
Election Analysis 2021: 
Kootenai City Government Races 

The purpose of this report is to analyze the influence of multi-candidate races and 
absentee voting on final election outcomes, when unseating pro-growth incumbents. 
The influence of KCRCC endorsements is also noted. 

In order to evaluate anti-incumbent sentiment in multi-candidate races, statistics are 
considered for "all challengers". Data for individual challengers, in 2-way races, and all 
challengers in multi-way races, are shown in red. Data for Incumbents or 
"establishment" candidates is shown in blue. Winners are indicated in boldface. 

COEUR D'ALENE SUMMARY 

 26.17% of voters cast Absentee ballots. 

 3 of 4 races had multiple challengers. 

 Incumbents won with 49-51% of the vote in all races, even the 2-way race. 
 All Challengers won in-person voting handily, but lost by large margins in 

absentee voting. 

 All third-place candidates got less than 6% and could have been "spoilers". 

 All Challengers Vote Total 48-50% 
 All Challengers Absentee 29-31% 
 All Challengers In-person, election day 57-59% (+28 spread vs absentee) 
  
MAYOR COEUR D'ALENE 

 
All Votes Absentee Early In-Person 

Joe Alfieri (KCRCC) 4,975 (44.44%) 688 464 3,823 

Michael Lentz 593 (5.30%) 156 38 399 

All Challengers 5,568 (49.74%) 844 (28.84%) 502 (45.79%) 4,222 (58.84%) 

Jim Hammond (ESTAB) 5,627 (50.26%) 2,082 (71.15%) 592 (54.21%) 2,953 (41.15%) 

Total 11,195 2,926 1,094 7,175 % 

 
COUNCIL MEMBER SEAT 2 COEUR D'ALENE 

 
All Votes Absentee Early In-Person 

Morgan Dixon 458 (4.13%) 122 39 297 

Roger Garlock (KCRCC) 5,178 (46.67%) 773 486 3,919 

All Challengers 5,636 (50.80%) 895 (30.73%) 525 (48.43%) 4,216 (59.38%) 

Amy Evans (INCUMBENT) 5,459 (49.20%) 2,017 (69.27%) 559 (51.67%) 2,883 (40.62%) 

Total 11,095 2,912 1,084 7,099 

 
 



COUNCIL MEMBER SEAT 4 COEUR D'ALENE 

 
All Votes Absentee Early In-Person 

JD Claridge.(KCRCC) 4,743 (43.01%) 688 470 3,585 

Grayson L Cross 607 (5.50%) 147 46 414 

All Challengers 5,350 (48.52%) 835 (28.81%) 516 (47.96%) 3,999 (56.70%) 

Woody McEvers (INCUMBENT) 5,677 (51.48%) 2,063 (71.89%) 560 (52.04%) 3,054 (43.30%) 

Total 11,027 2,898 1,076 7,053 

 
COUNCIL MEMBER SEAT 6 COEUR D'ALENE 

 
All Votes Absentee Early In-Person 

Elaine Price (KCRCC) 5,521 (49.78%) 861 (29.55%) 520 (48.10%) 4,140 (58.34%) 

Kiki Miller (INCUMBENT) 5,570 (50.22%) 2,053 (70.45%) 561 (51.90%) 2,956 (41.66%) 

Total 11,091 2,914 1,081 7,096 

HAYDEN SUMMARY 

 29.09% of voters cast Absentee ballots 

 Low Growth Challenger defeated KCRCC endorsed Challenger for Seat 2 

 Incumbents were handily defeated in both 2 and 3 way races. 
 

 All Challengers Vote Total 67-70% 
 All Challengers Absentee 55-63% 
 All Challengers In-person, election day 71-73% (+13 spread vs absentee) 

 
COUNCIL MEMBER SEAT 2 HAYDEN 

 
All Votes Absentee Early In-Person 

Nicole Barnett (KCRCC) 1,097 (32.93%) 200 44 853 

Ed DePriest 1,234 (37.05%) 411 68 755 

All Challengers 2,331 (69.98%) 611 (63.38%) 112 (67.07%) 1,608 (73.09%) 

Dick Panabaker (INCUMBENT) 1,000 (30.02%) 353 (36.62%) 55 (32.93%) 592 (26.91%) 

Total 3,331 964 167 2,200 

 
COUNCIL MEMBER SEAT 4 HAYDEN 

 
All Votes Absentee Early In-Person 

Jeri DeLange (INCUMBENT) 1,114 (33.34%) 429 (44.27%) 56 (32.94%) 629 (28.56%) 

Sandy White (KCRCC) 2,227 (66.66%) 540 (55.73%) 114 (67.06%) 1,573 (71.44%) 

Total 3,341 969 170 2,202 



POST FALLS SUMMARY 

 22.85% of voters cast Absentee ballots. 

 Two of four races had multiple challengers. 

