NIZ County Supervisors
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2016 Board of Supervisors: Unofficial General Election Results
Updated November 9, 2016

County District Candidate Party Percentage
1 Joe Shirley, Jr.* DEM 94.85
2 Alton Joe Shepherd DEM 74.42
Apache County 2 Davidson Lincoln REP 10.4
2 Harry Gorman, Jr. IND 14.92
3 Gary Davis DEM 48.53
3 John Doyel Shamley REP 51.17
1 Pat Call* REP 100
Cochise County 2 Ann English* DEM 59.63
2 Dominic Moots REP 40.37
3 David Pinar DEM 31.27
3 Peggy Judd REP 68.72
1 Art Babbott* IND 99.13
2 Elizabeth “Liz" Archuleta* DEM 70.08
2 Bruce Sall REP 29.7
3 Matt Ryan* DEM 57.36
Coconino County 3 Christine Gannon REP 42.49
4 Janis Crosman DEM 49.75
4 Jim Parks REP 50.1
5 Lena Fowler* DEM 98.97
1 Tommie Cline Martin* REP 99.5
2 Michael Pastor* DEM 46.04
Gila County 2 Tim Humphrey REP 53.96
3 John D. Marcanti* DEM 48.56
3 Woody Cline REP 51.12
1 Paul Roger David DEM 51.36
Graham County 1 Jarom Lunt REP 48.5
2 James A. "Jim" Palmer* REP 98.04
3 Danny Smith* REP 98.94
1 David Gomez* DEM 51.51
1 Shane Dunagan IND 48.48
Greenlee County 2 Ron S. Campbell* IND 100
3 Robert Corbell* IND 36.62
3 Richard Lunt IND 63.38
1 Mesena Gilbert DEM 45.83
1 D.L. Wilson* REP 54.17
2 Duce Minor REP 67.99
La Paz County 2 Lucas Marler IND 31.96
3 Holly Irwin* REP 65.18
3 Gary Zakrajsek IND 34.82

*Current Supervisor

Highlighted=winner

Prepared by the County Supervisors Association

11/9/2016



AIZ County Supervisors
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2016 Board of Supervisors: Unofficial General Election Results

Updated November 9, 2016

County District Candidate Party Percentage

1 Matthew Cerra DEM 46.82

1 Denny Barney* REP 53.18

Maricopa County 2 Steve Chucri* REP 100
3 Bill Gates REP 100

4 Clint Hickman* REP 100

5 Steve Gallardo* DEM 100

1 Janice Palmer DEM 25.21

1 Gary Watson* REP 74.79

Mohave County 2 Hildy Angius* REP 100
3 Buster Johnson* REP 63.56

3 Cassandra Mooneyham IND 36.44

4 Jean Bishop* REP 100

5 Steven Moss* REP 100

1 Lee Jack, Sr. DEM 71.61

1 Robert K. Black* REP 28.11

2 Jesse Thompson* DEM 98.49

Navajo County 3 Jason E. Whiting* REP 98.63
4 Steve Williams* REP 98.91

5 Dawnafe Whitesinger* DEM 98.04

1 Brian Bickel DEM 46.5

1 Ally Miller* REP 53.49

2 Ramon O. Valadez* DEM 100

3 Sharon Bronson* DEM 51.94

Pima County 3 Kimberly A. Demarco REP 48.05
4 Steve Christy REP 72.9

4 Josh Reilly GRN 27.1

5 Richard Elias* DEM 78.82

5 Martin Bastidas GRN 21.17

1 Pete Rios* DEM 54.15

Pinal County 1 Tom Sorensen REP 45.85
2 Mike Goodman REP 100

3 Steve Miller* REP 100

4 Anthony Smith* REP 100

5 Todd House* REP 100

*Current Supervisor

Highlighted=winner

Prepared by the County Supervisors Association

11/9/2016



1z County supervisors 2016 Board of Supervisors: Unofficial General Election Results 11/9/2016
' ' s Updated November 9, 2016

County District Candidate Party Percentage
1 Manuel "Manny" Ruiz* DEM 77.45
1 Mike Melendez REP 21.93
2 Rudy "Bugs" Molera* DEM 96.77
Santa Cruz County 3 Bruce Bracker DEM 56.02
3 Jose Acufia “Mucho “ Martinez REP 20.21
3 Dean Davis IND 9.17
3 Charlie Montoy IND 14.42
1 Rowle P. Simmons* REP 98.18
2 Thomas Thurman* REP 98.92
Yavapai County 3 Randy Garrison REP 98.2
4 Craig Brown* REP 98.72
5 Jack R. Smith* REP 99.04
1 Martin Porchas DEM 100
2 Russell McCloud* REP 100
Yuma County 3 Darren Simmons REP 68.87
3 Sandy Kamei Harrison* DEM 31.13
4 Marco A. "Tony" Reyes* DEM 100
5 Lynne Pancrazi DEM 54.35
5 Connie Uribe REP 45.65

