advocating to keep Cascade in Kent County. 

But then turning around and supporting the apple map and putting Grand Rapids with 

Kalamazoo. 

So there is a little bit of irony and hypocrisy going on here and I understand your job is 

very difficult but implore you to try to keep us intact and reward us for our great 

economic policies making us the fastest growing region in the State of Michigan.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  55.  

   >> Actually I'm 56.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Go ahead sir.  

   >> Thank you. 

My name is Larry Moss. 

I'm mayor pro tem of the City of Greenville. 

I serve as a nonpartisan member of the planning Commission and the Greenville City 

Council. 

Greenville is a community about 35 miles north and east of Grand Rapids. 

I would like to first thank you all for your commitment and your hard work. 

I know this is not an easy job. 

And you're getting advice from lots of different directions. 

And good luck with all of that. 

Oh, is it possible to get a map up?  Or is it too late?   

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Go ahead which map do you want.  

   >> Number 230 the birch map.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Could we bring up 230, birch? 

   >> I'll keep talking while you're doing that Greenville is very definitely a West Michigan 

community. 
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Don't know that people are actually controlling how the maps will look for the next ten 

years. 

But complaining about the power structure here in the State of Michigan. 

So I ask that you guys think about the other people that don't know about these 

meetings regardless of ethnicity. 

That you guys make it fair and equitable for everyone. 

Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  130 or 131.  

   >> Good evening I'm 131 and my name is Tom and I'm a City Commissioner for 

Kentwood. 

I literally spent 14.5 years driving down 131 working in Allegan for 14.5 years. 

And worked with people from Kalamazoo and the lakeshore. 

And Kalamazoo is by no means a community of interest with Grand Rapids. 

So the map, the apple map does not reflect what you're targeting and it does not 

accomplish your goals. 

That map I've worked with people in Rockford and Ada, they consider themselves part 

of Grand Rapids. 

Where people in Kalamazoo they do not consider themselves part of the Grand Rapids 

area. 

So the Congressional map apple I'm opposed to. 

The State Senate and State House we ask you consider keeping the City of Grand 

Rapids as a whole. 

And putting together Kentwood and East Grand Rapids in that Senate and House 

Districts. 

We share 28th Street and 44th Street with the City of Grand Rapids. 

So the decisions they make on their side of the street effects our side of the street. 

If you were to drive down 28th Street there is two major malls on the corner of 28th. 

And Beltline which is the highest tax revenue corner in the State of Michigan. 

But we have center point mall which is on the east side which is managed by the City of 

Grand Rapids. 

We have wood land mall on the west side which is Kentwood. 

So the decisions we make and the police we send to the accident and fire we send to 

an accident we share those resources as a group so thank you very much.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  132.  

   >> I'm 132. 

My name is Roy. 

And I'd like to commend the Commission for coming to Grand Rapids to have a 

listening. 

And the maps of the State House I appreciate what you've done with the community of 

Kent County the Grand Rapids environments. 
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And when I looked at it, I was kind of shocked. 

And it was clear to me what your motive is. 

And it's obviously more clear that there is no one from this side of western Michigan on 

this Commission. 

What your motive is. 

Obviously, you're trying to fix what you call gerrymandering with more gerrymandering. 

It can't be any clearer. 

I would like everyone to know that I happen to live exactly at a point where Grand 

Rapids or Ada Cascade Townships and Lowell Townships all come together in the 

corner and I'm right there. 

I have a Lowell phone. 

I have Ada address but I vote in Cascade. 

We are in the forest hill school District. 

All this area, all these schools they all play together. 

They all pay sports together. 

We all see each other. 

I have family that lives in Rockford. 

I have people and friends that are in Lowell. 

We spend a lot of time in Lowell. 

And you are splitting all this up this is true not just in Grand Rapids but other areas. 

And so to me I'd like to say it's pretty clear what you're trying to do. 

And we are on to it. 

Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  135.  

   >> I'm number 135 my name is Carla. 

I'm a real estate agent I lived in Michigan all my life. 

Most of it about 50 years in Ottawa County the last ten in Kent County. 

I don't even know what to say. 

I'm so disappointed in all of the maps as the lady prior to me said. 

This is just more gerrymandering to end gerrymandering. 

I thought your job was to take the census data and keep and sort out a population. 

Keep municipalities whole. 

Try to keep lines as straight as possible. 

There is no way that you can figure into every one's communities of interest if there is 

ten million people in Michigan you will have ten million communities of interest. 

Keep the lines as straight as possible. 

Keep the districts together. 

Specifically the apple map just blows my mind. 

I live in Rockford. 

I don't think I've ever been to Midland. 
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I don't want to be a part of that area. 

I consider myself just north of Grand Rapids. 

I go to Grand Rapids all the time. 

Don't do much up north further than that. 

Also Grand Rapids and Kalamazoo in the same District, I don't even see the feasibility 

of that at all. 

I don't know what you're thinking with that. 

These maps need to be redone. 

You're not here to dictate where people -- it's like people will live where they want to 

live. 

They choose to live around a school District or on a Lake front or they choose to live on 

the east or the west or the northern part of Michigan. 

You can't draw lines to suit where these people choose to live. 

Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  136.  

   >> I was at the TCF Wednesday evening. 

