Print
Washtenaw County - Apportionment Commission Public Input - Submission
#11422
Date Submitted: 10/26/2021
Washtenaw County Apportionment Commission
Per MCL 46.401, the Washtenaw County Apportionment Commission must meet "within 60 days after the publication of the
latest United States official decennial census figures, the county apportionment commission in each county of this state shall
apportion the county into not less than 5 nor more than 21 county commissioner districts as nearly of equal population as is
practicable..."
Washtenaw County currently has 9 county commissioner districts.
Submissions on this form go directly to the Washtenaw County Apportionment Commission.

Contact Information
Please provide your contact information. Any personally
identifying information will be redacted in public records.

Name*

Email Address*

Linda Etter

Address*

City*
Ann Arbor

State*
MI

Zip Code*
48105

Phone Number

Apportionment Input
Maintain 9 commissioner districts. Any increase would dilute each Commissioner's vote, and it would also mean minority
opinions would have less influence.
Please provide any input you would like to give to the Apportionment Commission.

Commissioner District Apportionment

No Opinion

Decrease Commissioner Districts (5-8)

Maintain Commissioner Districts (9)

Increase Commissioner Districts (10-15)

Increase Commissioner Districts (16-21)
Please indicate if you would like to decrease district
seats, maintain district seats, increase district seats,
or have no opinion.

File Upload
Choose File No file selected
Please provide any files you would like to share with the
Apportionment Commission.
Note: If uploading GIS files, please submit a shapefile or a
file geodatabase.
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Washtenaw County - Apportionment Commission Public Input - Submission
#11426
Date Submitted: 10/26/2021
Washtenaw County Apportionment Commission
Per MCL 46.401, the Washtenaw County Apportionment Commission must meet "within 60 days after the publication of the
latest United States official decennial census figures, the county apportionment commission in each county of this state shall
apportion the county into not less than 5 nor more than 21 county commissioner districts as nearly of equal population as is
practicable..."
Washtenaw County currently has 9 county commissioner districts.
Submissions on this form go directly to the Washtenaw County Apportionment Commission.

Contact Information
Please provide your contact information. Any personally
identifying information will be redacted in public records.

Name*

Email Address*

Sue Shink

Address*

City*
Ann Arbor

State*
MI

Zip Code*
48105

Phone Number
(734) 709-6223

Apportionment Input
Please keep the number of commissioners at 9 and keep the districts substantially the same as in Clerk Kestenbaum's 9
district map.
Please provide any input you would like to give to the Apportionment Commission.

Commissioner District Apportionment

No Opinion

Decrease Commissioner Districts (5-8)

Maintain Commissioner Districts (9)

Increase Commissioner Districts (10-15)

Increase Commissioner Districts (16-21)
Please indicate if you would like to decrease district
seats, maintain district seats, increase district seats,
or have no opinion.

File Upload

Sue Shink Washtenaw County Apportionment
Commission final.docx
Please provide any files you would like to share with the
Apportionment Commission.
Note: If uploading GIS files, please submit a shapefile or a
file geodatabase.

Attn: Washtenaw County Apportionment Commission
Via upload @ https://www.washtenaw.org/formcenter/clerk-25/washtenaw-county-apportionment-commiss-199

Dear Commission Members:
I am a sitting commissioner and am writing in support of the proposed map a copy of
which is attached and identified as (Current Districts Modified by Clerk/Register Lawrence
Kestenbaum) and shown on:

https://washtenaw.maps.arcgis.com/apps/View/index.html?appid=c1a72b7c88aa4fad80
cb4147dd84e83d .
The current structure of a nine member Board of Commissioners serves the residents of
Washtenaw County well and should not be changed.
I support maintaining the current structure based in part on the following:
1. Effective Government
a. Increasing the number of Commissioners will:
i. Cause a dilution of each Commissioner’s vote resulting in minority
opinions having less influence.
ii. Increase factionalism as a result of each Commissioner
representing less diverse communities.
iii. Leave less room for consensus.
iv. Within each district less diversity of interest will result in increasing
divisiveness and extremism where majority opinion will dominate
without listening or negotiating with minority views.
v. Result in longer meetings and more grandstanding.
vi. Result in less time for public comment and physical space for the
public in the meeting room.
2. Increasing the number of Commissioners is a poor use of limited County
resources.
a. The County Administrator estimates the cost of each additional
commissioner will result in a recurring cost of approximately $50,000 for
each new commissioner every year.
b. The County Administrator estimates the cost of increasing the number of
Commissioners will result in a one-time cost of more than $220,000 for
such things as to modify the physical space, and to provide working tools
such as laptops and mobile phones.
c. Every penny spent on Commissioners takes away from the County’s core
focus on providing for the wellbeing of its residents, including the most
vulnerable.

