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Please	  read	  this	  review	  while	  referencing	  the	  symposium	  program	  which	  accompanied	  this	  report	  as	  an	  attachment.	  
	  
The	  program	  included	  a	  set	  of	  Redistricting	  Principles	  agreed	  to	  by	  a	  number	  of	  organizations	  as	  a	  reference	  point.	  	  
These	  are	  the	  principles.

	  



	  
	  
	  

	  
	  
	  
The	  forum	  provided	  an	  opportunity	  to	  hear	  the	  winners	  of	  the	  Common	  Cause	  Gerrymander	  Standard	  Writing	  Contest	  
make	  their	  cases.	  	  The	  contest	  is	  a	  response	  to	  the	  Supreme	  Court’s	  recognition	  that	  partisan	  and	  political	  
gerrymandering	  are	  serious	  and	  justiciable	  issues,	  but	  claims	  to	  have	  the	  need	  for	  a	  standard	  which	  can	  be	  used	  to	  



identify	  and	  measure	  when	  a	  redistricting	  crosses	  the	  line	  and	  becomes	  a	  gerrymander.	  	  The	  papers	  will	  be	  published	  in	  
the	  Election	  Law	  Journal.	  http://moritzlaw.osu.edu/electionlaw/elj.php	  (which	  is	  probably	  a	  journal	  to	  be	  followed	  more	  
closely.	  
	  
These	  are	  the	  papers	  and	  the	  authors	  who	  presented:	  

• Unfair	  Partisan	  Gerrymanders	  in	  Politics	  and	  Law:	  A	  Diagnostic	  Applied	  to	  Six	  Cases	  
o Michael	  D.	  McDonald	  and	  robin	  E.	  Best	  

• Cutting	  through	  the	  Thicket:	  Redistricting	  Simulations	  and	  the	  Detection	  of	  Partisan	  Gerrymanders	  
o Jowei	  	  Chen	  and	  Jonathan	  Rodden	  

• A	  Discernible	  and	  Manageable	  Standard	  for	  Partisan	  Gerrymandering	  
o Anthony	  McGann,	  Charles	  Anthony	  Smith,	  Michael	  Latner	  and	  Alex	  Keena	  

	  
The	  essence	  of	  my	  understanding	  of	  the	  issue	  is	  that	  Justice	  Stephens	  stated	  that	  the	  SCUSA	  is	  not	  able	  to	  rule	  on	  
gerrymandering	  cases	  because	  there	  is	  no	  objective	  standard	  by	  which	  to	  measure	  a	  gerrymander.	  	  These	  papers	  take	  
the	  position	  that	  computer	  based	  analysis	  can	  provide	  a	  standard	  (a	  set	  of	  algorithms)	  which	  can	  be	  used	  with	  real	  
election	  results	  and	  projected	  election	  results	  to	  measure	  the	  degree	  to	  which	  elections	  meet	  the	  standard	  of	  Partisan	  
Symmetry,	  the	  idea	  that	  district	  plans	  should	  treat	  the	  parties	  equally.	  	  Another	  way	  to	  state	  this	  is	  that	  the	  results	  meet	  
the	  Partisan	  Symmetry	  test	  if	  the	  party	  that	  wins	  the	  most	  votes	  also	  wins	  the	  most	  seats,	  it	  is	  symmetrical.	  	  If	  the	  party	  
that	  wins	  the	  most	  votes	  does	  not	  win	  the	  most	  seats,	  it	  fails	  the	  test	  and	  gerrymandering	  is	  likely	  to	  be	  the	  cause.	  	  
Partisan	  Symmetry	  alone	  is	  not	  considered	  enough	  of	  a	  standard	  test	  to	  win	  at	  the	  Supreme	  Court.	  	  The	  computer	  
formulae	  developed	  by	  these	  three	  entries	  use	  different	  approaches,	  but	  arrive	  at	  a	  mathematical	  proof	  that	  can	  make	  
the	  case	  that	  one	  set	  of	  districts	  and	  the	  actual	  votes	  case	  can	  produce	  a	  symmetrical	  result	  and	  the	  same	  votes	  cast	  in	  
another	  set	  of	  districts	  with	  different	  boundaries	  can	  produce	  a	  very	  different	  result.	  	  The	  winning	  paper,	  presented	  by	  
McDonald	  and	  Best	  of	  SUNY	  Binghamton,	  seemed	  to	  reduce	  the	  analysis	  to	  a	  hard	  to	  dispute	  result.	  
	  
In	  addition	  to	  the	  presentation	  and	  discussion	  based	  on	  these	  papers,	  the	  forum	  provided	  a	  number	  of	  panels	  
representing	  efforts	  that	  are	  being	  made	  to	  overcome	  the	  current	  situation	  in	  which	  one	  party	  has	  created,	  through	  
gerrymandering	  a	  major	  block	  in	  state	  legislatures	  which	  control	  the	  process	  of	  defining	  legislative	  districts	  with	  the	  
result	  in	  keeping	  one	  party	  in	  control	  of	  both	  the	  state	  and	  national	  legislatures.	  	  Panels	  talked	  about	  efforts	  to	  
overcome	  entrenched	  interests,	  the	  Supreme	  Court	  rulings,	  strategies	  for	  making	  change	  through	  the	  court	  process,	  
litigating	  at	  the	  state	  level,	  and	  how	  to	  build	  effective	  coalitions	  to	  regain	  fair	  districts.	  
	  
There	  is	  one	  strategy	  I	  want	  to	  highlight.	  	  The	  project	  is	  You	  Draw	  The	  Lines	  
2021.http://www.youdrawthelines2021.org/home/	  	  	  At	  the	  head	  are	  two	  former	  US	  Congressmen,	  Ellen	  Tauscher	  (D-‐
CA)	  and	  Tom	  Davis	  (R-‐VA).	  	  This	  is	  a	  relatively	  new	  initiative	  and	  I	  invite	  you	  to	  check	  our	  their	  web	  page.	  	  They	  are	  both	  
effective	  spokesman	  for	  the	  crisis,	  highly	  motivated	  and	  I	  believe	  they	  can	  reach	  out	  to	  the	  broader	  population.	  
	  
The	  role	  of	  the	  League	  of	  Women	  Voters	  in	  all	  of	  this	  effort	  is	  very	  important.	  	  The	  panel	  dealing	  with	  overcoming	  
entrenched	  interests	  was	  led	  by	  Chris	  Carson,	  Chair	  of	  the	  Advocacy	  Committee	  and	  LWVUS	  Board	  Member.	  	  She	  was	  
very	  involved	  in	  leading	  the	  California	  initiative.	  	  Time	  and	  time	  again	  it	  was	  clear	  across	  the	  country	  the	  League	  was	  the	  
citizens	  group	  that	  played	  a	  key	  role	  in	  the	  successes.	  	  League	  members	  should	  be	  proud	  of	  this.	  
	  
Preston	  Shimer	  
October	  12,	  2015	  
	  	  	  