In the meantime I did more research and my astonishment, I ran into something with the 

Commission. 

The Commission is made up four republicans, four democrats and two of the self-

identified Ms. Szetela and Mr. Eid their political actives align with the democratic party 

candidates and the democratic party policies. 

So I respectfully ask the Commission to fix this first. 

And then to put a better fitting process in place because self-identification doesn't work. 

Thank you very much.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Commissioner 

Kellom?   

   >> CHAIR KELLOM:  This is Commissioner Kellom I would just like to make a friendly 

reminder that we welcome all comments. 

But please be aware that you should be addressing the entire Commission. 

And not any individuals. 

Thank you so much and we welcome to hear from the rest of you.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you Commissioner Kellom. 

137.  

   >> Good evening I'm number 137. 

My name is Ivan. 

I was born and raised in Grand Rapids. 

I've lived in the rose village park neighborhood. 

Wyoming and I was born in the Birmingham neighborhood. 

My vibes I think you are interested in specifics so I want to draw your attention to a little 

more particular streets and lines. 
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communities whole.  So consider moving Ottawa, extend the GR to wealthy and District 

24, thanks for all the work you are doing.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Next in line is 61, 

Henrietta.  

   >> Good morning can you hear me?   

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Yes.  

   >> Good morning, Commission.  Thank you so much for letting me to come in and 

speak.  My name is Henrietta I'm a community organizer out of the City of Detroit.  And I 

just want to say thank you for all the hard work that you have been doing.  And we truly, 

truly appreciate the fact that you, you know, we are happy with what you did with the 

map for the house, for the State House and Senate house seats.  And we are asking 

that you continue the course when you are redistricting the State House map for citizens 

in the City of Detroit.  Partisan fairness is very important.  For the voting power and the 

people of interest in the City of Detroit.  Those community of interest would be 

neighborhoods hit by gentrification, and neighborhoods in the lower west side and the 

lower east side.  So when you are redistricting the Congressional house map, please 

stay the course.  Don't be bullied by the people whose trying to pull the strings for you to 

pull in their direction.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  James Fisher, 

number 62.  

   >> Hi, I'm James Fisher, I'm a lifelong resident of Midland County.  I'd like to urge you 

to keep the City and County of Midland together and associate to the north and west 

and Midland and Counties to the west and north have strong shared interests and long 

histories of cooperation and agricultural, healthcare, education and economics.  And we 

share a common interest in flood mitigation and restoration of the failed Dams and 

urging the Commission to keep the City and County of Midland whole and connect the 

counties to the north and west.  Now more than ever we need to be able to speak with a 

single voice in Government.  I also think the Lange Congressional map is a good start.  

So thank you for listening and thank you for serving.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Number 64, Art, 

Reyes.  

   >> Unmute, okay thank you very much.  For taking the time to listen to the public my 

name is art Reyes resident of Genesee County.  I'm asking that you do take into 

consideration partisan fairness when we go.  You know the thing that we voted for prop 

two in 2018 to rid Michigan of the rigged system.  And the work that you're doing is 

going a long way towards doing that but we want fair maps that will create a level 

playing field which will hopefully have our representatives work more for compromise 

versus telling to the political extremes.  So please take into consideration as much as 

you can political or partisan fairness.  Thank you.  
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   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Next in line is 

Janine Iyer.  

   >> Yes.  I'm Janine, Genoa, Livingston County.  I want to thank you all for the service 

to our state and not Districting to Genoa or any southern Townships of Livingston with 

parts of Ann Arbor for the State Senate map.  I encourage you to also refrain from 

Districting Genoa with parts of Ann Arbor for the State House map as well.  Our Genoa 

community is tightly knit with other neighboring rural Livingston Townships and Marian 

and Brighton and not with Ann Arbor.  My community service groups are based in 

Howell and serve the local Livingston County areas and shop and recreate in Howell 

and Brighton not Ann Arbor it takes ten minutes from my home to drive to Howell 

grocery stores or restaurants.  Whereas it takes me 40-45 minutes to drive to any store 

or restaurant in Ann Arbor.  I rarely if ever make the trip down there.  There is neither 

proximity nor association or community commonality with Ann Arbor.  So please keep 

this in mind when drawing State House maps.  Thanks for your attention.  Have a great 

day.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Chris M, number 

66.  

   >> Hi, thank you for the work you are doing on the Commission.  It's very much 

appreciated.  I'd like to draw your attention to the Maple syrup map that I posted on the 

portal.  This is a tweaked version of your Maple Congressional map which provided a 

great base line of however this map, Maple syrup, gets you in compliance with the 

constitutional rules including with unperson one vote.  VRA compliant communities of 

interest and has good partisan fairness while honoring the rest of the constitutional 

priorities.  The efficiency gap may be higher than some folks would like it allows for the 

state as a whole to be competitive.  Again I would encourage you to take a look at the 

Maple syrup map and appreciate all the work that you are doing.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Kristi Cox, number 

67.  

   >> Yes, I'm Kristi from Genoa Township, Livingston County.  Thank you for the work 

you are doing.  It's a thankless task.  And thanks last Friday keeping Genoa with the 

rest of Livingston and keep us here.  And I was born and raised here.  We are a rural 

community with rural ideals.  We still have a great deal of agricultural and we tend to 

conduct our business locally, and socially locally.  We recreate locally.  These values 

have enabled us to keep a low tax base with high standard of living.  

it's important we receive representation that is particular to our community since we are 

like any that border us.  Again thank you for your consideration.  And the inordinate 

amount of time you are spending on this very important issue.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Josh Volk.  