 Incumbent Mayor won with 81% of Vote. 
 All three Incumbent Council members were defeated by KCRCC challengers. 
 All Challengers Vote Total 60-69% 
 All Challengers Absentee 41-52% 
 All Challengers In-person, election day 65-74% (+22 spread vs absentee) 
  
MAYOR POST FALLS 

 
All Votes Absentee Early In-Person 

Austin Hildebrand . 1,223 (19.41%) 266 (18.47%) 38 (18.10%) 919 (19.75%) 

Ron Jacobson (INCUMBENT) 5,079 (80.59%) 1,174 (81.53%) 172 (81.90%) 3,733 (80.25%) 

Total 6,302 1,440 210 4,652 

 
COUNCIL MEMBER SEAT 2 POST FALLS 

 
All Votes Absentee Early In-Person 

Josh Walker (KCRCC) 3,734 (60.15%) 595 (41.81%) 134 (66.67%) 3,005 (65.55%) 

Alan Wolfe (INCUMBENT) 2,474 (39.85%) 828 (58.19%) 67 (33.33%) 1,579 (34,45%) 

Total 6,208 1,423 201 4,584 

 
COUNCIL MEMBER SEAT 4 POST FALLS 

 
All Votes Absentee Early In-Person 

Bob Flowers 637 (10.22%) 173 19 445 

Nathan Ziegler (KCRCC) 3,696 (59.32%) 580 129 2,987 

All Challengers 4,333 (69.54%) 753 (52.95%) 148 (71.84%) 3,432 (74.56%) 

Steve Anthony (INCUMBENT) 1,898 (30.46%) 669 (47.05%) 58 (28.16%) 1,171 (25.44%) 

Total 6,231 1,422 206 4,603 

 
COUNCIL MEMBER SEAT 6 POST FALLS 

 
All Votes Absentee Early In-Person 

Eric Klinkhammer 356 (5.70%) 76 14 266 
 

Tara Polley 441 (7.07%) 156 4 281 
 

Kenny Shove (KCRCC) 3,250 (52.07%) 484 117 2,649 
 

All Challengers 4,047 (64.83%) 716 (50.21%) 135 (65.85%) 3,196 (69.31%) 
 

Linda Wilhelm (INCUMBENT) 2,195 (35.17%) 710 (49.79%) 70 (34.15%) 1,415 (30.69%) 
 

Total 6,242 1,426 205 4,611 
 



RATHDRUM SUMMARY 

 23.45% of voters cast Absentee ballots. 

 All races had multiple challengers. 

 Incumbent defeated for council seat 1. 

 KCRCC endorsed candidate defeated Low-growth candidate for council seat 3. 

 All Challengers Vote Total 66% (Race with no incumbent, excluded) 
 All Challengers Absentee 56% 
 All Challengers In-person, election day 68% (+12 spread vs absentee) 
  

COUNCIL MEMBER SEAT 1 RATHDRUM 

 
All Votes Absentee Early In-Person 

Neil G Oliver (KCRCC) 927 (54.50%) 164 18 745 

Yevgeniy Pinchuk 191 (11.23%) 62 3 126 

All Challengers 1,118 (66.72%) 226 (56.34%) 21 (75.0%) 871 (68.47%) 

Darrell Rickard (INCUMBENT) 583 (34.27%) 175 (43.64%) 7 (25.0%) 401 (31.53%) 

Total 1,701 401 28 1,272 

 
COUNCIL MEMBER SEAT 3 RATHDRUM [NO INCUMBENT] 

 
All Votes Absentee Early In-Person 

Michael Fox 561 (32.37%) 172 9 380 

John Hodgkins (KCRCC) 682 (39.35%) 132 9 541 

Kurt Schwab 490 (28.27%) 102 9 379 

Total 1,733 406 27 1,300 

CONCLUSIONS FOR SLOW GROWTH MOVEMENT 

Unpopularity of Incumbents—In every city but Coeur d'Alene, almost all incumbents 
were swept from office by large majorities. Even in CDA all incumbents lost in-person, 
election-day voting, and were barely saved by absentee ballots and multi-candidate 
races. However, the loss of CDA is an enormous blow to the slow growth movement, 
since CDA is where much of the out-of-control growth is currently happening. It is 
essential to keep the pressure on Coeur d'Alene representatives, and to plan ahead for 
future elections. 
 
Multi-Candidate Races—In the past, city elections have not been given the attention 
they deserve by voters, but this is likely to change. City candidates are not required to 
declare their candidacy until two months before the election, which does not allow 
enough time for screening, endorsing, and organizing effectively. Low Growth activists 
and candidates need to take it upon themselves to declare early, and work together to 
replace or defeat pro-growth candidates. A County wide Low Growth PAC should be in 
place before the next election. 



Absentee Voting—In all races, the incumbents did much better in absentee voting, 
than in in-person voting, and in the case of CDA, the lopsided Absentee votes won the 
day. The Absentee vs. in-person spread was as follows:— CDA: 28%, Hayden: 13%, 
Post Falls:22%, Rathdrum:13%. Slow-growth activists need to figure out the reasons for 
this and take measures to bring absentee voting in line with in-person voting. 
 
[Note: After further research, we found that the Civic Engagement Alliance of 
CDA and several other groups were very active in the early weeks of the campaign, and 
they heavily promoted early absentee voting, as opposed to in-person voting. They 
claim to be non-partisan, but seem very well funded and their material directed people 
to register to vote and obtain ballots online, and to “vote early.”  We would like to know 
more about who in the area is explicitly promoting absentee voting and why.] 
 
KCRCC vs. Low-Growth—This is a complicated problem. The KCRCC endorsed both 
low-growth and pro-growth candidates. However, in its literature, it claimed to support 
low-growth. The problem is KCRCC does not have a well-thought platform for low-
growth, but frankly, neither does the low-growth movement. In all of our defense, the 
enormous pressure on housing prices over the last year caught almost everyone off 
guard. We need to put our heads together and figure out a constructive way forward. 
The first step was to focus on November elections, but in the next year, we need a 
consensus on what we are working toward. But Low Growth should not be Anti-KCRCC, 
and KCRCC should not be anti-low growth. There were a few unfortunate conflicts that 
caused a great deal of tension during the current election, but we should bury the 
hatchet and try to co-operate in good faith as much as possible going forward. 
 

https://www.civicengagecda.com/
https://www.civicengagecda.com/

