
1998 

HOUSE 
CONGRESSIONAL 
REDISTRICTING 

MINUTES 



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES COMMITTEE ON 
CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING 

1998 Session 

Representative W. Edwin McMahan, Chairman 

Staff Counsel: 

Linwood Jones 
Bill Gilkeson 

Committee Clerk: 

Sharon Cram 

.) 



t 

HOUSE COMMITTEE ON CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING 
1998 SESSION 

MEMBER TEL. OFFICE SEAT 
(Clerk) 

REP. MCMAHAN, CHAIR 3-5732 2213 28 
Sharon Cram , Comm. Clerk 

REP. HILL, RMM 3-5830 1309 21 
Ginny McCann 

REP.ARNOLD 3-5747 535 54 
Cindy Brooks 

REP.BERRY 3-5861 1006 41 
Betty Smith 

REP. BLUE 5-2528 1227 80 
Lin Threatt 

REP.BOWIE 3-5853 1206 26 
Sharon Gaudette 

REP.CHURCH 3-5805 1311 33 
Joyce Fuller 

REP.CRAWFORD 3-5824 1301 24 
Carolyn Coordes 

REP. CULP 3-5865 1010 62 
Waneta Lord 

REP. DAVIS 5-3003 419c 89 
Audrey Johnson 

REP. ESPOSITO 5-2530 634 5 
Melissa Jackson 

REP. TOBY FITCH 5-2241 1202 91 
Carolyn Branch 

REP. ROBERT GRADY 5-3024 402 37 
Peggy Murray 



,, 
( 

• 

MEMBER 
(Clerk) 

REP. GRAY 
Catherine Parsons 

REP.HARDAWAY 
Rita Harris 

REP. HOLMES 
Glenda Jacobs 

REP. R. HUNTER 
Ferebee Stainback 

REP. JUSTUS 
Carolyn Justus 

REP. KISER 
Marilyn Holder 

REP. MCALLISTER 
Annecia Norwood 

REP.MORGAN 
Dixie Epps 

REP.OLDHAM 
Delta Prince 

REP. RUSSELL 
Susan Brothers 

REP. STARNES 
Pattie Fleming 

REP. SUTTON 
Juanita Coley 

Linwood Jones, Staff Attorney 
Bill Gilkeson, Staff Attorney 

TEL. 

3-5995 

3-5775 

3-5900 

3-5987 

3-5956 

3-5803 

3-5706 

5-3028 

3-5877 

5-0875 

5-3012 

3-5782 

3-2578 
3-2578 

OFFICE 

532 

1323 

631 

1201 

2204 

1313 

603 

404 

"538 

2207 

418A 

1317 

545 
545 

SEAT 

49 

56 

6 

107 

2 

86 

70 

17 

58 

27 

88 

83 



ATTENDANCE 

HOUSE CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING COMMITTEE 

1qqy rune o omnuttee (N fC . ) 

DATES 5Jr, ]; 
REP. MCMAHAN, CHAIR ✓ v 
REP. HILL, RMM ✓ 

REP.ARNOLD v ✓ 

REP.BERRY ✓ 

REP.BLUE ✓ 

REP. BOWIE ii 
/ 

REP. CHURCH / ./ 
REP. CRAWFORD ✓ ✓ 
REP. CULP ✓ 

REP. DAVIS ✓ ✓ 
REP. ESPOSITO ./ 
REP. FITCH ./ 

REP.GRADY ✓ ✓ 
REP.GRAY ✓ ( 
REP. HARDAWAY ✓ 

REP. HOLMES ✓ 

REP.HUNTER ✓ 

REP. JUSTUS ✓ 

REP. KISER ./ 
/ 

REP. MCALLISTER ✓ / 
REP.MORGAN ✓ 

REP.OLDHAM v 
REP. RUSSELL ✓ 

REP. STARNES ✓ 
REP. SUTTON ✓ 



ATTENDANCE 

HOUSE CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING COMMITTEE 
(Name of Committee) 