   >> Hello, can you hear me.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Yes, we can.  
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   >> Hello, Commissioners.  Can you hear me.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Yes, we can.  

   >> My name is Yousif from Troy and nice to see you again.  I heard Commissioners 

Szetela dismissing the idea to include the east of Sterling heights to west of Sterling 

Heights in Troy.  And Chaldean voices living in eastern Sterling Heights I respectfully 

disagree with Commissioner Szetela.  District 6 has not done well.  What is COI 

between Sterling Heights and Detroit.  Just because Chaldeans don't show up on the 

map it does not mean we done exist I assure you we are real.  Thank you, 

Commissioner Kellom and Eid, to speak up for the Chaldeans in West Bloomfield and 

sign up for the minority who are unfairly registered as whites and give us a voice.  I do 

appreciate all the hard work you have done.  Commissioners Szetela.  But please do 

not dismiss our voices.  Please do not dilute Chaldean voices living in east Sterling 

Heights thank you and I will continue to pray for each one of you.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Michelle.  

   >> Hello, can you hear me?   

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Yes, we can.  

   >> I'm a 17 year of Livingston and live in Genoa Township and want to thank you for 

keeping us together as a County with your redistricting map.  And also ask that you 

would continue to do that when you go to the State Senate and house state maps when 

you redistrict those.  Just we very rarely go to Washtenaw County or Ann Arbor.  We 

shop locally.  We recreate locally.  Our friends and neighbors are here and they all do 

the same.  And we just want to keep our small town feel to our communities and we 

thank you so much for your time and all your attention to this effort.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Number 75, Joe 

Watza.  

   >> Thank you for taking time to listen to us.  I'm Joe Watza I live in Livingston in 

Hamburg Township.  I won't...I'll be quick.  Livingston County thank you for keeping us 

whole.  As an example I live in Hamburg Township but a Brighton phone number, the 

school District in Pickney, my mail is in Howell, and keeping us whole keep 

representatives that have issues and represent us better and we know all about having 

good representation regardless of party affiliation is critical to a strong and healthy 

society.  Also we in livings Township County cheer for U of M and MSU.  

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Kevin Green, 

number 76.  

   >> Good morning. 

My name is Kevin.  Can you hear me?   

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Yes, we can.  

   >> Good morning my name is Kevin Green.  I'm the Algoma supervisor in Kent 

County.  Algoma has been working closely and collaboratively with Plainfield Township 

and City of Rockford to bring clean drinking water into our communities for our residents 
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   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  That concludes 

our public comment for this morning however I'd like to mention that all e-mailed and 

mailed public comment is provided to the Commission before each meeting and the 

Commissioners review the public comment portal on www.Michigan.gov/MICRC 

website on a regular basis.  We appreciate everyone who provides public comment in 

whatever way they choose to do so and share your thoughts communities of interest 

and maps.  At this point we will move to unfinished business deliberations regarding 

pose proposed maps but before we do that, we are going to take a brief recess.  

Without objection we will recess for 15 minutes.  Hearing no objections it is currently we 

will say 11:38 so we will stand in recess until 11:55. 

     [ All right we are in recess until 11:55.  

     [ Recess ] 

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  As Chair of the Commission I call the meeting of the Michigan 

Independent Citizens Redistricting Commission back to order at 11:58 p.m. will the 

secretary please call the roll.  

   >> MS. SARAH REINHARDT:  Absolutely Madam Chair.  

Commissioners, please say present when I call your name.  If you are attending  

the meeting remotely, please disclose you are attending remotely and disclose your  

physically attending from. I will start with Doug Clark. 

   >> COMMISSIONER CLARK:  Present.  

   >> MS. SARAH REINHARDT:  Juanita Curry.  

   >> COMMISSIONER CURRY: Present; attending remotely from  

Detroit, Michigan.  

   >> MS. SARAH REINHARDT:  Anthony Eid?   

Brittini Kellom?  

   >> COMMISSIONER KELLOM:  Present; and attending remotely from Wayne County, 

Michigan.  

Rhonda Lange?   

   >> COMMISSIONER LANGE:   Present; attending remotely from Reed City, 

Michigan.   

   >> MS. SARAH REINHARDT:  Steve Lett?   

   >> COMMISSIONER LETT: Present. 

   >> MS. SARAH REINHARDT:  Cynthia Orton?   

   >> COMMISSIONER ORTON:  Present. 

   >> MS. SARAH REINHARDT:  MC Rothhorn?   

   >> VICE COMMISSIONER ROTHHORN:  Present. 

   >> MS. SARAH REINHARDT:  Rebecca Szetela?   

   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Present.  

   >> MS. SARAH REINHARDT:  Janice Vallette?   

   >> COMMISSIONER VALLETTE:  Present. 
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for the renaming of Grandville avenue for Chavez.  It is in Wyoming a majority of 
Hispanics live.  So our voice will be heard in Lansing, you have the ability to make a 
State House District that has the largest population of Hispanics possible right here in 
Kent County.  And you can do that by drawing a District made up of all of Wyoming.  
And at the most.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Next in line is Ellen 
Beal number 41.  
   >> Good morning can you hear me.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Yes.  
   >> Okay, my name is Ellen Beal and reside in Fruitport village in the County of 
Muskegon and I'm here to talk today about the chestnut map which I'm in strong support 
of.  It puts together Grand Rapids Kentwood and Muskegon and recognizes we all 
share I-96 as an economic corridor and I think it's absolutely brilliant.  While Muskegon 
is on the lakeshore, we are the only City on the lakeshore that is racially and 
economically diverse.  And so I think that it is very important that we are joined more 
with people that we have things in common with.  We also have a high poverty rate in 
Muskegon.  The median income for households is 32000.  Compared to Holland which 
is 57,000.  I think it is very important that we are in the Congressional District with 
Grand Rapids and Kentwood because this would give our minority population and our 
people in poverty more voice.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Lena. 
     QUESTION:   
   >> Glenna.   
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Glenna are you ready.  
   >> Yes, can you hear me.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Yes.  
   >> I would like to thank this Commission for their hard work and hearing feedback I 
know it's tedious but it's really important to internalize this feedback as you finalize your 
maps.  I live in Saugatuck and would like to comment on the proposed Pine State 
House map.  I like that the new lakeshore House District 87 includes communities from 
New Buffalo in the south all the way up there Ganges in the north but stops short of 
including Saugatuck and Douglas.  We are lumped in District 87 with inland agricultural 
communities.  I ask that Saugatuck Douglas be included in District 87 lakeshore 
communities have unique needs and issues.  And we makeup obvious communities of 
interest.  So thank you.  I also think the State Senate map should include communities 
all the way from Holland down south through New Buffalo.  Thank you.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Next in line is 
Abby Clark.  
   >> Good morning, Commission thank you for the opportunity to speak.  I have been 
watching a lot of your work over the past many months and have tremendous respect 
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on the current State House maps you are working on.  I'm very upset that yesterday 
Commissioners sent to the breaking up of the Albion Battle Creek House District.  It has 
an incredibly strong community of interest and I know this because I attempted Albion 
college where I earned my degree for four years and went to Battle Creek for meetings 
and going out for the beauty.  They are willing to break up the African/American in the 
two cities alluded to by other commenters this is wrong.  Watching the individual 
precincts of other minority groups in Grand Rapids and Oakland County at the house 
level and completely disregard a community of interest that has been repeatedly been 
spoken in favor of is not taking into consideration the Black interest.  The shape of the 
District should not matter please put Battle Creek and Albion together thank you.  
   >> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Number 
48, Jason Colella.  
   >> We can see you Jason but we can't hear you.  No we are not hearing you, Jason.  
There we go, yes.  
   >> Hello, my name is Jason.  I'm from Muskegon Michigan.  And I am speaking today 
about the Congressional maps.  First in favor of the chestnut map but more so against a 
lot of the other variations of the map in which Muskegon County is placed in connection 
with rural Counties going all the way in some versions all the way to Lake Huron.  The 
community of interest here in Muskegon County is West Michigan.  Not rural counties 
and not the coast of Lake Huron.  So the chestnut map which has Muskegon County in 
connection with Grand Rapids, contrary to one of the previous public comments just a 
second ago is the strongest community of interest.  I-96 the major highway connects 
Muskegon directly to Grand Rapids.  I know countless folks who live in Muskegon work 
in Grand Rapids and vice versa.  A lot of times people are going out to Grand Rapids, 
keep West Michigan together with Muskegon with Grand Rapids.  
   >> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Number 
49, John Poelstra.  
   >> Do you hear me.  
   >> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN:  Yes, we do.  
   >> All right very good.  My name is John.  I'm a resident of Hamburg Township which 
is in livings Township County.  I believe that Livingston County fits the direction of a 
community of interest much like Clinton County.  As a relative medium sized County 
population all of our school Directors intercom Pete with each other annually.  Our 
children County wide play on the same club sport teams and drive regularly to other 
Livingston County stores churches and family and friends outside of our Township.  In 
short, we know each other and developed close relationships with one another at a 
County level.  But the you wish to divide up Livingston County into other districts 
specifically Senate District 22, contrary to others oppose such action I myself would 
more than be happy with that decision from a political perspective.  It would give.  
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Michigan is not acceptable.  The map already what's a high bias in favor of the 
republican party.  And completely disenfranchises minority communities in Muskegon, 
Kalamazoo and Grand Rapids.  I supported Voters Not Politicians and support the work 
you are doing on the Commission.  I urge you to please fix West Michigan, the apple 
and chestnut maps provide some options for how to do this.  Thank you.  
   >> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN:  Thank you.  Number 73, Andrew.  
   >> Hi, can you hear me.  
   >> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN:  Yes.  
   >> I want to thank you guys for the work you are doing and letting me speak.  I do 
want to push back against some of these assertions that these partisanly fair maps are 
somehow gerrymandered.  I think folks are used to have the maps stacked in their favor 
and if they can't win on fair maps that is theirs to deal with.  I want to you know I know 
I'm beating a dead horse saying partisan fairness is important and that a 4.3% efficiency 
gap is just unacceptable.  We you got close to it close to 0 on the Senate map and I 
think we can do it on the house map as well.  Let's just get those numbers down to 0.  
   >> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Number 
74, Sonya Patrick.  
   >> That participant is not present.  
   >> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN:  Do we have number 75, Mari-Rymar.  
   >> Hello, hi my name is Mari-Rymar from Ypsilanti I would like to thank you for your 
work in drawing a more partisanly fair State Senate map.  Thank you for taking our 
feedback seriously and making connections.  I ask you please do the same with the 
State House map and reduce the 4.3 efficiency gap.  Our Constitution mandates that 
districts shall not provide a disproportionate advantage to any political party.  A 4.3 
efficiency gap in favor of one party is still too high.  I also thank you for listening to the 
voices of residents in Detroit and to please continue complying with the Voting Rights 
Act while drawing the maps.  Another way to improve democracy is to stop the process 
of prison gerrymandering at least in the State House and stat State Senate if not at the 
Congressional level because our state laws already require Counties cities and towns to 
exclude people in state prisons who are not residences and it should be the same on 
the state and house Senate levels.  Redistricting community in Pennsylvania has 
already acted on its own account incarcerated people.  
   >> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Number 
76, Max Lewis.  
   >> Hi, Commissioners, can you hear me.  
   >> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN:  Yes, we can.  
   >> I just want to start by saying thank you all so much for the incredible amount of 
work you have put into it at this point.  I know this has been a long slog of a process but 
we are really grateful for your dedication as the maps get more complicated and the 
decisions get harder.  I do want to remind you all that partisan fairness should not be 
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you draw Kent County districts, please do not combine fair outline farmland with 
downtown Grand Rapids.  They do not share much in common.  Rather include the 
gather Rockford school District which is largely composed of suburban developments.  
This is a much better community of interest.  Map P7 excuse me map P8747 best 
achieves this.  Again thank you for your work creating Pine map version five for the 
State House.  Please carry that same attention to detail to your state Senate map and 
refer to P8747.  Thank you.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Next in line is number 115, Robert Dindoffer.  
   >> I am on, but I don't have the link.  It's not.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  We can hear you so we can hear you.  
   >> Okay great, thank you.  So let's start.  I would like to request that you take a look at 
some of the Detroit neighborhoods and some of the Macomb County neighborhoods in 
the State Senate map to make a few minor shifts that will make some communities 
whole.  The first one is in the north end of Detroit.  North end neighborhoods should be 
made whole.  You could do this by shifting a little bit of population from five to six 
basically making those Detroit neighbors on the north end whole which was requested 
at the TCF center.  The end result of this, these shifts will be more of the Chaldean 
community can be put together in Sterling Heights as well but step two is to make 
Macomb Township whole by moving population from five to two.  That will make another 
community whole.  Third step either make Shelby or Oakland Township whole moving 
population from 16 to or from 16 to 2 in the State Senate and the fourth one with move 
population in Sterling Heights from 6-16 to move more of the Chaldean.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Number 116 
Meagan R.  
   >> Good morning, Commissioners first and Foremost I want to thank you for 
everything that you have been doing so far in this process.  I'm not here to talk 
specifically about maps but more about the process.  You guys moving forward.  I know 
that the Commission is going to have a conversation today related to individual 
Commissioner submitting maps for the Monday deadline.  And I just would encourage 
you under the wonderful stance of transparency you have so far that if you guys 
continue to have the deadline Monday at Noon that Monday afternoon that those shape 
files and all of the information for the maps submitted by the individual Commissioners 
be published on the website for the public.  Thank you, guys, for your time and 
appreciate all that you're doing.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Next in line is 117, 
Yousif-Yousif.  
   >> Hello Commissioners.  Good morning.  It's Yousif.  I support apple V2 and 
Magnolia for house map.  I appreciate Commissioner Eid for being persistent and giving 
Chaldeans a bigger voice.   Thank you, all Commissioners, for approving Magnolia for 
publication.  I want to thank you all for all your hard work.   You Commissioners did a 
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Of the three maps moving forward, I
strongly prefer the Chestnut Map. I grew
up in Muskegon, and I believe that it
belongs with Grand Rapids in one
congressional district. I encourage all
commissioners to vote for Chestnut!
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No comments have been submitted.