*Current Supervisor

Highlighted=winner

Prepared by the County Supervisors Association



Final Legislative Districts - Approved 1/17/12 - Compact

District Compactness Competitiveness Index 2 Competitiveness |
Reock  Perimeter Polsby- Ave. DEM Ave. DEM
Popper Ave.REP % % Diff Ave. REP % %
1 0.46 545.11 0.34 66.4% 33.6% 32.8% 67.6% 32.4%
2 0.51 336.82 0.28 42.8% 57.2% 14.4% 40.8% 59.2%
3 0.48 69.83 0.35 31.0% 69.0% 38.0% 29.4% 70.6%
4 0.29 782.51 0.24 45.5% 54.5% 9.0% 42.9% 57.1%
5 0.25 1027.87 0.20] 65.6% 34.4% 31.2% 64.6% 35.4%
6 0.32 1072.94 0.11 54.7% 45.3% 9.4% 55.3% 44.7%
7 0.40 1781.57 0.15 36.3% 63.7% 27.4% 32.9% 67.1%
8 0.37 482.89 0.23 51.3% 48.7% 2.6% 48.5% 51.5%
9 0.38 58.26 0.34 46.7% 53.3% 6.6% 46.9% 53.1%
10 0.47 72.46 0.24 48.0% 52.0% 4.0% 47.8% 52.2%
11 0.26 376.07 0.17 58.7% 41.3% 17.4% 58.5% 41.5%
12 0.34 68.30 0.35 66.1% 33.9% 32.2% 67.2% 32.8%
13 0.29 509.56 0.28 64.7% 35.3% 29.4% 63.8% 36.2%
14 0.44 676.02 0.34 60.6% 39.4% 21.2% 59.3% 40.7%
15 0.39 75.37 0.33 61.5% 38.5% 23.0% 62.5% 37.5%
16 0.54 76.18 0.43 61.2% 38.8% 22.4% 61.5% 38.5%
17 0.48 40.05 0.53 57.9% 42.1% 15.8% 58.8% 41.2%
18 0.23 50.22 0.30 51.5% 48.5% 3.0% 52.9% 47.1%
19 0.38 69.22 0.28 37.1% 62.9% 25.8% 35.8% 64.2%
20 0.37 37.31 0.39 56.6% 43.4% 13.2% 56.4% 43.6%
21 0.62 39.88 0.51 57.8% 42.2% 15.6% 57.4% 42.6%
22 0.49 109.42 0.34 63.9% 36.1% 27.8% 64.6% 35.4%
23 0.42 228.33 0.30 62.0% 38.0% 24.0% 63.9% 36.1%
24 0.25 43.78 0.25 38.4% 61.6% 23.2% 38.5% 61.5%
25 0.30 57.85 0.29 64.6% 35.4% 29.2% 65.3% 34.7%
26 0.27 85.80 0.21 41.9% 58.1% 16.2% 42.6% 57.4%
27 0.45 121.81 0.22 27.4% 72.6% 45.2% 26.1% 73.9%
28 0.56 50.69 0.38 54.8% 45.2% 9.6% 55.8% 44.2%
29 0.33 37.11 0.42 39.4% 60.6% 21.2% 38.0% 62.0%
30 0.34 31.10 0.41 42.6% 57.4% 14.8% 41.2% 58.8%
9014.31

Index 2: Average of 2008 and 2010, each year weighted equally
Index 3: Average of 2008, 2010 and % of major party Registration, each of the three components weighted equa
Index 4: Average of 2004, 2006, 2008 and 2010, each year weighted equally
Index 5: Average of 2004, 2006, 2008, 2010 and % of major party registration, each component weighted equall

District Competitiveness Index 6 Competitiveness Index 7 Competitiveness Index 8
Ave. DEM Ave. DEM Ave. DEM
Ave. REP % % Diff Ave. REP % % Diff Ave. REP % % Diff
1 65.9% 34.1% 31.8% 66.7% 33.3% 33.4% 65.8% 34.2% 31.6%
2 43.6% 56.4% 12.8% 42.2% 57.8% 15.6% 43.2% 56.8% 13.6%
3 31.8% 68.2% 36.4% 30.6% 69.4% 38.8% 31.3% 68.7% 37.4%
4 46.3% 53.7% 7.4% 44.6% 55.4% 10.8% 45.8% 54.2% 8.4%
5 64.2% 35.8% 28.4% 63.9% 36.1% 27.8% 64.5% 35.5% 29.0%
6 53.7% 46.3% 7.4% 54.3% 45.7% 8.6% 53.8% 46.2% 7.6%
7 37.1% 62.9% 25.8% 34.9% 65.1% 30.2% 36.5% 63.5% 27.0%
8 51.4% 48.6% 2.8% 49.7% 50.3% 0.6% 51.1% 48.9% 2.2%
9 46.7% 53.3% 6.6% 46.8% 53.2% 6.4% 46.4% 53.6% 7.2%
10 48.0% 52.0% 4.0% 47.9% 52.1% 4.2% 47.8% 52.2% 4.4%




11 58.4% 41.6% 16.8% 58.3% 41.7% 16.6% 58.3% 41.7% 16.6%

12 66.6% 33.4% 33.2% 67.2% 32.8% 34.4% 66.2% 33.8% 32.4%

13 64.7% 35.3% 29.4% 64.1% 35.9% 28.2% 64.5% 35.5% 29.0%

14 60.5% 39.5% 21.0% 59.8% 40.2% 19.6% 60.3% 39.7% 20.6%

15 62.0% 38.0% 24.0% 62.5% 37.5% 25.0% 61.5% 38.5% 23.0%

16 61.5% 38.5% 23.0% 61.6% 38.4% 23.2% 61.1% 38.9% 22.2%

17 58.8% 41.2% 17.6% 59.2% 40.8% 18.4% 58.2% 41.8% 16.4%
18 52.3% 47.7% 4.6% 53.0% 47.0% 6.0% 51.7% 48.3% 3.4%
19 41.2% 58.8% 17.6% 39.6% 60.4% 20.8% 39.6% 60.4% 20.8%
20 57.5% 42.5% 15.0% 57.2% 42.8% 14.4% 56.9% 43.1% 13.8%
21 58.3% 41.7% 16.6% 58.0% 42.0% 16.0% 57.9% 42.1% 15.8%
22 63.2% 36.8% 26.4% 63.8% 36.2% 27.6% 63.2% 36.8% 26.4%

23 61.8% 38.2% 23.6% 62.9% 37.1% 25.8% 61.6% 38.4% 23.2%

24 40.1% 59.9% 19.8% 39.8% 60.2% 20.4% 39.2% 60.8% 21.6%

25 65.1% 34.9% 30.2% 65.5% 34.5% 31.0% 64.6% 35.4% 29.2%

26 44.3% 55.7% 11.4% 44.2% 55.8% 11.6% 43.2% 56.8% 13.6%
27 29.3% 70.7% 41.4% 28.1% 71.9% 43.8% 28.5% 71.5% 43.0%
28 55.4% 44.6% 10.8% 55.9% 44.1% 11.8% 54.8% 45.2% 9.6%
29 43.0% 57.0% 14.0% 41.4% 58.6% 17.2% 41.5% 58.5% 17.0%
30 45.0% 55.0% 10.0% 43.7% 56.3% 12.6% 43.9% 56.1% 12.2%

Index 6: Average of 2004, 2006, 2008 and 2010, each year weighted equally, Races where one candidate received more than 60% of the 2-
Index 7: Average of 2004, 2006, 2008, 2010, and major party registration, each year weighted equally, Races where one candidate receive«
Index 8: 1/3 2010, 1/3 2008, and 1/6 2004, and 1/6 2006, Races where one candidate received more than 60% of the 2-way vote removed
Index 9: 1/4 2010, 1/4 2008, 1/8 2006, 1/8 2004, and 1/4 major party registration, Races where one candidate received more than 60% of



ness and Competitiveness Measures

Competitiveness Index 4 Competitiveness Index 5
Ave. DEM Ave. DEM
Ave. REP % % Diff Ave. REP % % Diff
35.2% 67.2% 32.8% 34.4% 67.8% 32.2% 35.6%
18.4% 45.9% 54.1% 8.2% 44.1% 55.9% 11.8%
41.2% 35.0% 65.0% 30.0% 33.2% 66.8% 33.6%
14.2% 48.6% 51.4% 2.8% 46.4% 53.6% 7.2%
29.2% 65.4% 34.6% 30.8% 64.9% 35.1% 29.8%
10.6% 55.9% 44.1% 11.8% 56.0% 44.0% 12.0%
34.2% 39.6% 60.4% 20.8% 37.0% 63.0% 26.0%
3.0% 53.1% 46.9% 6.2% 51.1% 48.9% 2.2%
6.2% 49.5% 50.5% 1.0% 49.1% 50.9% 1.8%
4.4% 50.7% 49.3% 1.4% 50.1% 49.9% 0.2%
17.0% 60.3% 39.7% 20.6% 59.9% 40.1% 19.8%