3.

4.

5.
6.

d. Money spent on additional Commissioners will not be available to the
County wide departments such as the Prosecutor and the Treasurer’s
offices.
Increasing the number of Commissioners will result in more Bureaucratic power
and authority.
a. Increasing factionalism and the greater difficulty in the Board acting by
consensus will weaken the direction the Board gives the Bureaucracy.
b. With less clear oversight the Bureaucracy will take the responsibility and
authority to make decisions without effective oversight.
c. Commissioners are directly accountable to the residents and with less
authority they will be less able to provide outcomes for the benefit of their
respective constituents.
Increasing the number of Commissioners will result in less responsiveness.
a. There will be less time for public comment and space for the public in the
meeting room.
b. There will be less money for public communication as funds are diverted
to pay for the costs associate with additional Commissioners.
c. The ability of each Commissioner to communicate with Administration will
be reduced.
The current structure is effective and responsive.
a. Commissioners report no issue responding to constituents inquiries.
An increase in the number of Commissioners would be out of the norm when
comparing Washtenaw to its peers (see attached).
a. 47,531 is the average number of residents per commissioner for Michigan
counties with more than 200,000 residents.
b. 41,333 is the Washtenaw average with 9 commissioners.
c. 21,882 would be the Washtenaw average with 15 commissioners.

7. L. Kestenbaum’s Redrawn 9 Commissioner Map is an improvement.
a. This map balances population taking into consideration changes over time.
b. It also addresses some communities of interest issues present in the current
map.
Sincerely,

Sue Shink
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Washtenaw County - Apportionment Commission Public Input - Submission
#11491
Date Submitted: 10/29/2021
Washtenaw County Apportionment Commission
Per MCL 46.401, the Washtenaw County Apportionment Commission must meet "within 60 days after the publication of the
latest United States official decennial census figures, the county apportionment commission in each county of this state shall
apportion the county into not less than 5 nor more than 21 county commissioner districts as nearly of equal population as is
practicable..."
Washtenaw County currently has 9 county commissioner districts.
Submissions on this form go directly to the Washtenaw County Apportionment Commission.

Contact Information
Please provide your contact information. Any personally
identifying information will be redacted in public records.

Name*

Email Address*

Ian Robinson

Address*

City*
Ann Arbor

State*
MI

Zip Code*
48108

Phone Number

Apportionment Input
The Executive Board of the Huron Valley Area Labor Federation (HVALF), AFL-CIO, representing about 18,000 union members
from about 50 local unions, most of them working in Washtenaw County, has discussed redistricting at some length. I am going
to summarize the conclusions of that discussion. 1. We are not sure whether 9 districts or 11 districts allows for the fuller
realization of the principles identified in (2) below, or whether both numbers are equally compatible with these principles. We do
not think that we should go above 11 districts. 2. The best map will meet the following three criteria: (a) Begin this round of
map-drawing begin with the east side of the county, and pay close attention to the way residents in this part of the county
define their communities of interest' (b) Create a center city district for the City of Ann Arbor; and (c) Draw all districts so as to
encourage the election of pro-labor candidates in each. We recognize that there may well be other important criteria as well,
but urge that these three be given substantial weight.
Please provide any input you would like to give to the Apportionment Commission.

Commissioner District Apportionment

No Opinion

Decrease Commissioner Districts (5-8)

Maintain Commissioner Districts (9)

Increase Commissioner Districts (10-15)

Increase Commissioner Districts (16-21)
Please indicate if you would like to decrease district
seats, maintain district seats, increase district seats,
or have no opinion.