Written Testimony

Hello! I've been following the
congressional redistricting process
closely over the past few months and I
felt compelled to submit a quick
comment in support of the Chestnut
finalist map, which I view as far superior
to the other two. I've been looking at all
of the draft maps that have come out with
a critical eye for two main things: to see if
the map reflects Michigan's partisan lean,
and to accurately group communities
that make sense to be together. While all
three finalists have a good partisan
balance, Chestnut is the only one that I
believe groups the different areas of
Michigan together in an effective way.
Both the Grand Rapids/Muskegon and

Macomb-area districts are best drawn
here, and I fear that under the other two
maps, each of these communities
become diluted and do not end up with a
representative that aligns with their
interests. A Democratic-leaning Macomb
district absorbs areas of Oakland County
that tend not to align with those voters'
interests, and drawing Grand Rapids with
other cities besides Muskegon tends to
exclude areas that vote alongside GR
(Specifically Allendale, which is siloed to
a solidly Republican district under any
map besides Chestnut). I am happy to
provide further comment, but I hope this
sheds a bit of light on why I see the
Chestnut map as best for Michigan voters'
interests.
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Chestnut is the only plan that doesn't
disenfranchise voters of color in
Muskegon and Muskegon Heights. It
makes a lot of sense for us to be in a
district with other communities of color
in the greater GR area as well as
connected to other communities along
the I96. A lot of people who live in these
communities commute either to Grand
Rapids or to Muskegon. The other plans
don't really reflect mobility patterns or
demographics in the area.

