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Population by County of Proposed Congressional District

Asotin 21,623
Columbia 4,078
Garfield 2,266
Lincoln 10,570
Pend Oreille 13,001
Spokane 471,221
Stevens 43,531
Walla Walla 58,781
Whitman 44,776

669,847

Population by Current District of Proposed Congressional District

5 669,847

Comments on Proposed Congressional District

This district is the only one I am proposing which is composed only of whole counties and is
formed entirely within the boundaries of a current congressional district.

This district is also the smallest in population in the state. The overall range in population of
the districts which I have offered is from 669,847 to 673,002, a range of 3,155 persons. The Supreme
Court's rule of thumb for “as nearly equal as is practicable” is 1%, which in the case of Washington in
2010, would be 6,724 persons. So, this proposal for congressional districts utilitizes only 47% of the
overall range allowed by the Supreme Court. This range is allowed for the purpose of enabling the
satisfaction of other legitimate state objectives, such as otherwise unnecessary divisions of counties.
And that is the purpose of its use in this case.
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EASTERN WASHINGTON
PROPOSED LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS

in color

CURRENT LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS

gray boundaries and district numbers
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SPOKANE COUNTY
PROPOSED LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS
in color
CURRENT LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS

gray boundaries and district numbers
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CITY OF SPOKANE
PROPOSED LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS
in color
CURRENT LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS
gray boundaries and district numbers
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Adams
Asotin
Columbia
Ferry
Franklin
Garfield
Grant
Lincoln
Okanogan
Pend Oreille
Spokane
Stevens
Walla Walla
Whitman

Population by County of Proposed Districts

Moses Lake ~ Omak Spokane N Spokane S Spokane ValleyWalla Walla
District District District District District District
18,728
21,623
4,078
7,551
21,194
2,266
63,086
10,570
41,120
13,001
23,350 31,717 136,923 139,919 136,913 5,399
43,531
58,781
44,776
136,928 136,920 136,923 136,919 136,913 136,923

Population by Current District of Proposed Legislative Districts

Moses Lake ~ Omak Spokane N Spokane S Spokane ValleyWalla Walla
District District District District District District
26,017 94,584
10,525 5,741 124,988
6,769 84,630 42,335 7,389
11,767 102,963 15,745
52,776 4,790 4,536 74,064
380 16,663
62,706
9,299 62,859
136,928 136,920 136,923 136,919 136,913 136,923
Prepared by John Milem
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Description of Proposed Districts within Spokane County

Generally speaking, the proposed Moses Lake district in Spokane county is that area north of
the Union Pacific railroad and south of Hallett Road to Fairchild Air Force Base and Thorpe Road west
of the air base. It includes Cheney and Medical Lake.

Generally speaking, the proposed Omak district in Spokane county is the panhandle part of
Spokane county. It includes Deer Park, Green Bluff and Mount Spokane.

Generally speaking, the proposed Spokane South district is entirely within the city of Spokane.
West of Division, it includes everything south of Wellesley. East of Division, the boundary stairsteps
down until the east city limit is reached on Liberty Avenue. The area east of Havana in the area of
Parkwater and Felts Field is not included in this district.

Generally speaking, the proposed Spokane North district includes the remainder of the city of
Spokane, and the nearby areas outside the city on the north, the west and the south, including the city of
Airway Heights. Other communities included in this district are Town and Country, Countryside,
Fairwood and Mead and Fairchild Air Force Base.

Generally speaking, the proposed Spokane Valley district includes the cities of Spokane Valley,
Liberty Lake and Millwood. It includes all of the East Valley and Central Valley School Districts and
all of the West Valley School District except for the part which is in the city of Spokane. It also
includes that part of the Spokane School District east of the city of Spokane in and south of the city of
Spokane Valley. And it includes the eastern three-quarters of that part of the Freeman School District
north of Elder Road.

Generally speaking, the proposed Walla Walla district in Spokane county is the part of the
county which is considered to be part of the Palouse. The district boundary in Spokane county in
generally the Union Pacific Railroad on the west, Anderson and Paradise roads in the center, and Elder
Road on the east. This results in the removal of the urbanized area of Spokane county from the district
and drops the district population in Spokane county from 29,682 in the current 9" district to 5,399 in
the proposed district.

Prepared by John Milem
2011 June 28



Year Office

2006 Senator

2008 President
Governor
Lt Governor
Sec of State
Treasurer
Auditor
Atty Gen
Land Comm
Ins Comm

2010 Senator

Year Office

2006 Senator

2008 President
Govemor
Lt Governor
Sec of State
Treasurer
Auditor
Atty Gen
Land Comm
Ins Comm

2010 Senator

Year Office

2006 Senator

2008 President
Governor
Lt Govemor
Sec of State
Treasurer
Auditor
Atty Gen
Land Comm
Ins Comm

2010 Senator

Vote for Statewide Candidates in Proposed Districts

D candidate
Cantwell

Obama
Gregoire
Owen
Osgood
Mcintire
Sonntag
Ladenburg
Goldmark
Kreidler

Murray

D candidate
Cantwell

Obama
Gregoire
Owen
Osgood
Mclintire
Sonntag
Ladenburg
Goldmark
Kreidler

Murray

D candidate
Cantwelt

Obama
Gregoire
Owen
Osgood
Mcintire
Sonntag
Ladenburg
Goldmark
Kreidler

Murray

Moses Lake District

D vote** R vote**
12,815 19,381
16,146 28,798
15,281 30,325
19,371 23,805
12,606 30,853
15,130 27,534
18,705 23,933
11,649 31,709
15,179 27,761
17,128 24,732
12,151 27,114