File Upload
Choose File No file selected
Please provide any files you would like to share with the
Apportionment Commission.
Note: If uploading GIS files, please submit a shapefile or a
file geodatabase.
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Washtenaw County - Apportionment Commission Public Input - Submission
#11495
Date Submitted: 10/30/2021
Washtenaw County Apportionment Commission
Per MCL 46.401, the Washtenaw County Apportionment Commission must meet "within 60 days after the publication of the
latest United States official decennial census figures, the county apportionment commission in each county of this state shall
apportion the county into not less than 5 nor more than 21 county commissioner districts as nearly of equal population as is
practicable..."
Washtenaw County currently has 9 county commissioner districts.
Submissions on this form go directly to the Washtenaw County Apportionment Commission.

Contact Information
Please provide your contact information. Any personally
identifying information will be redacted in public records.

Name*

Email Address*

Lisa Soranno

Address*

City*
Dexter

State*
MI

Zip Code*
48130

Phone Number

Apportionment Input
As a resident of Webster Township I cannot understand how we would be anywhere else other than paired with Dexter Township
and surrounding districts. My husband and I echo John Scharf's opinion of Webster Township in keeping communities of
interest in a single district. Dexter and Webster Township are inseparable in that regard.
Please provide any input you would like to give to the Apportionment Commission.

Commissioner District Apportionment

No Opinion

Decrease Commissioner Districts (5-8)

Maintain Commissioner Districts (9)

Increase Commissioner Districts (10-15)

Increase Commissioner Districts (16-21)
Please indicate if you would like to decrease district
seats, maintain district seats, increase district seats,
or have no opinion.

File Upload
Choose File No file selected
Please provide any files you would like to share with the
Apportionment Commission.
Note: If uploading GIS files, please submit a shapefile or a
file geodatabase.

Print
Washtenaw County - Apportionment Commission Public Input - Submission
#11498
Date Submitted: 10/31/2021
Washtenaw County Apportionment Commission
Per MCL 46.401, the Washtenaw County Apportionment Commission must meet "within 60 days after the publication of the
latest United States official decennial census figures, the county apportionment commission in each county of this state shall
apportion the county into not less than 5 nor more than 21 county commissioner districts as nearly of equal population as is
practicable..."
Washtenaw County currently has 9 county commissioner districts.
Submissions on this form go directly to the Washtenaw County Apportionment Commission.

Contact Information
Please provide your contact information. Any personally
identifying information will be redacted in public records.

Name*

Email Address*

Lisa So

Address*

City*
Dexter

State*
MI

Zip Code*
48130

Phone Number

Apportionment Input
Upon further review of the maps, I believe 11C, 11D, and 13A are in favor of my previous comments with regard to Webster and
Dexter Township staying together.
Please provide any input you would like to give to the Apportionment Commission.

Commissioner District Apportionment

No Opinion

Decrease Commissioner Districts (5-8)

Maintain Commissioner Districts (9)

Increase Commissioner Districts (10-15)

Increase Commissioner Districts (16-21)
Please indicate if you would like to decrease district
seats, maintain district seats, increase district seats,
or have no opinion.

File Upload
Choose File No file selected
Please provide any files you would like to share with the
Apportionment Commission.
Note: If uploading GIS files, please submit a shapefile or a
file geodatabase.

Archived: Monday, November 1, 2021 12:25:30 PM
From: engineer mayhew
Mail received time: Mon, 1 Nov 2021 04:57:49
Sent: Mon, 1 Nov 2021 00:56:13
To: Apportionment Commission
Cc: Chelsea Rozek
Subject: 18 seat map & question about criteria D) of statutory requirements
Sensitivity: Normal
Attachments:
20211101_Summary.pdf; D18_FilesForChelsea.zip;

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and
know the content is safe.

