AIZ County Supervisors

Vil

2016 State Legislative Races - Unofficial Results

Updated November 9, 2016

District |Demographics Office Candidates” Party [ Percentage

Senate |Karen Fann* REP 100%

. . . |House |Peter Pierson DEM 18.69%

District 1| Y2Vapal County, Norhern part of Maricopa County (New River, Noel Campbel® REP | 3852%

' ' David Stringer REP 36.12%

Haryaksha Gregor Knauer |GRN 6.67%

Senate |Andrea Dalessandro* DEM 57.72%

Shelley Kais REP 42.28%

District 2 Santa Cruz County, East Pima County House |Rosanna Gabald6n* DEM 34.58%

Daniel Hernandez DEM 33.79%

John Christopher Ackerley* |REP 31.62%

Senate |Olivia Cajero Bedford* DEM 100%

I . House |Sally Ann Gonzales* DEM 49.62%
District 3 Pima County (Southwest Tucson .

y( ) Macario Saldate* DEM 38.30%

Edward J. "Trey" Cizek IlI GRN 12.09%

. : Senate |Lisa Otondo* DEM 100%

District 4 South Yuma Ct():L:)nut?]/,t WSecS)L;w:s?siL:]r;tlyéiﬁrL::hweSt Maricopa House |Charlene R. Fernandez* DEM 51.96%

Y. Y Jesus Rubalcava DEM 48.04%

Senate |Sonny Borrelli* REP 100%

House |Beth Weisser DEM 16.06%

District 5 La Paz County, most of Mohave County Regina Cobb* REP 37.89%

Paul Mosley REP 39.21%

Leo Biasiucci GRN 6.84%

* Current Member ~ ~ Former Member  *Write In Prepared by the County Supervisors Association

11/9/2016



AIZ County Supervisors

Vil

2016 State Legislative Races - Unofficial Results

Updated November 9, 2016

District |Demographics Office Candidates” Party [ Percentage
Senate |Sylvia Allen* REP 50.67%

S 5
N Parts of Coconino County (Flagstaff), Navajo County, Gila County Nikki Che'ck Bagley OEN 49.33%
District 6 (Payson), and Yavapai County (Cottonwood and Camp Verde) House | Alex Martinez DEV 31.69%
yson), P y P Brenda Barton” REP 33.67%
Bob Thorpe* REP 34.64%
Parts of Mohave County, Coconino County, Navajo County, Senate |Jamescita Peshlakai DEM 100%
District 7 |Apache County, Gila County, Graham County and Pinal County House |Eric Descheenie DEM 52.59%
(includes the Navajo Reservation and San Carlos Reservation) Wenona Benally DEM 47.41%
Senate |Barbara McGuire* DEM 47.43%
Frank Pratt* REP 52.57%
District 8 Most of Pinal County, part of Gila County House |Carmen Casillas DEM 30.01%
David Cook REP 35.86%
Thomas '"T. J." Shope* REP 34.13%
Senate |Steve Farley* DEM 100%
L . " . —_ House |Randall Friese* DEM 37.23%
District 9 Pima County (North Tucson "Catalina Foothills") ek Foe s D DEM 32.94%
Ana Henderson REP 29.84%
Senate |David Bradley* DEM 53.93%
Randall Phelps REP 46.07%
District 10 Pima County (East Tucson "Tanque Verde") House |Stefanie Mach* DEM 33.22%
Kirsten Engel DEM 33.60%
Todd A. Clodfelter REP 33.19%

* Current Member ~ ~ Former Member  *Write In Prepared by the County Supervisors Association

11/9/2016



AIZ County Supervisors

Vil

2016 State Legislative Races - Unofficial Results
Updated November 9,

2016

District |Demographics Office Candidates” Party [ Percentage
Senate |Ralph Atchue DEM 41.07%

Steve Smith* REP 58.93%

District 11 North Pima County, Pinal County (Casa Grande; Maricopa) House |Corin Hammond DEM 29.82%
Mark Finchem* REP 36.26%

Venden "Vince" Leach* REP 33.93%

Senate |Elizabeth Brown DEM 36.64%

District 12 Southeast Maricopa County (Gilbert; Queen Creek), North Pinal Warren Petersen* REP 63.36%
County House |Eddie Farnsworth* REP 50.45%

Travis Grantham REP 49.55%

Senate |Steve Montenegro* REP 100%

District 13 Northern Yuma County, Northwest Maricopa County (Litchfield [House |[lisha Graves DEM 23.00%
Park) Darin Mitchell* REP 37.61%

Don Shooter* REP 39.39%

Senate |Jaime Alvarez DEM 37.46%

Gail Griffin* REP 62.54%

District 14 Cochise County, East Pima County, South Graham County, House |Mike Holmes DEM 18.44%
Greenlee County Jason Lindstrom DEM 17.98%

Becky Nutt REP 31.03%

Drew John REP 32.55%

Senate |Nancy Barto* REP 62.47%

Tonya K. MacBeth DEM 37.53%

District 15| Section of Maricopa County (North Phoenix; North Scottsdale) [House |Brandon Dwyer DEM 25.06%
John Allen* REP 34.82%

Heather Carter* REP 40.12%

* Current Member  ~ Former Member

AWrite In Prepared by the County Supervisors Association

11/9/2016



AIZ County Supervisors

Vil

2016 State Legislative Races - Unofficial Results

Updated November 9, 2016

District |Demographics Office Candidates” Party [ Percentage
Senate |Scott Prior DEM 35.57%

David Farnsworth* REP 64.43%

District 16 Section of Maricopa County (East Mesa; Apache Junction), House |Cara Prior DEM 16.40%
Section of Pinal County (Gold Canyon) Sharon Stinard DEM 17.35%

Doug Coleman* REP 33.09%

Kelly Townsend* REP 33.16%

Senate [Steven Weichert DEM 43.55%

Steve Yarbrough* REP 56.45%

District 17 Maricopa County (Chandler and Sun lakes) House |Jennifer Pawlik DEM 30.72%
J.D. Mesnard* REP 33.36%

Jeff Weninger* REP 35.92%

Senate |Sean Bowie DEM 51.50%

Frank Schmuck REP 48.50%

_ . ) House |Denise "Mitzi" Epstein DEM 30.61%
District 18 Maricopa County (Ahwatukee; South Tempe) Bob Robson® REP 57 76%
Jill Norgaard* REP 29.30%

Linda Macias GRN 12.33%

Senate |Lupe Chavira Contreras* DEM 100%

District 19| Maricopa County (Southwest Phoenix metro; Tollison; Avondale) |House |Mark A. Cardenas* DEM 47.37%
Diego Espinoza* DEM 52.63%

Senate |Larry Herrera DEM 36.69%

Doug Quelland IND 13.19%

N . . Kimberly Yee* REP 50.12%
District 20 Maricopa County (Northwest Phoenix; Glendale) House |Christopher Gilfillan DEM 31.08%
Paul Boyer* REP 34.70%

Anthony Kern* REP 34.22%

* Current Member ~ ~ Former Member  *Write In Prepared by the County Supervisors Association

11/9/2016



AIZ County Supervisors

Vil

2016 State Legislative Races - Unofficial Results
Updated November 9,

2016

District |Demographics Office Candidates” Party [ Percentage
Senate |Debbie Lesko* REP 100%

N . ) o . House |Deanna Rasmussen-Lacotta|DEM 27.38%
District 21 Maricopa County (Northwest Valley; Sun City; El Mirage) Tony RGO REP 35579
Kevin Payne REP 37.05%

Senate [Michael Muscato DEM 35.40%

Judy M. Burges* REP 64.60%

District 22 Pima (Northwest valley; Peoria; Sun City West) House |Manuel Hernandez DEM 22.54%
David Livingston* REP 40.15%

Phil Lovas* REP 37.32%

Senate |John Kavanagh* REP 100%

N . L . House |Tammy Capulti DEM 26.02%
District 23| Northeast Maricopa county (Fountain Hills; Rio Verde; Scottsdale) T Lo REP 35 80%
Michelle Ugenti-Rita* REP 38.19%

Senate |Katie Hobbs* DEM 100%

District 24 Maricopa County (West Central Phoenix) House |Lela Alston* DEM 50.70%
Ken Clark* DEM 49.30%

Senate |Bob Worsley* REP 100%

L . House |Kathleen Rahn DEM 24.07%
District 25 East Maricopa County (Mesa) Russell W Bowers® REP 36.11%
Michelle Udall REP 39.82%

Senate |Juan Mendez* DEM 100%

House |lIsela Blanc DEM 31.92%

District 26|East Maricopa County (Tempe; Mesa; Salt River Reservation) Athena Salman DEM 33.11%
Steven Adkins REP 23.45%

Cara Nicole Truijillo GRN 11.52%

* Current Member

A Former Member  *Write In Prepared by the County Supervisors Association

11/9/2016



AIZ County Supervisors

Vil

2016 State Legislative Races - Unofficial Results

Updated November 9, 2016

District |Demographics Office Candidates” Party [ Percentage
Senate |Catherine Miranda* DEM 80.99%

District 27 South Maricopa County (South Phoenix; Gila River Indian Angel Torres GRN 19.01%
Reservation) House |Reginald Bolding* DEM 42.47%

Rebecca Rios* DEM 57.53%

Senate |Eric Meyer* DEM 49.55%

Kate Brophy McGee* REP 50.45%

District 28 Maricopa County (North Phoenix; Paradise Valley) House |Kelli Butler DEM 35.70%
Mary Hamway REP 31.41%

Maria Syms REP 32.89%

Senate |Martin J. Quezada* DEM 66.38%

Crystal Nuttle REP 33.62%

District 29 Maricopa County (West Glendale) House |Richard Andrade* DEM 34.73%
Cesar Chavez DEM 40.75%

John Wilson REP 24.52%

Senate |Robert Meza* DEM 64.87%

John Lyon REP 35.13%

District 30 Maricopa County (Central Phoenix) House |Ray Martinez DEM 37.50%
Otoniel "Tony" Navarrete DEM 37.03%

Gary Leon Cox REP 25.47%

* Current Member  ~ Former Member

AWrite In Prepared by the County Supervisors Association

11/9/2016



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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FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
TRUE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
TRUE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
TRUE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE

FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
TRUE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE



REP

REP

REP

REP

DEM

REP

28.8% 36.8% 34.4%| 8.0%
B

28.9% 37.7% 33.4%| 8.8%
DEM REP Other

B

23.0% 44.9% 32.1%( 21.9%
[ R .

21.7% 45.2% 33.1%| 23.5%
B

39.1% 24.8% 36.1%| 14.3%
B B

22.7% 45.9% 31.4%| 23.2%

[cNeoNeoNoNoNoNoNeol JleololeolNolNeoNololNeoNoNol NelloNeololoNeol JeoleololoNeol JloNeleololNelNolNoNeoNoloNoNolNoNolNololNolNolNolNolNolNo]

FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
TRUE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
TRUE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
TRUE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE

FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
TRUE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE



DEM

DEM

REP

DEM

DEM

DEM REP Other

B

33.0% 25.8% 41.1%( 7.2%
] E

47.8% 14.6% 37.6%| 33.2%
B

29.2% 40.2% 30.6%| 11.0%
DEM REP Other

B

39.5% 21.5% 39.0%( 18.0%
B

38.6% 24.0% 37.4%| 14.6%

meNeoNoNeoNoNeol NeolloleololNoNeoNolNoNoNol NeolloleolNeolNoNoNolNoNeol JleoleoleoloNeololNoNeololNoNolNolNoNolNolNeNel

FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
TRUE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE

FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
TRUE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
TRUE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
FALSE
TRUE






LD

Total

O~NO OIS WNPE

Max Population
Min Population

Diffrence

AMR

=
NNOOOOODOWUOPRA,NNFLONNDWWH

(=Y
o

-
NEF, OF O01TO O 01O 01

159

25073
34832
39291
30048
26682
31709
62954
30736
40668
40232
30345
25243
23055
35864
26856
26365
31126
38858
25914
30767
32819
29290
31394
31042
28608
28004
32546
33095
24075
23458

950,949

[DEM " JGRN |LB

227
101
336

81
119
318
117

94
365
268
130
123

64
175
131
137
142
258

58
159

98

93
141
262
171
288

95
173

56
103

4,883

854
560
688
410
557
873
719
427
824
794
687
812
489
601
834
729
802
1087
663
846
620
579
809
897
850
1057
577
943
962
857

22,407

[REERN| OTH
60515 41557
20827 27396
14206 24475
18636 26656
48114 43111
43612 36367
23104 31657
24310 28662
37516 31895
37566 31532
44843 36104
59352 40563
39051 31877
49261 38588
51722 37930
45098 43571
49319 44287
50372 45013
13494 26411
41678 35716
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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