
 

 

 

 
Deschutes County  

District Mapping Advisory Committee (DMAC) 
Wednesday, October 1, 2025, 1:00 p.m. 

La Pine Activity Center, 16450 Victory Way, La Pine, Oregon 

MEETING FORMAT 

In accordance with Oregon state law, this meeting is open to the public and can be accessed and 
attended in person or remotely.  
 
Join Zoom Meeting 
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/81707913521?pwd=KQh55MAkiEBZT4obaHsT5S5Dmgeo9a.1 
Meeting ID: 817 0791 3521 
Passcode: 611864 
 

T O P I C  D E S I R E D  O U T C O M E  

1. Welcome Remarks 
Neil Bryant, DMAC Facilitator and Chair 

 

Welcome committee members 
2 minute 

2. Approval of September 24, 2025, Minutes 
Neil Bryant, DMAC Facilitator and Chair 
See Draft Minutes in packet. Please note staff is using a summary 
format for meeting minutes.  All DMAC meetings are recorded and 
posted on the website within 24 hours of each meeting.  To find a link 
to previous meetings please visit: DMAC@deschutes.org. 

Approve minutes 
1 minute 

3. Public Comments 
Neil Bryant, DMAC Facilitator and Chair 30 minutes 

4. Update on DMAC Staff Requests 
Jen Patterson, Strategic Initiatives Manager 

• Data Requests 
• Map Visuals (attached are the draft maps with updated 

color contrasts)  
• Scheduling of Community Listening Session 

Information and discussion 
10 minutes 

5. DMAC Group Discussion and Map Work 
Neil Bryant, DMAC Facilitator and Chair 

• Communities of Common Interest 
• Map Work 

Information 
70 minutes 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/81707913521?pwd=KQh55MAkiEBZT4obaHsT5S5Dmgeo9a.1


 

 
 

T O P I C  D E S I R E D  O U T C O M E  

6. Next Meeting Schedule 
Neil Bryant, DMAC Facilitator and Chair 

Discussion 
5 minutes 

7.    Wrap Up and Adjourn 
Neil Bryant, DMAC Facilitator and Chair 

• Next meeting will be in Bend 

Information and Discussion 
2 minutes 

 
 

 

 

Deschutes County encourages persons with disabilities to participate in all programs and 
activities. This event/location is accessible to people with disabilities. If you need 
accommodations to make participation possible, please call (541) 388-6584 or send email 
to erik.kropp@deschutes.org. 

Condado de Deschutes alienta a las personas cualificadas con discapacidad a participar 
en sus programas y actividades. Esta evento/ubicación es accesible para personas con 
discapacidad. Si necesita hacer arreglos para hacer posible la participación, llame al (541) 
388-6584 o envié un correo electrónico a erik.kropp@deschutes.org. 

 



   
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

ADMINISTRATION SERVICES 

Minutes 
Deschutes County  

District Mapping Advisory Committee (DMAC) 
Wednesday, September 24, 2025, 1:00 p.m. 

Redmond City Hall, Council Chambers, 411 SW 9th Street, Redmond, OR 

 
This meeting was conducted in person and by video. It was video recorded and can be 
accessed on the committee website: District Mapping Advisory Committee (DMAC) | 
Deschutes County Oregon 
 
I. Introduction  
This meeting was called to order at 1:00 p.m. by Facilitator and Chair Neil Bryant.  
Attendees: Chair/Facilitator: Neil Bryant. Committee Members: Bernie Brader, Carol Loesche, Drew 
Kaza, Matt Cyrus, Melanie Kebler, Ned Dempsey, and Phil Henderson. 
 
Staff: Nick Lelack, County Administrator; Steve Dennison, County Clerk; Jen Patterson, Strategic 
Initiatives Manager; and Lee Klemp, IT/GIS. 
 
II. Background on the Formation of the DMAC 
Neil Bryant began by outlining the sequence of board and voter actions that led up to the creation of 
the District Mapping Advisory Committee (DMAC). County voters approved a ballot initiative in 
November 2024 expanding the Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) from three to five seats. Two 
new commissioners will be chosen at-large in the May 2026 primary and will serve an initial two-year 
term before standing again in January 2027 so that all five positions can move onto a staggered four-
year election cycle. The BOCC majority voted to draft district maps potentially changing the current 
election process from county-wide to district representation and, in May 2025, formally created the 
seven-member DMAC committee. The committee’s statutory charge is to recommend five 
commissioner districts that are “as equitable as possible” with respect to 2020 census population, 
registered-voter counts and the additional redistricting criteria adopted by the board. The DMAC will 
meet weekly until a majority approved map is drafted to give to the BOCC for consideration. The BOCC 
will decide whether to place that proposal on a future county ballot; if voters approve, the first district-
based elections would occur in 2028. 
 
Responding to member questions, Jen Patterson confirmed that the BOCC did not convene separate 
listening sessions before forming the DMAC; instead, public testimony was taken during multiple 
regular BOCC meetings held between November 2024 and May 2025. Staff also clarified that the draft 
district map process has a budget of $12,000 which, in part, goes to contracting Bryant for facilitation 
services. Existing county GIS software meets the committee’s technical needs, so no additional software 
expenditures have been required. 
 

https://www.deschutes.org/bcc/page/district-mapping-advisory-committee-dmac
https://www.deschutes.org/bcc/page/district-mapping-advisory-committee-dmac


 

 

III. Approval of September 17, 2025, Minutes 
Carol Loesche moved to approve the September 17, 2025, minutes,  Ned Dempsey seconded the 
motion.  Minutes were approved unanimously.  
 
IV.  Public Comments 
Samantha Smith, Redmond resident, questioned the committee’s reliance on 2020 precinct-level census 
data, arguing that the numbers “don’t reflect where Redmond is today.” Smith maintained that districts, 
like state House seats, must be based on equal population (“one person, one vote”) rather than on 
precinct data, and warned that any map grounded in outdated registration totals could be legally 
vulnerable. 
 
Gloria Olson, Redmond resident, wants to ensure the maps include all people, not just registered voters.   
 
Amanda Page, Redmond resident and a member of the Klamath Tribes, opposes using State House 
districts citing the 2021 Oregon redistricting process, which Common Cause graded a “C-.” Page said the 
legislature had “gerrymandered multiple tribal communities,” including the Klamath and Warm Springs 
Tribes and she urged the DMAC to avoid basing commissioner zones on those House lines, contending 
the maps were “highly controversial” and inequitable. 
 
Lena Berry, Redmond resident, asked whether oral and written comments reach the Board of 
Commissioners and requested that all emailed or web-portal submissions be posted weekly for public 
review. She felt three-minute speaking limits were inadequate and stressed the need to solicit input from 
BIPOC, Latine, LGBTQIA2S+ and tribal residents, many of whom are unable to attend daytime meetings.  
 
Keith Rockoco, Deschutes County resident since 2003, encouraged the committee to incorporate 
projected population growth so that districts remain workable through the 2030 census cycle. He urged 
staff to “focus on population as well as communities of interest” and to appreciate the differences that 
exist within those communities before finalizing boundaries. 
 
Tony Oliver, Redmond resident, would like the committee to look at population and consider 
communities of common interest. She feels disenfranchised with the current Library District and hopes 
the DMAC does not do the same for the Commissioner maps. 
 
Jim McAllister, Redmond resident and has lived in Deschutes County for over 30 years, apologized to the 
DMAC for being assigned what he called “a fool’s errand.” He argued that carving the county into districts 
would “dilute shared accountability,” create political silos and amount to a “back-room deal” unless voters 
are asked directly to approve the change. 
 
Jayne Simmons , Bend resident who lives in rural Deschutes County, drew an analogy to the Electoral 
College, saying the map must ensure that less-populous rural areas are not overpowered by city voters. 
She asked the DMAC to keep the county’s logging, farming and ranching heritage in mind so that “our 
voice is heard as well. 
Nathan Jenkinson, Redmond resident, encouraged a proactive outreach to under-represented groups 
while acknowledging the DMAC’s “impossible task.” Mr. Jenkinson presented a printed list of community 
organizations, especially those representing children and others not reflected in voter registration—that 



 

 

the committee should invite to testify. He urged members to request, not merely welcome, input from 
those groups. 
 
Rod Cooper, Sisters resident,  suggested that if districts are drawn poorly, rural residents could be “out-
voted by people that live in the city” and lose their voice in county affairs. He urged the committee to be 
“super conscious” of maintaining balance between urban and rural voters. 
 
V. Review of Draft District Maps 
Patterson recapped the direction staff received at the September 17 meeting to draft several district map 
concepts: incorporate the Library Board district as one scenario; consider cities and unincorporated 
towns (citing Tumalo and Terrebonne); provide both a north-south and an east-west split of Bend; begin 
with population centers; and examine whether the State House District map could inform commissioner 
districts. She reported that senior staff conducted a multi-hour work session on September 18 and 
generated three draft maps using 2020 census population. Voter-registration figures were tabulated for 
context, but overlays such as fire- or school-district boundaries were excluded. Staff found the existing 
House map an unsuitable baseline because of substantial population deviations. Bryant confirmed the 
drafts were offered strictly as starting points and that the committee retained full discretion to alter or 
replace them. 
 