Hello Apportionment Commission!
Criteria d) of the apportionment statutes disallow mixing townships with cities, unless required by a higher importance criteria
like population balance or contiguity.
Ypsilanti City has sufficient population to form its own district without combining the city with any surrounding township, or viceversa. Ypsi City population is nearly perfect for an 18 seat county commission.
I am submitting an 18 seat map to show the possibility of complying with statutory criteria d)
(see also notes attached).
An 18 seat map would return the county to its 1990s representation ratio, but it seems like a large increase. I hope to create
another map with fewer seats, using Prosecutor Savit's allowance of -11.9% variation around Ypsi City's population.
Please publish population shapefiles with the official ineligible apportionment populations removed.
Again, I see no reason for Ypsilanti City to combine with any part of a township.
Here's the statute I'm quoting (& thank you for the legible summary on the web site)

thank you
- dirk mayhew

Reapportionment statutory criteria & Washtenaw County
Most important

Statute summary at: https://www.washtenaw.org/DocumentCenter/View/21248/RelevantStatutes

Assumptions
1) No expectation to satisfy impossible criteria...
2) …but where possible, shall apply criteria, and assure that...
3) …higher importance criteria overrule lower importance criteria
county isn’t square...
at least 1 commission
won’t be square.

Chelsea, Dexter, Saline, & Milan Cities
too small to form their own districts...
ok to combine w/twp for balance

Least important

4 cities include twp “islands”
...contiguity requires combining

...but where possible, create commissions
which are compact & square
(or at least not less so)

...but Ypsilanti City can form a district

Example map compliance w/statutory criteria
a) Good faith estimate of balance within ±7.5%, well within Prosecutor Savit’s quoted ±11.9% tolerance
b) All districts contiguous
c) Districts more compact and square than today’s (see analysis below, for scoring method & results)
d) No unnecessary combination of any township with Ypsilanti City. Ann Arbor City minimally combined for contiguity.
Chelsea, Dexter, Milan and Saline combined for population balance (and contiguity).

population variation

c) compact & square via bounding box analyses

Overall results for each district are shown below,
comparing today’s (vintage 2011) districts and proposal above.

Bounding box
area

Shortest side

GIS software can draw minimal bounding boxes for each district,
and automatically calculate areas.
●
Squareness: ratio of the shortest to longest side
●
Compactness: ratio of district area to bounding box area
Note with these definitions compactness is a more stringent condition.

District
area

More compact
More square

Proposed map scores better on both squareness and compactness,

district
D1
D2
D3
D4
D5
D6
D7
D8
D9

square
0.67
0.66
0.52
0.88
0.61
0.53
0.53
0.53
0.64

compact
0.79
0.70
0.82
0.64
0.93
0.66
0.53
0.47
0.43

Longest side

district
D1
D2
D3
D4
D5
D6
D7
D8
D9
D10
D11
D12
D13
D14
D15
D16
D17
D18

square
0.87
0.99
0.69
0.52
0.61
0.66
0.98
0.94
0.49
0.83
0.91
0.99
0.94
0.93
0.85
0.98
0.80
0.93

compact
0.60
0.97
0.93
0.95
0.50
0.74
0.85
0.59
0.90
0.76
0.71
0.76
0.73
0.62
0.61
0.67
0.71
0.70

Comparison to historical representation
In historical context, Ypsilanti City as a district size returns Washtenaw County to a constituent respresentation ratio
within the 1991-2001 ratios.

Archived: Monday, November 1, 2021 12:26:33 PM
From: engineer mayhew
Mail received time: Mon, 1 Nov 2021 13:11:57
Sent: Mon, 1 Nov 2021 09:10:15
To: Apportionment Commission
Subject: map C revision for district balancing
Sensitivity: Normal
Attachments:
MapCrevisionFilesForChelsea.zip;

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and
know the content is safe.

Hello Apportionment Commission!
Thanks again to Ms Rozek's work, I was able to rebalance my 11 district Map C submission to within 8% min-max (I think).
I'd like to retract that specific submission and swap it for the attached.
New one looks like this:

Old one looks like this:

Archived: Monday, November 1, 2021 12:26:54 PM
From: engineer mayhew
Mail received time: Mon, 1 Nov 2021 14:15:23
Sent: Mon, 1 Nov 2021 10:13:52
To: Apportionment Commission
Cc: Chelsea Rozek
Sensitivity: Normal
Attachments:
MapBrevisionFilesForMsRozek.zip;

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and
know the content is safe.

Hello Apportionment Commission!
I rebalance my 13 district Map B submission to within 8% min-max (I think).
I'd like to retract that specific submission and swap it for the attached. Thank you!
New one looks like this:

Old one looks like this:

