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Messages to the Commission CD LD
11/22/2011 We live in the 28th District and we understand that you are considering combining our district with areas in 

Tacoma.  We are against this idea, as those of us in the 28th district, which is primarily suburban and rural 
areas, do not share the same issues and concerns as people living in the city do.  We are asking that the 
28th district is combined with areas south of us, the military, rural, and farm areas, as we share the same 
values and have much more in common with these communities. Thank you for your consideration,

28 Ronald & Sheri Van Dusen
6001 Bocott Lane SW
Lakewood WA 98499
Van Dusen, Sheri 
Sheri.VanDusen@kingcounty.gov

11/22/2011 I own shoreline property on American Lake and reside in the City of Lakewood.  I urge you to extend the 
28th district boundaries to the south into Roy and McKenna and include most of the area surrounding Joint 
Base Lewis-McChord and east toward Graham.  The citizens owning property, living and working in these 
areas have communal interests in common. These interests and concerns are significantly different than 
those of citizens living to the north in fully built out and developed Tacoma.  It makes little sense to lump 
these two disparate groups of citizens together into an expanded 28th Legislative District. Thank you for the 
opportunity to express my preference.

Don Russell
krdr1@juno.com

11/22/2011 My observation of the data indicates that Pierce County's population growth is in southern Pierce County.  It 
make no sense to me  to add areas of the 27th  district to the 28th, because both districts need to grow. 
Removing the northern portion of the 28th allows the citizens in Tacoma to be and remain unified. Putting 
some of the 2nd district into the 28th will keep these two districts more equalized and more representative 
of the citizens in those separate and distinct communities. Thank you for considering my thoughts. Thank 
you for your efforts to complete this valuable service for the citizens of our state.        

J. Paul Wagemann
253-209-5638
wagemanp@stolz.com
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11/22/2011 My name is Cindy Baij, and I have been a resident of Lakewood for nearly 30 yrs.  I decided to make it my 
home while serving my country at McChord AFB. Because Lakewood was unincorporated, those of us who 
lived here felt we had no voice and we fought endlessly to be heard on local and state issues.   In 1996, 
Lakewood finally became a city, with our own voice speaking out for what we need. Lakewood is a small 
suburban city that it quite similar to University Place and Steilacoom, and very different from the city of 
Tacoma.  If the redistricting plan that includes taking part of the 27th District (Tacoma), and combining it 
with the 28th District (Lakewood, U.P., Steilacoom and Dupont) is implemented, we will once again be back 
to where we were 15 years ago – fighting just to be heard.  Frankly, we have been there and done that, and 
we have earned the right to speak for ourselves.  Historically, Tacoma has never spoken up for the 
suburban and rural areas surrounding it and we are still paying the price for many years without fair 
representation.  It is wrong to force us to go backwards. On the other hand, expanding the 28th District 
south into the 2nd District is much more sensible for two reasons.  First, the 2nd has more in common with 
the 28th.  We are both small town/rural with a lot of military personnel.  We share the same needs from our 
elected officials.   It is the more logical fit.  Second, the 2nd District needs to compress; the 28th needs to 
grow.  That alone should be a sufficient reason.  But more to the point, there would be room for future 
growth (in contrast to the 27th District to our north), thereby making redistricting again in another 10 years, 
unnecessary.   It would be simpler.  Every minute that the state spends on this issue, costs the taxpayers 
money.  As lawmakers and stewards of our tax monies, it is your duty to be looking for ways to curb 
spending – not to make things more complicated. In closing,  please leave politics out of it, and do what is 
right for our communities.

Cindy Baij
Lakewood WA
Cindy Baij <cbaij@comcast.net>

11/22/2011 Please keep the rural areas of Pierce County, including Anderson Island, separate in the 28th district, from 
Tacoma and all its politics and urban problems.

28 Anderson Island Resident
Anderson Island, WA
islandtheo@centurytel.net
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11/22/2011 Dear Members of the Redistricting Commission;  Thank You for taking the time to acknowledge and read 
my concerns concerning redistricting the 28th Legislative District. The 28th district has always been a more 
suburban and rural district, that includes parts of unincorporated Pierce County like Anderson Island, Camp 
Murray and Joint Base Lewis-McChord.  Adding more suburban and rural areas to the 28th District would 
make a better match. Since the 28th District already represents significant parts of the military and civilian 
personnel who work for the military, adding areas to the south and east that also have large populations 
that are military connected makes sense. My recommendation would be for you keep the 27th and 29th 
Districts as Tacoma's legislative districts.  The Democratic plan gives too much representation to Tacoma 
and diminishes the importance of the suburban cities and rural areas of the current 28th district.  Lakewood, 
University Place, Steilacoom or DuPont have little in common with urban, industrial Tacoma. Our 28th 
district is mainly made up of individually incorporated cities and we do not want to be lost in mess of 
downtown Tacoma politics and their unique urban problems. We have much more in common with the fast 
growing areas to the south in the 2nd Legislative District. The Republican plan will help keep the size of the 
population in the 28th more in line with the future growth of other districts.  The 28th needs to add over 
20,000 people, which is the most of any district in the state.  Adding the areas of Roy, McKenna and areas 
to the east of there make sense because these areas will grow, adding new population during the next ten 
years.  That would mean our district's population wouldn't lag behind other districts, thus not requiring big 
additions of territory/people next time redistricting occurs. The Areas north of the 28th that the Democrat 
plan would add, would create the same problem in ten years.  The 28th will have too few citizens.  The 
reason is that the democrat proposed areas in the 27th district will not grow much in the future, leading to 
the same problems of too few people relative to other districts like the 2nd district.  Also by adding some of 
the future growth areas in the 2nd District to the 28th district, this will keep the 2nd district from having such 
a huge amount of people -- much more than the average legislative district. The Republican plan appears 
to me to be smarter than the Democrats’ plan because it recognizes that the 28th needs to gain the more 
people and the 2nd needs to lose the most people of any other districts in the state.  It makes sense not 
only now, but to keep these two districts more equal in population during the next decade. Again, Thank 
you for your time and consideration of these recommendations!

28 Lawrence Gratton
lawgratton@msn.com

11/22/2011 Personally, I do not want to be included in the heavily populated area which includes Tacoma. We are, and 
always have been a rural area and I wish to remain with the rural areas of this 28th district.

Michael Dickover
Anderson Island, WA
miked@webmail.cci.net
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11/22/2011 Dear Commission Members, I've familiarized myself with the two plans on the table for consideration 
regarding the need to add 20,000 individuals to the 28th District, and I also reviewed the maps provided 
byThe News Tribune.  I took time to discuss these proposals with several individuals throughout the 
District.  Across the board, our opinion is that the Democrat  proposal is totally unacceptable.  The end 
result of it is to sweep a large block of Tacoma's 27th District into the 28th.  To our way of thinking, this is 
exactly the opposite of what should occur!  You are all obviously aware that the existing 28th is largely 
comprised of the suburban cities of Lakewood, Fircrest , University Place, Steilacom, DuPont,  plus 
Anderson Island.    These entities have absolutely nothing in common with Northwest Tacoma , and we 
certainly have no interest in becoming an additional element of Tacoma for legislative representation 
purposes. Additionally, we are heavily melded with Joint Base Lewis-McCord, and Camp Murray.  These 
relationships have been developed over the years, are solid, and should be further enhanced for 
everyone's benefit. It is also noteworthy that the chunk of Northwest Tacoma is essentially stagnant in 
population growth. Adding this northern sector to the existing 28th would stifle our population expansion in 
the future, and likely ensure another mandatory restructuring in subsequent redisttictings. From every point 
of view, the alternative proposal which would halt Northern expansion of the 28th at Highway 16, and pick 
up the 20,000 mandated increment from the rapid growth areas to the South in the 2nd legislative district.  
That concept would mean adding Roy, McKenna, and an area East of  there to the 28th.  It seems logical  
to provide considerable commonality by settling on this approach. Based on the above factors, I strongly 
urge the Redistricting Commission to adopt the Republican plan rather than seeking to make the Tacoma 
legislative districts more powerful than they are already.  Please do not endorse the Democrat plan to 
essentially turn the existing 28th District upside down!  Thank you for your consideration

Neil Wissing
npwissing@yahoo.com

11/22/2011 Dear Re-districting committee,     It has recently come to my attention that the 28th District is expanding 
due to population adjustments.     In this case, including the areas around JBLM, such as Roy and 
McKenna, etc. makes the most sense since the existing 28th district also includes significant areas which 
are directly and indirectly impacted by the presence of the base, like Roy, McKenna and the surrounding 
communities. The suburban populations of these communities are also not metropolitan in nature.     
Further, future growth in these new areas would allow for a natural population adjustment to occur within 
the boundaries of the 28th District without having to re-district again in the future.     Just to be clear, the 
28th District has very little in common with the city of Tacoma and it would be a pathetic disservice to those 
who have chosen not to live in Tacoma to be somehow included in Tacoma's representation.

Stephen Neufeld
stephenneufeld@hotmail.com
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11/22/2011 28th district re-alignment  The current 28th district is a combined suburban and rural district including some 
unincorporated areas.  It also extends into Joint Base Lewis-McCord.  With an existing significant military 
and associated civilian population, it is logical to extend the district both south and east to include 
populations that are associated with the military base.  Realignment to balance populations between 
districts will be easier to achieve by extending south and east rather than to the north.  Furthermore, 
extending to the north would result in a larger part of Tacoma coming into the district.  It is obvious that 
Tacoma has little in common with University Place, Lakewood, Steilacoom or Dupont except geographic 
proximity.

Roy Broman
bromanrd@gmail.com

11/21/2011 Members of the Redistricting Commission    I strongly urge you not to include the present 28th legislative 
district into the 27th during the redistricting process.   Lakewood and South Pierce county have worked for 
many years to develop political process and entities that work..and are successful. Bringing them into the 
City of Tacoma would have the voters here most likely overwhelmed and out-voted by the concentrated 
groups within the city..  I also feel it will make it difficult for a representative to be able to adequately 
represent both city dwellers and rural/suburban dwellers, as often the needs are quite diverse..

Neil Delisanti
9709 73rd St SW
Lakewood, WA 98498
wordbird@telisphere.com

11/21/2011 We have been looking at the two redistricting plans for the 28th district and worry about the makeup of the 
two plans.  We think that the Republican plan is better.  We would like offer our opinion:     ?	We have 
watched the political landscape for the last 40 years and have always seen a difference in the makeup.  
?	The 27th and 29th districts have always been urban Tacoma districts (heavily populated) like those 
around Seattle.  The 28th district has always been more rural (less densely populated) going all the way 
back to the Lakes district  That gives representation to both the urban and the rural population.  
?	Expanding the 28th into the 27th or the 29th defeats that representation balance.  ?	The military 
population of Joint Base Lewis/McChord have more in common with the military people living in the 2nd 
district.  ?	The number of people that need to be added to the 28th district would be achieved better by 
adding the increasing population of the military area.  Just a look at the traffic problem on I5 around the 
base and to the south shows that is an easy way to get the balance.  ?	Adding the increasing population in 
the south to the 28th would prevent a future imbalance as the south increases and the north is basically 
stable.    ?	We think that equal representation is served by the Republican plan.  ?	We live in the 28th 
district now.

Nancy and Guy Knight
1217 Interlaaken Dr SW
Lakewood, WA 98498
waknights@qwest.net
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11/21/2011 To Whom it May Concern,     I just became aware of the redistricting situation (I know, I should pay more 
attention to what’s going on so I'd know these things sooner), and I feel the need to voice my opinion on the 
matter. My wife and I Live in University Place, and have for the last 22 years (can it have been that long?).  
We are very concerned that it would be a mistake to merge our area with an area that does not reflect who 
we are. I’m sure you’ve seen all these bullet points before, so I’ll be brief.  1)  The Republican plan has the 
28th Legislative District looking more like our 6th County Council district than the Democratic plan, which 
spreads the 28th across several council districts that have little in common. 2)  Adding more suburban and 
rural areas to the 28th District makes a better match. 3)  Since the 28th District already represents 
significant parts of the military and civilian personnel who work for the military, adding areas to the South 
and East that also have large populations that are military connected makes sense.     4)  Lakewood, 
University Place, Steilacoom or DuPont have little in common with urban, industrial Tacoma. 5)  The 
Democratic plan gives too much representation to Tacoma. 6)  The Republican plan will help keep the size 
of the population in the 28th more in line with the future growth of other districts. 7)  Republican plan then is 
smarter because it recognizes that the 28th needs to gain the most people and the 2nd needs to lose the 
most people of any other districts in the state. 8)  Pierce County's population growth is in southern Pierce 
County.  It make no sense to add areas of the 27th district to the 28th. I hope you’ll take all these points in 
mind, and adopt the Republican plan.

Chris and Vicki Kimball
University Place, WA 
chrisvkimball@msn.com
253-566-5903

11/21/2011 Hello,     My name is Cody Graves and I am a resident of University Place in the 28th legislative district. I've 
been looking at the proposed redistricting maps and one part of the Democrat plan I have concerns with: 
the district boundaries are set all the way up to Point Defiance and Ruston. As a resident of the City of 
University Place, I believe that cities such as UP, Lakewood and DuPont have both much in common and 
vastly different problems than the far more metropolitan City of Tacoma. Tacoma has, for ten years, been 
represented very well by two districts and I believe that system should be preserved as best as is possible.       
My second problem with the map has to do with military concerns. the 28th has been known as the south 
sound's military district. Because of the location of Joint Base Lewis-McChord, many active duty military 
live in the surrounding cities. The 28th district united the major cities into one district. Under the Democratic 
plan, DuPont and Lakewood are split, thus dividing the major military populations into multiple districts. I 
would think it best that the major military cities continue to be unified in legislative representation while 
adding the necessary number of residents to the 28th district.       Attention to these issues would be greatly 
appreciated.

Cody Graves
refan89@gmail.com
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11/21/2011 Dear Redistricting Committee;     I understand there are two proposed plans for redistricting the 28th 
District where I live and have been a city councilman. One plan would extend the district north to Point 
Defiance, the other would extend it south toward Graham to include Roy and McKenna. Extending south 
rather than north makes a whole lot more sense for a number of reasons.     First, I believe the 2nd District 
to our south needs to give up population, whereas the 28th needs to gain population. That's a match too 
good to be true. Make it. If the population of the 28th continues to be somewhat stagnant, as it has in the 
past (like the 27th), and the population of the 2nd continues to be the hot growth spot in the county, 
allocating some of the 2nd population to the 28th will ensure the new 28th District grows at least in 
proportion to the rest of the state. If, however, you attach parts of the 27th to the 28, you'll ensure you have 
the same, no-growth 28th population problem in 10 years. 

Pad Finnigan
11514 Cloverdale Ct SW
Lakewood WA 98499
paddyfinn@comcast.net
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11/21/2011 Greetings,  Thank you for all the work you have been doing for the last several months. You have a 
challenging job and your work is appreciated.  My name is Jennie Stephenson and I live at 4814 97th Ave 
W, Unit C, University Place, WA and have lived here for the last 30 years.  I have been closely following 
your proposals for redrawing my legislative district.  In summary, these are my thoughts:  ?	The 28th 
District has always been mostly composed of suburban, some rural, not “Tacoma-urban”, small cities and 
communities.  ?	The Democrats’ proposal would move a large part of the 28th into Tacoma; I oppose this. 
Our district has far more in common with smaller cities and communities than with Tacoma. Tacoma would 
have better representation if they were largely composed of the 27th and 29th legislative districts; these are 
already more urban in nature.  ?	There is a significant military presence in the 28th District as it is drawn 
today. Moving a part of the 28 into the north end of Tacoma will cause this asset to be diluted. I do not 
support this. The 28th District presently shows strong support for our military in so many ways and we 
would like to keep it this way. The farther away from the military bases the district boundaries move, the 
less support there will be for our men and women in uniform. As former military spouse, I cannot stress this 
enough and I believe it to be true. One of the reasons we moved into the 28th District so many years ago 
was because of the strong military support in our local communities. I find this to be less apparent in 
Tacoma.  ?	Expanding the 28th District south into the Roy/McKenna/2nd District area will ensure that the 
characteristics of our district remain more like they are; not “Tacoma urban”. Roy, McKenna and DuPont 
are more like Lakewood and University Place than Tacoma is.  ?	My understanding of the role of the 
Redistricting Commission is to keep cities, school districts, similar communities, current other civic 
boundaries together as much as possible within the various kinds of districts. When considering the new 
boundaries for county council districts, stopping the north boundary of the 28th District at highway 16 would 
be a better fit to ensure similarities between legislative and county council district boundaries.  Again, thank 
you for the work you have been doing, I hope that you have a wonderful Thanksgiving holiday.  If you have 
any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at my number below.

Jennie Stephenson
4814 97th Ave W #C
University Place, WA 98467
jenniecs@earthlink.net
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11/21/2011 Dear Redistricting Commission Members,  Jan and I want to provide you with input on several proposed 
redistricting plans we understand you are considering that would dramatically affect our 28th District.  We 
understand that the Democrat proposal would move expand our 28th District further north to encompass 
areas currently within the 27th District as far as Point Defiance in order to accomplish the requirement to 
add 20,000 voters to the 28th District.  This is not a good solution.  The 27th District is primarily urban in 
nature and does not represent the interests of the more rural 28th District.  We have no interest in being 
consumed by the urban dominated politics of downtown Tacoma.       The Republican proposal which only 
adds the area north to Highway 16 and adds the more rural areas of Roy, Graham, McKenna and the areas 
surrounding Joint Base Lewis-McCord, would give the 28th District more of a reflection of the current Pierce 
County 6th County Council District and would keep it within that single Pierce County District as apposed 
other Democrat proposal which would spread it over several County Districts.  Our 28th District has 
traditional been a rural district which includes areas like Anderson Island, Camp Murray and Joint Base 
Lewis-McCord.  As a previous Steilacoom Historical School District Board member and Board President, I 
know these areas well and understand the issues we face as a rural district.  They are not the same as the 
challenges faced by urban Tacoma!  Our current 28th District is highly represented by military veterans and 
their families who continue to add to  the geographical areas in the Republican proposed 28th District 
footprint.  This makes sense to keep that growing population of active, reserve and retired military families 
within a single district that includes the Joint Base Lewis-McCord-Camp Murray Complexes. The cities of 
Lakewood, Steilacoom, University Place and DuPont have much in common and little in common with the 
urban Tacoma complex.  Much of our population is tired economically and socially with the military 
complexes I just mentioned.  Our people work their; the military families live  and worship in our 
communities; and our local communities are tied directly to the Lewis-McCord complex via our Community 
Connector Programs.     Pierce County’s population growth is in the southern rural areas of the County not 
the urban Tacoma complex.  The Republican plan clearly recognizes this fact and proposes a solution that 
addresses it for the long term.  The growth in Pierce County is south and rural; not north and urban.     
Please adopt the Republican Proposal for the 28th Legislative District!  Thank you for your consideration of 
our concerns and our recommendation.

Col (ret) Duane and Jan Hardesty
Steilacoom WA
d.hardesty@comcast.net
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11/21/2011 Dear Commissioners,  I've looked at the existing legislative boundary map and see that the 28th district 
needs to gain population and the 2nd district needs to loose population. A logical solution would be to 
extend the 28th district down into part of the current 2nd district. That would also be in keeping with the 
largely suburban/rural and heavily military nature of the 28th district. Further, the 27th district also needs to 
add population. Extending the 28th district up into part of the current 27th would produce a domino effect 
wherein the 27th would need to be extended as well to gain population. Please do it the easy way and let 
the math lead to the better solution.

Tom and Marilyn Henderson
11020 Tower Rd. SW
Lakewood WA 98498
ttf@tukatz.com

11/21/2011 Redistricting Commission,    I have some concerns with regard to the redistricting proposals for the 28th 
Legislative District:    To further extend the district into the Tacoma City Limits would put the current 
residents at a distinct disadvantage.    I have lived in the district for over 20 years, during which time it has 
always been suburban and rural in make-up. We simply have not shared many of the issues and concerns 
of those residing in Tacoma. Our issues are more closely shared with those to the south and east.    I fear 
that those of us in the outlying communities would continually be overshadowed by the influence of the 
larger neighboring city.    The district has a large military community, both active and retired which is not 
found in Tacoma. It makes sense to maintain this continuity in those areas of close proximity to JBLM.    
The areas of largest projected growth are in rural Pierce County and not Tacoma. It makes little sense to 
extend the district into an area of little or no growth only to have to expose it to a potential major 
redistricting in ten years.    I shall appreciate your consideration of my views.

John Lunkes
8210 49th St Ct W
University Place WA 98467
jlunkes@wamail.net

11/21/2011 To Whom It May Concern,  I live in the 28th district which already repesents most of of the Military and 
civilian personnel who live and work around JBLM, Adding areas to the South and East that also have large 
populations that are Military connected makes sense. We do not need or want to be lost in the mess of 
Tacoma's politics or their urban problms. I live in unincorporated Pierce county at 10710 115th Ave SW.

James Mcnellis
jamesbmcnellis@aol.com

11/21/2011 Please keep the 27th and 29th Districts as Tacoma's legislative districts. The Democratic plan gives too 
much representation to Tacoma and diminishes the importance of the suburban cities and rural areas of the 
current 28th district.  We don't want to be lost in mess of downtown Tacoma politics.  Tacoma has little in 
common with Lakewood, University Place, Steilacoom or DuPont and much more with the fast growing 
areas to the south in the 2nd leg. District.     Ed & Lucy Stephenson  28th District

28 Ed & Lucy Stephenson
elseos@hotmail.com
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11/21/2011 Hi, Dean:    You may already have received it, but the 32nd Legislative District Democratic Organization 
adopted a resolution at the November monthly membership meeting recommending that:    a.	All of the City 
of Shoreline be kept together in the 32nd LD  b.	If possible, Lake Forest Park also be included in the 32nd 
LD.      I agree with them that all of the City of Shoreline be kept together in the 32nd LD, especially since 
those east of I-5 live in mostly post-WWII GI housing and tend to NOT get adequate representation at local, 
county, or State levels.    Best wishes with the negotiations; in the meantime, as the only Freshman in this 
district, since I am facing a new district  increased/moved population of 50-60% new constituents, I am 
worried about my re-election prospects.  However, I also understand the difficult job you have.

32 Cindy Ryu
Washington State House of 
Representatives

11/21/2011 Useless exercise - google maps...are you for freaking real?  My 79 year old father would never use google 
earth, and I have experience with it, but some of your files don't even load the districts in numerical order, 
why even bother?    You don't put in a street grid overlay, but you have nice colors all over, but that doesn't 
tell me anything    So, someone not used to google earth is supposed to know the interface, manage to 
reset it if they drop into street view and provide meaningful feedback when they don't even know in the King-
Snohomish-Pierce County area what streets in the urban density that there are current and proposed 
districts?    You people are a joke, but you must have had fun wasting time and energy putting your little 
toys together.

Debbie Kellogg
kellogg.debbie@gmail.com

11/19/2011 Use of google maps Is a bad idea, very bad idea.  Say for example, a person is visually-impaired but can 
use a computer, explain to me how use of google maps makes your proposals available to them?  It 
doesn't. I don't want to install Google maps just to view your plan, Adobe Acrobat is the legal standard, not 
google maps. On the other hand, I could just file a complaint with the Federal government, which I will do 
by forwarding this email. I have no idea what you were thinking.

Debbie Kellogg
kellogg.debbie@gmail.com

11/19/2011 Don't use Google Maps - this is not a standard method of disseminating information for comment nor does 
it meet any legal standard.  In fact, you may be out of compliance with Americans with Disabilities Act and 
therefore any other federal agency you are supposed to be in compliance with in redistricting.  The elderly 
are not going to use Google Maps, you have to install another program and learn how to use it, another hit 
on you argency, age discrimination.  Furthermore, the internet is not always broadband in the entire State 
of Washington, so accessibility is a problem.  This shows the arrogance and metro-centered staff and 
commission members perspective, not a state-wide perspective, and why Eastern Washington, people 
living on the furthest reaches of the Olympic Peninsula, oftentimes do not support this commission and 
others.  You should be ashamed.
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