VI. GIS Update Overview 
Lee Klemp demonstrated a new program to display and work with draft maps which allow side-by-side 
comparison of population totals and voter-registration counts.  
 
VII.  DMAC Mapping Work 

Discussion opened with data currency. Multiple members voiced concern that relying on 2020 numbers 
may already understate actual population, particularly in fast-growing Redmond and in newly annexed 
areas on Bend’s western edge. They asked staff to look into the American Community Survey further and 
provided updated census estimates if possible. Others suggested that active-voter counts—although an 
imperfect substitute for total population—might better capture current settlement patterns until newer 
census data become available. 

There was extensive discussion on “communities of interest” and what that means to individual 
committee members.  Several members expressed interest in hearing from the community on what the 
terms means to them.  A motion was made, and passed unanimously, to hold a Community Listening 
Session scheduled for some time in mid-October.  This meeting will be an opportunity for community 
members to make public comments to the DMAC for consideration.  Patterson will work to find a time 
either during a weekday evening or on the weekend to schedule the listening session. 

The facilitator reminded the group that partisan registration should not drive early choices, cautioning 
that over-attention to party balance could draw accusations of gerrymandering. Members generally 
accepted that suggestion, though several asked that raw registration numbers be made readily available 
once a preferred shape is selected, in order to confirm that no single district is inadvertently tilted. 



 

 

Population deviation standards were also debated. One member questioned whether the five-percent 
ceiling imposed by the Board was unduly rigid, noting that Oregon law allows local districts to deviate by 
up to ten percent. Staff responded that the tighter threshold reflects both board policy and best practices 
among other Oregon counties that elect commissioners by district, most of which keep deviation under 
one percent.  

The work session concluded without work on a preferred map. Action items assigned to staff includes 
applying a more legible color scheme, generating comparative precinct tables for draft map options, 
providing precinct data for the existing Library Board map, exploring data options available in the 
American Community Survey and providing updated census data if available, and stand ready to add 
communities-of-interest layers once the committee provides specific guidance.  
 
VIII. Wrap Up and Adjourn 
Neil Bryant adjourned the meeting at 2:54 p.m. 
 

 Minutes respectfully submitted by  
Jen Patterson, Strategic Initiatives Manager, Deschutes County Administrative Services 
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Option1 SUM_Population20 SUM_Voters
A 36130 31766
B 40332 32001
C 41873 34946
D 41678 33506
E 38240 31597

Option2 SUM_Population20 SUM_Voters
A 40113 33289
B 39071 33032
C 37700 28380
D 40186 34906
E 41183 34209

Option3 SUM_Population20 SUM_Voters
A 39591 35787
B 37932 31092
C 40223 31442
D 39324 31286
E 41183 34209



PRECINCT Population20 Voters Option1 Option2 Option3
1 3594 2891 D A C
2 4897 3985 B D B
3 5993 4715 D A C
4 4691 3937 C A C
5 8546 5480 C A C
6 5534 3856 D C C
7 2120 1747 D A A
8 811 966 D A C
9 3780 2729 B C D

10 82 53 B D B
11 1651 1757 A A D
12 870 790 A D B
12 115 88 A D B
13 4620 3770 A B D
14 2091 1865 A B A
15 2810 2653 A B A
16 1712 1532 C D A
17 10363 8589 E E E
18 4588 4068 A E E
19 1645 1456 E B D
20 8195 5938 A B D
21 4163 3571 B D B
22 186 367 A B A
23 2512 2328 C D A
24 1779 1318 C D A
25 7221 5546 B C B
26 3755 3290 D B D
27 3215 2922 D A C
28 5706 4263 E E E
29 7207 6598 E E E
30 3064 3217 A B A
31 3427 3374 A B D
32 4617 3462 D C C
33 136 114 B C B
33 5150 4202 B C B
34 258 159 B C B
34 5844 4325 B C D
35 5632 5010 D A A
36 10019 7584 E E E
37 1543 1378 A B A
38 2580 1807 C D A
39 8025 7176 C D A
40 1484 1636 C D A
41 995 773 A D B
41 9 0 A D B
42 5235 4494 C D B
43 3641 3330 B D B
44 5160 3987 B C B
45 1328 1077 A B A
46 6407 4647 D B D
47 3222 3213 C A C
48 3300 3107 E E E
49 638 651 A A A
50 2087 2025 C D A
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