Map

You can pan and zoom in the embedded map
with your mouse or the +/- buttons.

View in Districtr

(To see statistics on this map, or to modify it
yourself.)
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   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Next in line is 
number 74, which is Rae-Ann-Weymouth.  
   >> Rae-Ann-Weymouth, Ann Arbor, Michigan.  I spoke before the person in person at 
Cadillac Place in September. 
My message today is essentially the same. 
We need fair maps without partisan bias. 
The lines you establish are for the next ten years. 
I'm 73 years old. 
I want my vote to carry its proper weight during the next decade. 
To meet the mandates of the Constitution, preferable maps are for U.S. Congress Birch 
and Szetela.  State Senate, Linden and Cherry.  State House Hickory is the least 
objectionable, but still heavily skewed republican. 
Vote for fair maps, veto unfair maps, that is your constitutional imperative. 
Thank you very much.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Number 75, 
Robert Kennedy.  
   >> Hello, can you hear me?   
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Yes, we can.  
   >> We are currently at a tipping point in our state and our country we can either 
strengthen our representative democracy or we can let it slide backwards.  In 2018 over 
60% of us believe we were adding strength passing by proposal two, designed to take 
the redistricting process out of the hands of politicians where the districts have been 
stacked and packed to the point of giving the vote of one person more value than the 
vote of other. 
One half of the goal has been accomplished.  We have you, 13 Michigan residents 
asked to draw new and fair districts for the next decade.  Now it's up to you whether you 
choose to implement the other half and give each person's vote the same value.  To do 
this, please choose the maps with the lowest value in the partisan fairness matrix.  
Efficiency gap, lopsided margins and mean median comparison.  I recommend Senate 
would be the Linden map.  Reject the Palm map.  And House, Hickory, although that is 
the least bad, you can refine that one.  And Chestnut for the Congress. 
Thank you very much.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Number 76, Daniel 
Hess.  
   >> That participant is not present.  We can move to 77.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  77 is Karen Obits.  
   >> My name is Karen Obits.  I'm a resident of Spring Lake, which is the north Ottawa 
County, part of the Tri-Cities. 
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And I like the Chestnut Congressional map because it encompasses my community of 
interest, which is both the area of my residents and the Grand Rapids and Muskegon 
urban areas, which I frequent regular for recreational purposes. 
   Of the collaborative state maps, I prefer the Linden.  But I also endorse Commissioner 
Kellom's Senate map because it scores equally well as the Linden with partisan fairness 
while potentially increasing the opportunity for African/Americans to elect candidates of 
choice. 
The Palm map is bad for the Mitten state.  Of the House maps, I request that you only 
consider the fairest option if you are not going to do any more drawing, and that would 
be the Hickory map. 
If more drawing is allowed, I'm hopeful that you can do your very best to give fair 
representation for historically marginalized communities because that is an outcome I 
would like the Commission to prioritize as much as possible.  And I thank you very 
much for your work.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Number 78, 
Kathleen-Curell.  
   >> I want to say right on and bravo for Nick O'Keefe for his comments.  Hi, I'm 
Kathleen-Curell from Midland and I want to say I appreciate the work you are doing 
would be putting it very lightly. 
Excuse me. 
I have the upmost respect for your services to the citizens of Michigan. 
As I've listened and participated in comments, there is no getting away of the fact the 
huge majority of citizens are imploring you to improve partisan fairness of the maps. 
It's really the whole reason proposal two was started when Katie Fahey made a 
Facebook post that said who wants that take on gerrymandering?  You will never make 
everyone happy, but please take whatever extra time you need to improve the message 
of partisan fairness.   
   I'm asking for the Hickory map with more work on removing the republican lean.  And 
Chestnut for Congress and Linden for Senate.   
   And thank you again.  What you are doing gives me hope for the future of democracy.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Number 79, Dusty 
Horwitt.  
   >> Can you hear me?   
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Yes, we can.  
   >> I'm Dusty Horwitt from Lansing and want to thank the Commission for listening to 
the Lansing community while drawing your maps. 
As the Commission knows from its own analysis, every map has a measurable 
republican bias. 
The Commission should work to reduce and eliminate any partisan bias from their 
maps. 
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Link:
https://davesredistricting.org/join/aa07bc3e-
e079-4d7f-893e-13a792d37348

Written Testimony

Being from West Michigan, either the
Chestnut, or the Apple seem to be the
best options. Personally, I prefer the
Chestnut. I think Muskegon may have
more in common with Grand Rapids than
Kalamazoo, and Chestnut has more
competitive districts than Apple. But
there are detractors with both plans, as
well as the others. And, I have problems
with both plans myself. In fact, I’ve
submitted a slightly tweaked version of
Chestnut already. So, maybe, the answer
is an Apple/Chestnut hybrid, which I have
done on Dave’s Redistricting app. This
hybrid looks more like Apple in West
Michigan and Chestnut in Southeast
Michigan with some revisions. I think
you'll find that most metrics are better
with the hybrid than they are with either
original plan. Should the commission
become deadlocked on the existing
plans, perhaps, this plan might serve as a
possible compromise or alternative.
In Southeast Michigan, I’ve taken
Southfield Township out of the 12th and
added Oak Park and Royal Oak Township,
and a couple other changes to
accommodate those moves. And just as I
did with the revised Chestnut plan, I
moved Dearborn into the 13th. While I’m
not from that part of the state, it just
seemed to make more sense to me to do
it that way.
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   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Do we have any 
more or is that it?   
   Okay, so we have completed the in person comment for this morning. 
At this point we will move on for remote public comment.  We are supposed to break 
before Noon, but we will try to get a few in before then.     
   So individuals who have signed up and indicated they would like to provide live, 
remote commentary to the Commission will now be allowed to do so. 
     If you are on a computer, you will be prompted by the Zoom app to unmute your 
microphone and speak.  If you are on the phone a voice will say that the host would like 
you to speak and prompt you to press star six to unmute. 
   I will call on you by your name or last four digits of your phone number.  Also please 
note if you experience technical or audio issues or we do not hear from you for 3-5 
seconds, we will move on to the next person in line and return to you after they are 
done speaking. 
     If your audio still does not work, you can e-mail us at redistricting@Michigan.gov and  
we will help you troubleshoot so you can participate during the next public comment 
period, at a later hearing or meeting.   
   You will have one minute to address the Commission. 
Please conclude your remarks when you hear the timer. 
   First in line to provide public comment is Mr. James Gallant.  
   >> Hello.  This is James Gallant, Marquette, these are my opinions.  Your September 
17, 2020, transcripts reveal Secretary of State Joyce Benson has disoriented the 
MICRC concerning the requirements of Roberts Rules of Order by sowing 
disinformation and misinformation in the public record and the elections process in 
Michigan to benefit the democratic party. 
Your actions to schedule a formal vote on a specific future date is not trauma-informed 
practices. 
Because the fundamental pennant is empathy, which is understanding and responding 
to the rights of others. 
   As I identify as a person of color myself, breaking the rules is systematically being 
systemic racism on its face and on the face of this Commission. 
So please cancel the first future final vote until the work is actually done. 
   And please do not support the Promote the Vote maps if they address that prison 
gerrymandering thing, like the other speaker said.  Because the other states changed 
their state laws to allow for that.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Number two, Chris 
Andrews.  
   >> Can you hear me?   
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Yes, we can.  
   >> Thank you.  Good morning. 
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I'm Chris Andrews from Haslett. 
I ask you to analyze individual elections to accurately assess the fairness of each map. 
You're reliance on composite data for ten years may be a crucial mistake. 
If it is, we face another ten years of flawed democracy. 
For instance your analysis of Hickory projects a democratic majority but Next Vote 
looked at 2016 and 2020 separately and found a huge republican majority and a small 
republican majority. 
This is easy to test. 
I ask that your consultants analyze fairness separately for 2016, 2018 and 2020. 
Here are the results of the individual districts as well. 
Please read my comment W9304 for additional information. 
Thank you.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Next is Rich 
Thrush.  
   >> Hello, can you hear me?   
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Yes, we can.  
   >> Hi.  Good morning.  My name is Rich Thrush.  I want to encourage the 
Commission not to select the Birch Congressional map. 
It guarantees one party representation everywhere in West Michigan. 
It disenfranchises the 210,000 minorities and almost one half million urban people 
population in the second largest Metropolitan area in Michigan. 
The Grand Rapids six City area. 
This map also splits up the three large West Michigan cities in separate districts. 
Chestnut is the best map for Michigan overall and the Grand Rapids six City area in 
terms of minority and urban representation. 
Chestnut provides a District with many commonalities in West Michigan such as center 
of higher education, industry and business, urban needs and issues and concentration 
of minorities. 
Thanks for your diligent efforts to create fair District maps.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Joel Ombry.  
   >> Hi, my name is Joel Ombry from Grand Rapids. 
I have comments on your maps on two levels. 
First, at the Congressional level, I urge you to adopt the Chestnut map. 
This map is a good choice because it does a good job of giving minority populations in 
West Michigan a voice in Washington. 
It also combines Grand Rapids and Muskegon areas, which are already considered 
combined statistical areas. 
Please reject the Birch map as it breaks up the lakeshore region and it's very poor from 
a partisan fairness perspective. 
At the State House level, please approve the Hickory map. 
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   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Next in line is 
Sarah, number 7.  
   >> Hello, Commissioners.  Thank you for the time today. 
I live in Grand Rapids and want to speak today on the maps affecting us here in West 
Michigan. 
For the State House I'm very concerned about the Szetela map. 
It splits up the communities of interest across Kent County including Hispanic 
community in Grand Rapids and Wyoming and Suburban Townships on the east side of 
the state.  And links Wyoming, the second largest in the Metro, with unrelated rural 
communities. 
Support the Hickory state map and effective job of representing the comments I've 
heard from citizens in the count at public hearings and meetings and keeps Community 
of Interest here in West Michigan together. 
For Congressional maps I strongly encourage you to support the Chestnut map.  It's the 
most balanced and fair map in West Michigan and connects Grand Rapids and 
Muskegon who share similar issues, concerns and economic resources. 
   For Congressional maps, I'm particularly concerned about the Birch map and does not 
give a voice to the large minority population here in West Michigan and dilutes the 
voices of residents. 
Thank you for taking the time to listen to citizens today on the desire for fair maps.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Next in line is 
Rebecca Grayson.  
   >> Can you hear me?   
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Yep.  
   >> Okay, this is Rebecca Grayson.  I live in Grand Rapids, Michigan. 
Kent County. 
The fair maps in my opinion in the Senate would be the Linden and Cherry maps, which 
are much better in terms of the partisan fairness than the Palm map, which is most 
unfair map in front of the Commission at this point. 
Palm has a high republican bias and would create an unfair playing field. 
But in the State House I support the Hickory map, that has the best partisan fairness 
scores of the three options in front of the Commission and the most majority for the 
Black American community. 
Thank you so much for your time.  
   >> CHAIR SZETELA:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Number 10, Diana 
Abouali.  
   >> MS. SARAH REINHARDT:  Diana, you are unmuted and free to address the 
Commission. 
   >> I live in Dearborn with access and have Arab ancestry within the African MENA 
origins within the white racial category. 
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The Grand Rapids area includes 492,000 people in the six City area. 
This is a significant.  
   >> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Number 
38, Onida.  
   >> MS. SARAH REINHARDT:  Numbers 38 and 39 are not currently present.  
   >> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN:  Thank you. 
We will move on to number 40, Joan Long.  
   >> Good afternoon.  I'm Joan Long, a lifetime resident of the Metro Grand Rapids 
area. 
I would like to respectfully submit the following comments regarding the proposed map. 
Regarding Congressional map Chestnut, I approve of this map because of the strong 
partisan fairness of connecting Grand Rapids, Kentwood and Muskegon, which all have 
common -- which have strong communities of interest. 
Regarding Congressional map Birch, however, I strongly disapprove of this map for 
several reasons. 
Most importantly Metro Grand Rapids did not belong with the rural Counties of Ottawa 
and Ionia. 
Regarding the State House map, Hickory, I approve of this map. 
Because of its overall fairness. 
But regarding State House map Szetela, I strongly disapprove of this map as one of the 
reasons being that Ada is a suburban Township and should be linked to the Metro 
Grand Rapids area. 
Regarding state map Linden, I approve of this map because it puts Grand Rapids 
airport with the Metro.  
   >> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN:  Thank you for addressing the Commission.  Number 
41, Joanne.  
   >> My name is Joanne Bird and I'm calling today from Park Township.  I'm a Holland 
resident, a long time Michigan resident and lived here my whole life and active voter. 
I believe in fairness above all things and find the Linden map in the Senate the most fair 
map. 
The most unfair map in the Senate is the Palm map. 
Oops, it says start my video.  I guess I did not have the button.  On Linden map in the 
Senate I find is the most fair map and most unfair map is the Palm map. 
In the house the Hickory is the most fair and creates most majority minority seats.  And I 
thank you for your work on the Commission. 
And, like I say, I'm just all concerned that fairness and voting is for everybody in the 
State of Michigan. 
Thank you.  
   >> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN:  Thank you. 
Number 43, Julie Dye.  
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Commissioners, from the beginning of
your work together as a Commission, I
have been impressed with your
commitment to working in a
collaborative way to produce maps based
on adherence to federal law and the
constitutional criteria set forth in the
amendment, and without regard to the
interests of current office holders or
political parties in general. From what I
have observed, you have all have listened
respectfully to fellow commissioners and
the public, and have diligently sought to
incorporate often contradicting testimony
in your collaborative maps. I urge you to
finish your work in a manner consistent
with your efforts to date: vote for

collaborative maps! That will, no doubt,
come down to voting for a second choice
in some cases. Solid majority votes for
collaborative maps will bolster the
public's confidence in your work. I have
looked at and studied some of the criteria
used in assessing all of the proposed
collaborative maps. The analyses of
Michigan State University's IPPSR and
comments others have left on this portal
have influenced my personal preferences.
I like Chestnut for the Congressional map
as it seems to achieve the best marks on
the metrics the IPPSR has measured. I like
the Grand Rapids-Muskegon, Kalamazo-
Battle Creek and Midland to Tri-Cities
links. The border counties district is great
and obviously a response to community
input from that area. I like the Hispanic
COI incorporated in the SW
Detroit/downriver area. I would also give
the nod to Linden for state senate
districts and Hickory for the state house. I
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really like the districts that hug
lakeshores on the west and east sides and
the efforts to create compromise district
lines in the Midland area. Unpacking
Detroit was a radical change in the status
quo. I applaud you for persisting in
creating new districts, especially in the
Detroit metro area, that are compliant
with the constitution's new criteria. I
thank each of you for your dedicated
service on this inaugural independent
citizens redistricting commission!
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I live in Muskegon and don't like the Birch
map one bit. The lines around us make
no sense at all with them zig zagging all
around. Muskegon ends up in a district
with central Michigan and we have
nothing in common with that place. I
want us to be in a district with Grand
Rapids like in the Walnut plan please.
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