Omak District

D vote™ R vote**
21,367 26,854
26,385 37,870
24,389 41,223
29,278 32,792
20,805 41,205
24,221 36,710
28,919 32,351
19,467 42,843
26,235 36,528
26,659 33,077
20,310 37,659

Spokane North District

D vote** R vote**
21,691 21,077
29,155 31,937
28,917 32,975
32,033 26,933
21,428 37,685
26,435 31,333
31,341 26,395
19,711 39,423
27,179 31,174
29,380 27774
21,850 29,843

(each compared with a current district)

R candidate
McGavick

McCain
Rossi
McCraw
Reed
Martin
McEntee
McKenna
Sutherand
Adams

Rossi

R candidate
McGavick

McCain
Rossi
McCraw
Reed
Martin
McEntee
McKenna
Sutherland
Adams

Rossi

R candidate
McGavick

McCain
Rossi
McCraw
Reed
Martin
McEntee
McKenna
Sutherland
Adams

Rossi

** Offictal results for undivided counties; for
divided counties, adjusted from official results
disaggregated by redistricting commission staff.

R percentage*
60%

64%
66%
55%
71%
65%
56%
73%
65%
59%

69%

R percentage*
56%

59%
63%
53%
66%
60%
53%
69%
58%
55%

65%

R percentage*
49%

52%
53%
46%
64%
54%
46%
67%
53%
49%

58%

In current 13"

R percentage*

59%

61%
66%
54%
69%
62%
53%
2%
64%
56%

68%

In current 7%
R percentage*

56%

61%
64%
54%
68%
61%
54%
70%
60%
57%

66%

In current 6%
R percentage*

48%

49%
51%
44%
65%
54%
44%
66%
52%
46%

55%

* of two-party vote
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Year Office

2006 Senator

2008 President
Govermnor
Lt Govemnor
Sec of State
Treasurer
Auditor
Atty Gen
Land Comm
Ins Comm

2010 Senator

Year Office

2006 Senator

2008 President
Govemor
Lt Govermnor
Sec of State
Treasurer
Auditor
Atty Gen
Land Comm
Ins Comm

2010 Senator

Year Office

2006 Senator

2008 President
Govemor
Lt Govemor
Sec of State
Treasurer
Auditor
Atty Gen
Land Comm
Ins Comm

2010 Senator

Vote for Statewide Candidates in Proposed Districts

D candidate
Cantwell

Obama
Gregoire
Owen
Osgood
Mclntire
Sonntag
Ladenburg
Goldmark
Kreidler

Murray

D candidate
Cantwell

Obama
Gregoire
Owen
Osgood
Mcintire
Sonntag
Ladenburg
Goldmark
Kreidler

Murray

D candidate
Cantwell

Obama
Gregoire
Owen
Osgood
Mclintire
Sonntag
Ladenburg
Goldmark
Kreidler

Murray

Spokane South District
D vote** R vote**
25,085 16,186
36,089 23,437
35,324 24,935
37,002 20,498
25,823 31,647
31,811 24,318
36,004 20,041
24,827 32,508

32,946 23,881
34,601 20,690

26,425 21,648

Spokane Valley District

D vote** R vote*™*
21,5625 24,078
28,697 36,237
28,377 37,494
31,915 31,102
21,309 41,859
26,197 35,566
30,834 30,823
19,704 43,404
27,046 35,342
29,727 31,214
21,610 34,075

Walla Walla District

D vote** R vote**
20,844 21,600
25,468 32,008
24,299 33,792
28,243 26,356
18,104 36,521
21,881 31,971
27,867 25,943
17,905 36,473
22,241 31,761
25127 27,165
19,146 29,670

(each compared with a current district)

R candidate
McGavick

McCain
Rossi
McCraw
Reed
Martin
McEntee
McKenna
Sutherland
Adams

Rossi

R candidate
McGavick

McCain
Rossi
McCraw
Reed
Martin
McEntee
McKenna
Sutherand
Adams

Rossi

R candidate
McGavick

McCain
Rossi
McCraw
Reed
Martin
McEntee
McKenna
Sutherand
Adams

Rossi

** Official results for undivided counties; for
divided counties, adjusted from official results
disaggregated by redistricting commission staff.

R percentage*
39%

39%
41%
36%
55%
43%
36%
57%
42%
37%

45%

R percentage*
53%

56%
57%
49%
66%
58%
50%
69%
57%
51%

61%

R percentage*
51%

56%
58%
48%
67%
59%
48%
67%
59%
52%

61%

In current 31

R percentage*

36%

38%
40%
34%
50%
40%
34%
53%
40%
36%

44%

In current 4™
R percentage*

53%

57%
58%
50%
66%
58%
51%
69%
57%
52%

62%

In current 9%
R percentage*

53%

56%
58%
50%
67%
60%
50%
68%
59%
53%

62%

* of two-party vote
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