34.4% 68.3% 31.7% 36.6% 68.6% 31.4% 37.2%
27.6% 65.9% 34.1% 31.8% 65.1% 34.9% 30.2%
18.6% 61.7% 38.3% 23.4% 60.7% 39.3% 21.4%
25.0% 63.8% 36.2% 27.6% 64.0% 36.0% 28.0%
23.0% 63.2% 36.8% 26.4% 63.0% 37.0% 26.0%
17.6% 60.8% 39.2% 21.6% 60.8% 39.2% 21.6%

5.8% 55.0% 45.0% 10.0% 55.1% 44.9% 10.2%
28.4% 43.6% 56.4% 12.8% 41.5% 58.5% 17.0%
12.8% 59.4% 40.6% 18.8% 58.7% 41.3% 17.4%
14.8% 59.9% 40.1% 19.8% 59.2% 40.8% 18.4%
29.2% 64.8% 35.2% 29.6% 65.0% 35.0% 30.0%
27.8% 63.6% 36.4% 27.2% 64.4% 35.6% 28.8%
23.0% 43.0% 57.0% 14.0% 42.2% 57.8% 15.6%
30.6% 66.6% 33.4% 33.2% 66.7% 33.3% 33.4%
14.8% 47.1% 52.9% 5.8% 46.5% 53.5% 7.0%
47.8% 32.1% 67.9% 35.8% 30.4% 69.6% 39.2%
11.6% 57.6% 42.4% 15.2% 57.6% 42.4% 15.2%
24.0% 45.0% 55.0% 10.0% 43.1% 56.9% 13.8%
17.6% 47.2% 52.8% 5.6% 45.4% 54.6% 9.2%

Competitiveness Index 9 All Registration Reg 2-Way

Ave. DEM
. REP % % Diff % DEM % REP % OTH % REP % DEM
66.9% 33.1% 33.8% 20.2% 47.1% 32.7% 70.0% 30.0%
41.6% 58.4% 16.8% 42.3% 24.5% 33.2% 36.7% 63.3%
30.0% 70.0% 40.0% 50.1% 17.7% 32.2% 26.1% 73.9%
43.8% 56.2% 12.4% 40.4% 24.5% 35.1% 37.8% 62.2%
64.1% 35.9% 28.2% 23.7% 39.7% 36.6% 62.6% 37.4%

54.5% 45.5% 9.0% 29.0% 37.8% 33.1% 56.6% 43.4%
34.0% 66.0% 32.0% 53.8% 19.3% 26.9% 26.4% 73.6%
49.0% 51.0% 2.0% 38.1% 28.5% 33.4% 42.8% 57.2%
46.6% 53.4% 6.8% 37.0% 33.2% 29.9% 47.3% 52.7%

47.7% 52.3% 4.6% 37.0% 33.5% 29.5% 47.5% 52.5%
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37516 31895
37566 31532
44843 36104
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39051 31877
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44019 39016
59472 41739
67436 49151
20833 27878
59076 39967
22850 35669
10352 25661
48204 33411
13464 23610
15064 22057
1,133,366 1,041,527




TOTAL % of Statewide Voter Pop Diffrence between D&R

128,230 4.07% 35,442
83,719 2.65% 14,005
78,999 2.51% 25,085
75,835 2.40% 11,412

118,585 3.76% 21,432

112,881 3.58% 11,903

118,551 3.76% 39,850
84,230 2.67% 6,426

111,275 3.53% 3,152

110,399 3.50% 2,666

112,113 3.56% 14,498

126,099 4.00% 34,109
94,541 3.00% 15,996

124,497 3.95% 13,397

117,479 3.73% 24,866

115,909 3.68% 18,733

125,685 3.99% 18,193

135,600 4.30% 11,514
66,542 2.11% 12,420

109,176 3.46% 10,911

116,577 3.70% 11,200

131,179 4.16% 30,182

148,936 4.72% 36,042
80,918 2.57% 10,209

128,688 4.08% 30,468
87,873 2.79% 5,154
69,232 2.20% 22,194

115,834 3.67% 15,109
62,168 1.97% 10,611
61,541 1.95% 8,394

3,153,291

148,936 4.72%

61,541 1.95%

87,395
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