
AGENDA
DISTRICTING COM MISSION

223 East 4h Street, Room 16O
Poft Angeles, Washington

Monday, December 13, 2O2L - 1 p.m.

**ATTENTION**
In response to the current pandemic, to promote social distancing, and in compliance with Governor's
Proclamation and the recommendation of the Clallam County Health Officer, the Districting Commission
meetings will be viftual only. The Districting Commission also strongly encourages public comments to be
submitted in writing if possible.

This meeting can be viewed on a live stream at this link: http://www.clallam.net/features/meetings.html

If you would like to participate in the meeting via Zoom audio only, call 253-215-8782 and use meeting
ID:875 5617844 and passcode:12345

If you would like to participate in the meeting via Zoom video conference, visit
https:l/zoom.uslj/87556l7844 and use meeting ID: 875 56L7844 and passcode 12345

Public comment and questions can be directed to the Clerk of the Board at 360-417-2256 or
agores@co.clallam.wa, us.

cArL TO ORDE& PLEDGE OF ALTEGIANCE, ROLL CALL

REQUEST FOR MODTFICATTONS/APPROVAL OF AGENDA

PUBLIC COMMENT - Please timit comments to three minutes

APPROVAL OF MTNUTES
o Minutes for November 29,2021

REPORTS AN D PRESENTATIONS
o Chair report

BUSINESS ITEMS
¡ Review the description of the Draft Preferred Alternative for the Clallam County Re-Districting

prepared by the Districting Master (DM) after the Districting Meeting of November 29,202L. Open the meeting to the Public to solicit comments on the Draft Preferred Alternativeo Discuss the Draft Preferred Alternatíve prepared by the DM and the public comments received
verbally and in writing from the public on the Draft Preferred Alternative. Modify the Draft Preferred Alternative if needed

PUBLIC COMMENT - Please timit comments to three minutes

BUSINESS ITEMS - Continued
. Resolution

o Select a final Districting Plan
o Formally transmit the Final Recommended Districting Plan of 202L to the Clallam County

Commissioners and the Clallam County Auditor
o Vote to have the Chair to review and approve the minutes for the December L3,2O2t meeting

once finalized



AGENDA for the Meeting of December 13, àOZL
DISTRICTI NG COM MTSSION
Page 2

PUBLIC COMMENT - Please timit comments to three minutes

ADJOURNMENT

INSTRUCTIONS FOR SPEAKING AT A
DISTRICTING COM MISSION MEETING :

. Members of the public wishing to address the Commission on general items may do so during the
designated times on the agenda,

. Public comment is limited to 3 minutes for each speaker subject to the Commissions concurrence.. Individual making comments shall first state their name and address for the official record.. General comments, applause, booing from members of the audience are inappropriate and may
result in removal.

. Wrítten public comment can be emailed to the Clerk at agores@co.clallam.wa.us.

These guidelines are intended to promote an orderly system for conducting a public hearing and public
comment session so that each person has an opportunity to be heard and to ensure that exercising their
right of free speech embarrasses no one.

Note: Written testimony presented by members of the public during the meeting is
considered a public document and must be submitted to the Clerk of Districtino
Commission. Copies of pub c documents from meeti n9s are ava lable by contacting
the Pubt IC Records

J:\public\A22 Committees and Organizations\Districting Commission\2021\Agendas\12-13-21 Districting Commission agenda.docx



D¡stricting Com m ission

Draft Minutes

November 29,202L



CLALLAM COUNTY DISTRICTING COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES OF NOVEMBER 29,2O2L

MEETING OF THE DTSTRTCTTNG COMMISSTON (DC)
Chair Teichert (in person) called the meeting to order at 1:06 p.m., Monday, November 29,2021. Also
present were Commissioners Livingston, Collins, Hetrick-Oosterveld and McEntire (all appeared by video
or phone) and Districting Masters (DM) unger and corson (appeared in person).

CALL TO ORDE& pLEDcE OF ALLEGIANCE, ROLL CALL

REQUEST FOR MODTFICATTONS/APPROVAL OF AGEN
Collins questioned the options to be reviewed at the meeting. Tei there are 3 options
and he expects that the DM will have additional information during
ACTION TAKEN: Hetrick-Ooste¡veld moved to approve as seconded,
motion carried

PUBLIC COMMENT
¡ Kenneth Reandeau, Port Angeles, commented. Rod Fleck, Forks, commented Clallam County. Gores noted written comments received prior to the

o Ron Richards, Port Angeles
o Betsy Robins, Port Angeles
o Judith Parker, Sequim
o Jennie Peterson, Sequim
o Dale Jaruis, Sequim

Collins requested to open nt
agreed to open the publ ron

and lculation

allow to make comment. DC
did not Teichert closed the public

presented, Hetrick-Oosterueld seconded,
18,

comment session.

APPROVAL OF MIt{
o Minutes

RE
o Chair
Teichert

m a

of the redistricting process

a

a

a

a

BUSINESS ITE
Review of the 3 presented at the public hearing meetings of IIIL6 and LULB|2}L2
Review the public nts from these meetings
Discuss the advantages of the three options using the 4 County Charter criteria
Select a Preferred Alternative for Redistricting

DM Corson and Unger briefed the DC and public on the background, analysis and preliminary
recommendations for Clallam County redistricting.
Teichert provided a summary of the public comments received by email from Richards, Robins, parker,
Peterson and Jarvis.

D PRES

su

J:\public\422 Committees and Organizations\Districting Commission\2021\Minutes\1 1-29-21 Districting Commission Minutes.docx



CIALIAM COUNTY DISTRICTING COM MISSION
MINUTES of November 29,2021
Page 2

DM Corson and Unger contínued discussing the background, analysis and prelimínary recommendations
for Clallam County redistricting. Unger further reported on consideration and additional alternatives
regarding existing populations, A, B, C and D. DC provided feedback and held discussion on the
alternatives.

ACTION TAKEN: Hetrick-Oosterueld moved modify the agenda to add an additional public
comment session and continue to hold a public comment session at the end of the agenda,
McEntire seconded, motion carried

PUBLIC COMMENT
o Kenneth Reandeau, Port Angeles, commented on the refinement of¡ Jennie Peterson, Sequim, commented on public testimony issues process timeline. She

noted it has been difficult to participate with the lack of info before the meetings.. Ron Richards, Poft Angeles, commented on the technical a alternatives.

DC held discussion on the alternatives.
ACTION TAKEN: McEntire moved that selected as the
the Districting Commission prior to the final
that Alternative C and all the associated ca
Commission website after today's meeting so the
whatever opinion they may have by the time the next
seconded, motion carried '///rr,-

ng the next
on the I

nt form
occurs, Hetrick-Oosterueld

ve of
fuÉher

PUBLIC COMMENT
. Ed Bowen, Clallam Bay, commented

for him. He addressed posting the a

"r%
ughffiprocess has been educationalthat h

NEXT MEETING
. Next meeting at1

ADJOURNM
Meeting p.m

adjourn, Hetrick-Oosterveld seconded, motion carried

LoniGores, CM
Clerk to the
Approved:

J:\public\422 Committees and Organizations\Districting CommissionV02l\Minutes\ I I -29-21 Districting
Commission Minutes.docx

bmitted,

m



D¡stricting Com m ission
Comments received prior to the

Novem ber 29, 2O2I meeting



Gores, Alanna

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Ron Richards <ronaldnrichards@gmail.com>
triday, November 19,2021 9:07 pM

Gores, Alanna; Ozias, Mark;Johnson, Randy; peach, Bill
pgottlieb@peninsuladailynews.
Clallam County RedistrictingSubject:

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL "** This message was sent from outside our county network.

To the Clallam County Redistricting Commission
and
To whom it may concern:

Re: Redistricting

None of the proposed ClallamCounty Redistricting Altematives meet the population requirements of the
Clallam County Charter and all the proposed alternatives leave Commission.ì Dirtrirt 1 under-represented on
the Board of Clallam County Commissioners.

The following explains the situation.

Here are the words of the Charter in regard to the required population of commissioner districts

"Districts shall be approximately equal in population so that the population of the largest does not exceed that of
the smallest by more than 5 percent."

To determine compliance of the existing districts or proposed districts these are the mathem aticalsteps that
must be taken:

]' lub]ract the population of the smallest district from the population of the largest district;
2. Multiply the population of the smallest district by 5%.
3' If the number determined from I above is less than the number determined in2 above,the requirement of the
Charter is met. If the number determined from 1 is more than the number determined in 2 above the
requirement of the Charter is not met.

In the document prepared by the Redistricting Masters for the November l6 and November 17 hearings
(Hearings Document), it is stated that the populations of the current county commissioner districts are as
follows:

District l: 28,132
District 2: 24,351
District 3: 24,672

Applying the 3 steps referred to above to determine the consistency of the existing commissioner districts with
the Charter, these numbers are obtained:

1

l. 28,132 - 24,351 : 3,781



2. 24,351 * 0.05 :7,218
3' 3'782 is not less than 1,218 so the requirement of the Charter is not met with the existing commissioner
districts because the population of the largest commissioner district exceeds the population of tñe smallest by
more than 5o/o.

The "Maximum Percent Difference" ftgures presented on page five of the Hearings Document are in no way
relevant to a determination of whether the existing commiisióner districts meet th-" Churt", population
requirement. Those numbers being less than 5Yo meannothing in regard to whether tfre requirèments of the
Charter are met.

Applying the 3 steps referred to above to determine the consistency of the Redistricting Alternative I with the
Charte4 these numbers are obtained:

26,351 -24,928:1,423
24,928 * 0.05 :1,246
1,423 is not less than I,246 so the requirement of the Charter is not met by Redistricting Alternative I
the population of the largest commissioner district exceeds the population of the smallãst by more than

I
2
a
J

because
5%.

1

2
a
J

Applying the 3 steps referred to above to determine the consistency of the Redistricting Alternative II with the
charter, these numbers are obtained:

1. 27,382 - 24,672 : 2,710
2. 24,672 * 0.05 : 1,234
3' 2,710 is not less than 1,234 so the requirement of the Charter is not met by Redistricting Alternative II
because the population of the largest commissioner district exceeds the population of the smalÃt by more than
5%.

Applying the 3 steps referred to above to determine the consistency of the Redistricting Alternative III with the
charter, these numbers are obtained:

26,351 -24,672:1,679
24,672 * 0.05:1,234
7,679 is not less than 1,234 so the requirement of the Charter is not met by Redistricting Alternative III
the population of the largest commissioner district exceeds the population of the sma[Jst by more than

It should be noted that for the past many years the population of Commissioner District I has been very much
under-represented on the County Commission and the population of Commissioner District 3 has been very
much over-represented. One could think that the erroneous method used in the Hearings Document in
determining consistency of the redistricting alternatives with the Clallam County Charter was intended to
maintain these disparities in favor of commissioner District 3.

This thought is buttressed by the fact that all three proposed alternatives continue the under-representation of
Commissioner District I by putting more people in Commissioner District 1 to begin with, which under-
representation will only get worse because of the faster growth of Commissioner ñirt.i"t í. Coupled with this
is the factthat two of the three proposed alternatives leave Commissioner District 3 in an over-represented
position by assigning fewer people to that District.

Simply put, erroneous methods have been used in the Hearings Document to calculate the consistency of the
proposed redistricting alternatives with the population requirements of the Clallam County Charter, and the

because
5%.

2



people in Commissioner District I are bearing the brunt of the situation. None of the proposed alternatives
meet the population requirements of the Charter and all of the proposed alternatives leave CommissionerDistrict 1 under-represented.

A copy of the Hearings Document can be found here:

Ron Richards
360-477-5367

2021-1 1-16 1q210s l1-18-
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Gores, Alanna

From: Ron Richards <ronaldnrichards@gmail.com>
Saturday, November 20,2021 6:39 AM
Gores, Alanna; Ozias, Mark; Johnson, Randy; peach, Bill
pgottlieb @ pen insu ladai lynews.
Re: Clallam County Redistricting

""* EXTERNAL EMAIL *** This message was sent from oulside our county network.

To The Clallam County Redistricting Commission
and
To whom itmay concern

Having shown you in my last email why the existing redistricting proposals do not meet the population
requirements of the Clallam County Charter, I submit the following proposal that would meeì ujl th.
requirements of the charter. More precision is difficult to achieve with
the existing precinct structure. It's another issue, but the discrepancies in the size of the precincts gives the
smaller precincts disproportionate representation in the political structures that are based on repres=entation by
precinct, as well as making more precision in redistricting difficult. The precincts need to be rèvised so theyare
more equal in population.

To:
Cc:

Sent:

Subject:

1
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Sincerely,

Ron Richards
360-477-5367
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On Fri, Nov 19, 2021 at 9:06 PM Ron Richards > wrote
To the Clallam County Redistricting Commission
and
To whom it may concern:

Re: Redistricting

None of the proposed Clallam County Redistricting Alternatives meet the population requirements of the
Clallam County Charter and all the proposed alternatives leave Commission", Dirt i"t 1 under-represented on
the Board of Clallam County Commissioners.

The following explains the situation.

Here are the words of the Charter in regard to the required population of commissioner districts

"Districts shall be approximately equal in population so that the population of the largest does not exceed that
of the smallest by more than 5 percent."

To determine compliance of the existing districts or proposed districts these are the mathem aticalsteps that
must be taken:

1' Subtract the population of the smallest district from the population of the largest district;
2. Multiply the population of the smallest district by 5%.
3' If the number determined from 1 above is less than the number determined in2 above,the requirement of
the Charter is met. If the number determined from 1 is more than the number determined in 2 above the
requirement of the Charter is not met.

In the document prepared by the Redistricting Masters for the November 16 and November l7 hearings
(Hearings Document), it is stated that the populations of the current county commissioner districts are as
follows:

District l: 28,132
District 2: 24,351
District 3: 24,672

Appiying the 3 steps referred to above to determine the consistency of the existing commissioner districts with
the Charter, these numbers are obtained:

l. 28,132 - 24,351 : 3, 781
2.24,351 t 0.05 :7,218
3 . 3 '782 is not less than I,2I8 so the requirement of the Charter is not met with the existing commissioner
districts because the population of the largest commissioner district exceeds the population of the smallest by
more than 5o/o.

The "Maximum Percent Difference" figures presented on page five of the Hearings Document are in no way
relevant to a determination of whether the existing commissioner districts meet th-. Churt", population
requirement. Those numbers being less than 5Yo meannothing in regard to whether the reqùirèments of the
Charter are met.

3



Applying the 3 steps referred to above to determine the consistency of the Redistricting Altemative I with the
Charter, these numbers are obtained:

l. 26,351 - 24,928 : 1,423
2.24,928*0.05:1,246
3. 1,423 is not less than 1,246 so the requirement of the Charter is not met by Redistricting Alternative I
because the population of the largest commissioner district exceeds the population of the smallest by more than
5o/".

Applying the 3 steps referred to above to determine the consistency of the Redistricting Alternative II with the
charter, these numbers are obtained:

l. 27,382 - 24,672 : 2,710
2.24,672 * 0.05: 1,234
3 . 2,7 I0 is not less than I ,234 so the requirement of the Charter is not met by Redistricting Alternative II
because the population of the largest commissioner district exceeds the popuiation of the smallest by more than
s%r.

Applying the 3 steps referred to above to determine the consistency of the Redistricting Alternative III with
the charter, these numbers are obtained:

l. 26,351 - 24,672 : I,679
2.24,672 * 0.05:I,234
3- 1,679 is not less than 7,234 so the requirement of the Charter is not met by Redistricting Alternative III
because the population of the largest commissioner district exceeds the popuiation of the smallest by more than
5o/r.

It should be noted that for the past many years the population of Commissioner District t has been very much
under-represented on the County Commission and the population of Commissioner District 3 has beenvery
much over-represented. One could think that the erroneous method used in the Hearings Document in
determining consistency of the redistricting alternatives with the Clallam County Charter was intended to
maintain these disparities in favor of commissioner District 3.

This thought is buttressed by the fact that all three proposed alternatives continue the under-representation of
Commissioner District I by putting more people in Commissioner District 1 to begin with, which under-
representation will only get worse because of the faster growth of Commissioner óirttict L Coupled with this
is the fact that two of the three proposed alternatives leave Commissioner District 3 in an ou.r-r.pr.rented
position by assigning fewer people to that District.

Simply put, erroneous methods have been used in the Hearings Document to calculate the consistency of the
proposed redistricting alternatives with the population requirements of the Claltam County Charter, and the
people in Commissioner District I are bearing the brunt of the situation. None of the proposed alternatives
meet the population requirements of the Charter and all of the proposed altematives leàve Commissioner
District I under-represented.

A copy of the Hearings Document can be found here:
2 I Districtine Commission_agenda.pdf (clallam.net)

Ron Richards
360-477-5367

2021-11-16 1

4

92305 11-18-



Gores, Alanna

From:
Sent:
lo:
Subject:

Betsy Robins <brobins@wavecable.com>
Monday, November 22,2021 2:20 pM

Gores, Alanna
Districting Commissíon

To: agores@co.clallam.wa.us (Clerk of the Board of Commissioners)

This message was sent via the clailam website Email Form LL-22-202L.

Name: Betsy Robins

Email : brobins@wavecable.com

Subject: Districting Commission

Comments: First, thank you for your service to the citizens of Clallam County.

I.would like to suggest an additional alternative to those already submitted. The population in D-1 is most
likely to grow in the next l0 years faster than in D-3.

Please consider moving Lost Mountain, Ríverside and carlsborg to D-2 and moving 106 or L07 to D-3. 107 has
a greater number of registered voters than 106. I think the poþulatíon would likel! balance out within a fewyears.

Thank you for giving my idea some consideration.

1



Gores, Alanna

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

judith parker <jrypins@gmail.com>
Friday, November 26,2021 12:27 pM

Gores, Alanna; Johnson, Randy; peach, Bill; Ozias, Mark; pgottlieb@peninsuladailynews.
Ronald N Richards
Fwd: Clallam County Redistricting
proposed redistricting options.docx

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL "** This message was sent from outside our county network

All of you have received the complaint (below) from Ron
Richards. ATTACHED is my letter of strong support for a
coffect recalculation of the district maps. Please acknowledge receipt of
this email.

Forwarded message
From : Ron RÍchards <ronaldnrichards@email. com>
Date: Fri, Nov 19, 2021 at 9:06 PM
S ubject: Clallam County Redistricting
To: Gores, Alanna @>, ozias, Mark <mozias@co.clallm >,
<{iohnson@co.clallm >, <bpeach@co.clallam.wa.m>
Cc: Paul Gottlieb <pgottlieb@peninsul@>

To the Clallam County Redistricting Commission
and
To whom it may concem:

Re: Redistricting

None of the proposed Clallam County Redistricting Alternatives meet the population requirements of the
Clallam County Charter and all the proposed alternatives leave Commissión.ì Dirt i.t 1 under-represented on
the Board of Clallam County Commissioners.

The following explains the situation.

Here are the words of the Charter in regard to the required population of commissioner districts

"Districts shall be approximately equal in population so that the population of the largest does not exceed that of
the smallest by more than 5 percent."

To determine compliance of the existing districts or proposed districts these are the mathematical steps that
must be taken:

i. Subtract the population of the smallest district from the population of the largest district;

1



2. Multiply the population of the smallest districr by 5%.
3' If the number determined from 1 above is less than the number determined in2 above,the requirement of the
Charter is met. If the number determined from 1 is more than the number determined in 2 above the
requirement of the Charter is not met.

In the document prepared by the Redistricting Masters for the November 16 and November 17 hearings
(Hearings Document), it is stated that the populations of the current county commissioner districts are as
follows:

District 1: 28,132
District 2: 24,351
District 3: 24,672

Applying the 3 steps referred to above to determine the consistency of the existing commissioner districts with
the Charter, these numbers are obtained:

L'. 28,132 - 24,351 : 3,781
2.24,351 * 0.05 :1,218
3' 3'782 is not less than 1,218 so the requirement of the Charter is not met with the existing commissioner
districts because the population of the largest commissioner district exceeds the population of the smallest by
more than 5o/o.

The "Maximum Percent Difference" f,tgures presented on page five of the Hearings Document are in no way
relevant to a determination of whether the existing commiisioner districts meet th-. Churt.. population
requirement. Those numbers being less than 5Yo meannothing in regard to whether the requiräments of the
Charter are met.

Applying the 3 steps referred to above to determine the consistency of the Redistricting Alternative I with the
Charter, these numbers are obtained:

7. 26,351 - 24,928 : 7,423
2.24,928 * 0.05:7,246
3 ' 1,423 is not less than L,246 so the requirement of the Charter is not met by Redistricting Alternative I
because the population of the largest commissioner district exceeds the population of the Jmallest by more than
5%.

Applying the 3 steps referred to above to determine the consistency of the Redistricting Altemative II with the
charter, these numbers are obtained:

l. 27,382 - 24,672 : 2,7 l0
2.24,672 * 0.05: 1,234
3'2,7I0 is not less than 1,234 so the requirement of the Charter is not met by Redistricting Alternative II
because the population of the largest commissioner district exceeds the popuiation of the smallest by more than
5%.

Applying the 3 steps referred to above to determine the consistency of the Redistricting Alternative III with the
charter, these numbers are obtained:

l. 26,351 - 24,672 : 1,679
2.24,672 * 0.05 :1,234

2



3' 1,679 is not less than 1,234 so the requirement of the Charter is not met by Redistricting Alternative III
because the population of the largest commissioner district exceeds the popuiation of the smallest by more than
5Yo.

It should be noted that for the past many years the population of Commissioner District t has been very much
under-represented on the County Commission and thè population of Commissioner District 3 has been very
much over-represented. One could think that the erronèous method used in the Hearings Document in
determining consistency of the redistricting alternatives with the Clallam County Charter was intended to
maintain these disparities in favor of commissioner District 3.

This thought is buttressed by the fact that all three proposed alternatives continue the under-representation of
Commissioner District 1 by putting more people in Commissioner District 1 to begin with, whìch under-
representation will only get worse because of the faster growth of Commissioner Dirtri"t i. Coupled with this
is the factthattwo of the three proposed alternatives leave Commissioner District 3 in an orr.r-..pr"rented
position by assigning fewer people to that District.

Simply put, erroneous methods have been used in the Hearings Document to calculate the consistency of the
proposed redistricting alternatives with the population requirements of the Clallam County Charter, and the
people in Commissioner District 1 are bearing the brunt olth" situation. None of the proposed alternatives
meet the population requirements of the Charter and all of the proposed alternatives leave Commissioner
District 1 under-represented.

A copy of the Hearings Document can be found here:

Ron Richards
360-477-5367

2021-1 l-16 19230s 11-18-
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I am a resident of Sequim, District I, and I have reviewed the
complaint (below) from Ron Richards, a long-time resident of Port
Angeles and a former Clallam Commissioner.

You have all received this, his correction to the proposed redistricting
options, basing his presentation on the clear directions within the
clallam county charter and the application of simple
arithmetic. None of you have responded to this problem of sloppy
and possibly dishonest map options, as exposed here. Every one of
the three options under-represents District I (Sequim area) and over-
represents the West End. Every Clallam citizen is aware of the
robust growth in District I, yet this substantial increase is not
expressed adequately in any one of your three options.

This is not the first time Commissioners and their allies have worked
to minimize the voice of District 1. Before the Charter Review vote
of 2018, West End representatives worked overtime in prior Charter
voting periods to disallow a general county-wide voting for
Commissioners, and to establish a district-only voting in the final
election. This increased the influence of District 3; and more
generally, disenfranchised citizens of EVERY district because 213 of
the citizens could not vote in these final commissioner elections for
the other two candidates. Over time, had this scheme prevailed for
Commissioner elections, Clallam County would have become either
honibly polarized about, or horribly ignorant of the common interests
that exist across all three districts because the Commissioners would
never have been held accountable for myopic decisions favoring only
their immediate constituency.

There is no telling what the motivations were in 2021 for this poor
redistricting work, but the logging interests that exist in District 2 and
3 come to mind. This dishonest scheme will never survive scrutiny



in the public square because arithmetic is arithmetic. I am asking that
you work to revise a final redistricting map that expresses the real
population changes in a manner fair to District 1 before November
29.

Judith Parker
823 Bakehouse Ct
Sequim, WA 98382



Gores, Alanna

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

jdp@pobox.alaska.net
Monday, November 29,2021 9:15 AM
Gores, Alanna
Public Testimony
ClaCoDistComm.pdf

"** EXTERNAL EMAIL **" This message was sent from outside our county network.

Please give to the Districting Commission members - I will be testifying again today. Thanks

Jennie Peterson
74a Buckhorn Dr
Sequim, WA
Comm Dist 1

1



Public Cornments to Clallanr County Districting Commission

"a
Thank you for the opportunity to he,ar the presentãt¡ûrü by tfle District Master on Tuesday eveníng" The
explanation was c{ear and hetpful.

Section 7.4O specifies that rDist'r¡cts shal{:

8e apÞroximately equa,l in population so ttìat tlre largest dîstrict popr-llation does
,r¡ot exceed tlrat of the srnal{est by rnore than 5 percent.

Have houndaries that run ge,n,enailly north-so'uthl

Ee geo gna p l'l ica I {y co'lmpa,ct a nd co n tin u'o *¡s

And be connp,osed .of who{e vctlng precincts to the rnaxirnur.n extent possib[e

Io a great exterqt, the five ,opti'ons reviewed all rnee[ those criterla - ilrcludireg CIption I which is to
rnaintain the status qruo' Si{miply loof<{urg at the Bop'uilatiom data ar¡d percent differences between the
tú'rnee cornrnl'ssioner Ðistricts does r¡ot rneet the ímtent of t[r¡e charter.

Tlre task of ttre Districting Commissioll ís to also fook forward and try to l'¡rairet¿i,n the optimurn rperc,erit
differences between the t'hree Districts going forward, It's n,o,t specified, br¡t I ,believe til.lat's an obvious.

I frave reviewed a{l the ir'¡fcrrnation avaitable on iine {past and present agernda packets}. I don't see
wf¡ere the cornrr"lissío,n has co¡lsridered popuilatiora trends goÌiutg forward.

Yot¡ have a strong hurden tc conslder rrnaintaining "wihole voting precincts to the rnaxirnurn extent
possihle." {n 203.0 wi'len the three Cornrnisslor¡er Drstricts were cor¡s,idered last, thene was only one
precinct {Sequinr 4O4} with a population over 150û.

Today there are three precincts in District l" oven 3.5tO, six prec{racts ir¡ District 2 over 1500 and -r.€¡-J
pnecincts in Disfrict 3 over L500. I don't undenstand why tl're precincts boundaries have not been
adjusted - were not adjusted before you{" rv/n considerations began.

I understand the official federal census data was not availabie until late September - and as a result this
process has been cornpressed into a few weeks instead of eight months. Section 7:4û

Not l'raving the agenda packet availab{e priar at durir'ìg the Novernber 1-6rh regular meeting was a serious
probfem - especially knowing that last minute changes w€re proposed and were, in fact, adopted that
day' A decision was also made to reduce the planned "SpecíalCalled Meetings" frorn a total of three to
two. I am asking that you reconsíder that decision and add another Public Hearing.

Finally, I see no reason to move Lost Mountain precínct iwith only 750 population) nor to move both
Lost Mountain and Ríverside precínct {with 1.031 population}. Both are rural precincts and unlikely to
experience significant growth in the next ten years, ln fact, Lost Mountain was at733 population in



2010 and 750 today. I would suggest you consider instead moving carlsborg precinct ¡nto Dístríct z
carlsborg has recently upgraded it seurer and water sysrems givíng more opportuníty for growth. ln
fact, Carlsborg has been grcwing - frorn 990 ín 2û10 to its current population af 1171.

Moving that one precinct would rnove rnore population to Districi'Z than both fost Mountain and
Riverside cornbined - and the north-south boundaries wou{d be a little straíghter as weil.

There h¿s been some ccnsideration o-f population trends - when it r¡¿as "decided" that tption I was nût
actually ãn oplion {no forrnal vûte was tal<en}. option I - today - rneets the criteria sf se$ion 7.40.
Ëxcept we all know that District tr will continue to gl'ow, the disparity between the ciistricts will increase
and that is clearly not the best outcome.

lf you move botd^r Carlsborg precinct - looking at growtf"l - a,nd Lost to¡lountain - looking a stab¡lity - then
com¡nissioner Distr{ct 1- will be reduced i,r'l poou{ation enor.rgl'r to allow for wl-rat in the past has been the
growth centÊr to like{y rernain within tfle 5% criteria"

I have not been ahle to fiind onojected popu{at{on g,rowth fon District 2 nor Distrrict 3 ar¡d N arn not as
fan'¡iliar with that area as I a,rn Sequin-r wfrere i liv,e.

Thanks for your consdrderation,

Jennr'e Petersor¡
74a tsucN<horr¡ Rd

Sequirn WA 98382



Cline

Coycte
Diarnond Poinr
Durqeness East
ûungeness West

Millen Penins'ula

Elyrnpíc
P'o¡.t l¡Vil{iarns

Prairie Î'{ortfi
Prair,ie Souttl

&i ue¿ sià.
Sequfnrn rKltr

Sequim 40?
Sequirn 403
Sequim 404
Sequinn 405
5equirn 406
Sunland frlsrth
Sunland South

¿ Ð3t

1671

TOTAL 2S21

583

1ü3

92I

Eell Hill

Slyn
8s8

tt4Ð

Eagle

Ëtk

I'ilappy valley
Jarnestown

*ç¡-'=n€
fr4acleay

1152

1f.35

1046

1073

627

n"025

322

Com.nlssroner []rstrret I

2420

Mount Angeles

Moumt Fleasant

Port Angeiler !"Otr

Port Angefes 1O4

lCI!4

13r.8

/ 3"4

w

North

Erien

Angeles ?.05

t491
803"

Deer Park

FaÍrview

Blue Mountain
Bluffs

f4 ¡a{o

Ange{es 102
Angedes !.03

Moul6¡i¡¡ t/

It7/

roTAL 2S21

liti,l

1to 2

mouod froln

Cl';j ¡4¡a-.1

Cr¡m rniqsror¿er Diltrr ct ?

Distríct !.

tistrict 2

District 3

e@ ,qtrsrnativet ,-- f;L

34-tr5 Yo

'i..84 Yo Dist. 1 and 2
32.31Yo

% difference Ðist. 2 and 3
33.54 %

û.62 % difference Dist. 3 and 1

Forks 3O2

Freshwater Bay

Fort Angeles 111

Port Argeles 113

PonAngcles __ ;

" /o7 187f

TOTAL 2CI21

1CI19

838

1648

I
n598

533

i-

15

1826

!¡

l-53.rt

7t

Beaver

Diarnond

rks 3OL

Creek

Neah Bay

Angeles tr"l?

2to3
moved fron'l

Clallam Bay

Bry Creek

Elwha

Angeles 1û8

Ange{les LO9

A,ngeles X.1.0

Cornrnrssroner Drstrrct l

2021 Pcpulation 77,3.55



Gores, Alanna

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Dale Jarvis < dale@djconsult.net>
Monday, November 29, 2021 10:07 AM
agores@county.clallam.co.us
Ozias, Mark;Johnson, Randy; Peach, Bill; Gores, Alanna
Redistricting Commission ErrorSubject:

-*- EXTERNAL EMAIL *** This message was sent from outside our county network.

There is a serious error in the calculations listed in the Novembe r 1.6,202I Redistricting
Options.

The Clallam County Charter clearly states in Section 7.40: "Districts shall: be approximately
equal in population so that the populat¡on of the largest does not exceed that of the smallest
by more than five (5) percent."

Note that the charter says "population", NOT "population percent,,.

Currently, the difference is well over IOyo: District ! = 28,!32; District 2 = 24,351; difference =
3,781'. The difference is L5.5% of District 2 is the denominator. The difference is L3.4% if
District 1 is the denominator.

The report lists a difference of 4.9yo, butthís isthe "poputation percent" difference, notthe
"popu latíon" difference.

All subsequent options in the report are well outside the charter requirements and thus illegal.
Failure to address this problem will constitute a víolation of the County Charter and open the
county up to legal action.

Please ensure that this email is routed to the proper parties.

Thank you.

Dale Jarvis
Da je Jarvis, CPA.retireC

{rn) 206 714-77 tA
dale@diconsult.net

1
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Clallam County

Redistricting
202r

Redistricting Preliminary S election
From 29 November,202l

For Hearing 13 December,2}2l
Revised Map of District I and 2 Boundary

Districting Masters
Don Corson

Gene H. Unger



Preliminary Selection

November 29,2O2L

After a thorough review of several alternatives and consideration of significant public input, the
Redistricting Commission has selected the alternative díscussed below as preferred. Additional
public comment regarding this alternative will be taken thorugh December 13. lf the
Redistricting Commission continues to believe this alternative to be the best one ih light of all
Clallarn County Charter requirements, the Redistricting Commission will forward this
recommendation to the Clallam County Commissioners for adoption.

Preliminary Selection

Please see attached maps and precínct tables for orientation.

Carlsborg, Lost Mountain and Riverside precincts would be moved from Commissioner District 1

to Commissioner District 2. Port Angeles precinct 106 would be moved from Commissioner
District 2 to Commissioner District 3.

Selection Rationale

Commissioner District boundaries are required to be reviewed after every ten-year federal
census. Boundaries are to hold for ten years, The Clallam County Charter identifies in Section
7.40 the criteria for review and modifications if needed. These criteria are: each Commissioner
District must be within 5% of each other in population; the boundaries are to be generally
north-south; precincts should be continuous; and precincts should be intact. Of these, the
Charter indicates a priority be given to population equity.

Preliminary District Commissioner boundary changes would comply with Charter requirements
and especially the below 5% population difference between districts. (See attached Table) The
proposed district populations would range between 25,180 to 26,099 and the percentage
difference between districts would range between .860/o and 3.650/o.



Cline

Coyote

Diamond Point
Dungeness East

Dungeness West
Eagle

Elk

Happy Valley

Jamestown

Macleay
Miller Peninsula

Olympic
Port Williams

Prairie North
Prairie South

Sequim 401
Sequim 402

Sequim 403

Sequim 404

Sequim 405

Sequim 406
Sunland North

Sunland South

TOTAL 2021 25,r80

1

92

62

BellHill
Blyn

583

839

678

982

t642
1501

1671
1254

1152

r.135

1045

IO73

1025

322
811

807

Commissioner District 1

Mount Pleasant

O'Brien
Port Angeles 101

Port Angeles 102

Port Angeles 103

Port Angeles 107

Robin Hill

TOTAL 202].

1

7827

lleview North

6

t2
13

78

onterra

Angeles

1to 2

moved from

1074

1643

t49t
801

635

1058

1064

1196

2082

1899

t125

117t
750

1031

Carlsborg

Lost Mountain
Riverside

Blue Mountain
Bluffs

Deer Park

Fairview

Angeles 104

Angeles 105

Commissioner District 2

2020 Population bv Preclnct Alternative C Preliminarv Selection

3.65 %

0.86 %

2.76 %

25,718

District L and 2

District 2 and 3

District 3 and 1

Clallam Bay

Dry Creek

Elwha

Forks 301

Forks 302

Freshwater Bay

Neah Bay

Port Angeles 108

Port Angeles 109

Port Angeles 110

Port Angeles L11

Port Angeles L12

Port Angeles 113

Precinct moved from
D¡str¡ct 2 to 3

Port Angeles 106

TOTAL 2021 25,876

Sun

t

T

Beaver

ack Diamond

dison Creek

15

1019

666

838

1648

1501

1453

533

1752
1515

L826

7!7
463

Commissioner District 3

2021 Population 77,755
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Clallam County
Redistricting

2021

Redistricting Preliminary Selection
From 29 Novemb er,202l

For Hearing 13 December,2l2l

Districting Masters
Don Corson

Gene H. Unger

agores
Typewritten Text

agores
Typewritten Text

agores
Typewritten Text
Packet originally submitted 
when agenda was posted.
Maps have been updated. 
See new updated packet.
12-13-21



Preliminary Selection

November 29,2O2L

After a thorough review of several alternatives and consideration of significant publlc input, the
Redistricting Commission has selected the alternative discussed below as preferred. Additional
public comment regarding this alternative will be taken thorugh December 13. lf the
Redistricting Commission continues to believe this alternative to be the best one ¡n l¡ght of all
Clallam County Charter requirements, the Redistricting Commission willforward this
recommendation to the clallam county commissioners for adoption.

Preliminary Selection

Please see attached maps and precinct tables for orientation.

Carlsborg, Lost Mountain and Riverside precincts would be moved from Commissioner District 1
to Commissioner District 2. Port Angeles precinct 106 would be moved from Commissioner
D¡strict 2 to Commissioner Distríct 3.

Selection Rationale

Commissioner District boundaries are required to be reviewed after every ten-year federal
census' Boundaries are to hold for ten years, The Clallam County Charter identifies in Section
7.40 the criteria for review and modifications if needed. These criteria are: each Commissioner
District must be within SYo ol each other in population; the boundaries are to be generally
north-south; precincts should be continuous; and precíncts should be intact. Of these, the
Charter indicates a priority be given to population equity.

Preliminary District Commissioner boundary changes would comply with Charter requirements
and especially the below 5% population difference between districts. (See attached Table) The
proposed district populations would range between 25,180 to 26,099 and the percentage
difference between dístricts would range between .860/o and 3.650/o.
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Sunland South

92

TOTAL 2021 25,1"

T2

t1.52

11

t

BellHill
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LL A

322

811

807

839

678

982

1.309

7046

7073

t642
1501

Commissioner District 1

Belleview North
Blue Mountain

O'Brien

Port Angeles 101

Port Angeles 102

Port Angeles 103

Port Angeles 107

Robin Hill

Carlsborg
Lost Mountain
Riversíde

TOTAL202L 26,

1t25
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1031
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L82
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ount Angeles
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District 1to 2
moved from

1091

635

1058

1064

2082
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1309
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Deer Park

Fairview

Monterra

Angeles 104

Angeles 105
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1491

Commissioner District 2

2020 Population bv Precinct Alternative C Preliminarv Selection

3.65 %

4.86 %

2.76 yo

25,7L8

District 1 and 2

District 2 and 3

District 3 and 1

2A2A

Madison Creek

Neah Bay

Port Angeles 108

Port Angeles 109

Port Angeles 112

Port Angeles 113
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Port Angeles 106

TOTAL2021 25,
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Beaver

Black Diamond
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Dry Creek

Elwha

Forks 3O1

Forks 302
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7L7
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Commissioner District 3

2021 Population 77,155
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D¡stricti ng Com m ission

Draft Resolution



1

DISTRICTING COMMISSION RESOLUTION . 2021

SELECTION OF THE FINAL DISTRICI-ING PLAN AS SUBMITTED BY THE
DISTRICNNG MASTER(S) AND APPROVED BY THE DISTRICTING COMMISSION

THE BOARD OF CLALLAM COUNTY COMMISSIONERS finds as foilows:

Resolution 6,202L appointed Walter W. Livingston, Ernest J. Teichert, Bradley J. Collins, Beverly
Hetrick-Oosterveld and James F. McEntire, Jr. to the Districting Commission in accordance with
Clallam County Charter Section 7.40.

2. The Commission entered into an agreement with Gene H. Unger nald L. Corson on April 26,
202I to pertorm the duties of Districting Master.

3. The Districting Commission held a series of public heari
tB, 202L to take public comment on the proposed Districting Masters

4. The Districting Commission fulfilled its duties ds Final
Districting Plan as presented by the Districting s)

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Commissioners, in consideration of
the above findings of fact:

1. The Districting Commission approves as Districting Plan attached

2. The Districting Commission requests Plan to the Board of
Commissioners and Cou inistrator Commissioner duties and
Districting Master com

3. The Dístricting are , their task has been completed.

PASSED AND ADOPTED

202I and November

1

CLALLAM COUNTY DISTRICTING COMMISSION

Ernest J. Teichert, Chair

ATTEST:

Loni Gores, CMC,

Clerk

J:\public\422 Committees and Organizations\Districting Commission\2021\Resolution\Districting Commission Resolution fìnal
plan.docx
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