DATES 

REP. MCMAHAN, CHAIR 

REP. HILL, RMM 

REP.ARNOLD 

REP. BERRY 

REP.BLUE 

REP. BOWIE 

REP.CHURCH 

REP.CRAWFORD 

REP. CULP 

REP. DAVIS 

REP. ESPOSITO 

REP. FITCH 

REP. GRADY 

REP. GRAY 

REP. HARDAWAY 

REP. HOLMES 

REP.HUNTER 

REP. JUSTUS 

REP. KISER 

REP. MCALLISTER 

REP.MORGAN 

REP. OLDHAM 

REP. RUSSELL 

REP. STARNES 

REP. SUTTON 



NORTH CAROLINA GENERAL ASSEMBLY 
COMMITTEE SUMMARY REPORT 

1997-98 Regular Session HOUSE: CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING Valid Through l-SEP-1998 
BILL 

H 52 
H 585 
H 586 
H 599 
Hl398 

INTRODUCER SHQR~~ITLE LATEST ACTION ON B~LL ___ IR__DATE_ OUT DATE 
WEATHERLY INDEPENDENT REDISTRICTING COMM'N *H -RE-REF COM ON CONG-RED 03-06-97 
GRADY CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING-3 H -REF TO COM ON CONG-RED 03-24-97 
97 HSE CONG-RED CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING-2 *R -CH. SL 97-0011 03-24-97 03-26-97 
WOOD CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING-4 H -REF TO COM ON CONG-RED 03-25-97 
FITCH CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING/FMIV H -REF TO COM ON CONG-RED 05-21-98 

NOTES-= AFTER BILL NUMBER SHOWS THAT BILL IS IDENTICAL, AS INTRODUCED, TO ANOTHER BILL. 
* AFTER NUMBERS INDICATES THAT TEXT OF BILL WAS ALTERED BY ACTION ON THE BILL. 

BOLDED LINE INDICATES BILL INDEXED AS AFFECTING APPROPRIATIONS. 
Page: 1 

• 



NORTH CAROLINA HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
COMMITTEE MEETING NOTICE 

You are hereby notified that the Committee on CONGRESSIONAL 
REDISTRICTING will meet as follows: 

DAY &DATE: Tuesday, May 19, 1998 

30 Minutes After Session TIME: 

LOCATION: Room 1228 - Legislative Building 

The following bills will be considered (Bill# & Short Title): 

To Be Announced 

Respectfully, 

Representative W. Edwin McMahan 
Chairman 

I hereby certify this notice was filed by the committee clerk at the following offices at 
4:00 p.m. on May 14, 1998. 

_Principal Clerk 
_Reading Clerk - House Chamber 

Sharon Cram (Committee Clerk) 



AGENDA 

HOUSE COMMITTEE ON CONGRESSIONAL 
REDISTRICTING 

OPENING REMARKS 

May 19, 1998 
Room 1228 LB 

30 Minutes After Session 

Representative McMahan, Chairman 
Congressional Redistricting Committee 

COMMENTS ON CROMARTIE DECISION 

Mr. Eddie Speas, Jr., Deputy Attorney General 

PRESENTATION OF REDISTRICTING PROPOSAL 

COMMENTS FROM COMMITTEE 

ADJOURNMENT 



MINUTES 

HOUSE COMMITTEE ON CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING 
May 19, 1998 

Gene Arnold 
Cherie Berry 
Dan Blue 
Joanne Bowie 
Walter Church, Sr. 
Jim Crawford 
Arlie F. Culp 
Don Davis 
Theresa Esposito 
Toby Fitch 
Robert Grady 
Lyons Gray 

2:50 p.m. 

W. Edwin McMahan, Chairman 

Members Present 

Thomas Hardaway 
Dewey Hill (RMM) 
George Holmes 
Bob Hunter 
Larry Justus 
Joe Kiser 
Mary McAllister 
Pete Oldham 
Carolyn Russell 
Edgar Starnes 
Ronnie Sutton 
Steve Wood (Speaker Pro Tern) 

The House Committee on Congressional Redistricting met at 2:50 p.m. on May 

19, 1998 in Room 1228 of the Legislative Building with Chairman Edwin McMahan 

presiding. 

Chairman McMahan: The meeting will come to order. I would like to welcome 

all our guests that are here visiting with us today, our Ranking Minority Member, 

Representative Dewey Hill, Sharon Cram is our clerk, of course, the Sergeant of Arms. 

Our Pages today, Mr. Daniel Peacock, Wake County, welcome- glad to have you with 

us, and Gina Parise from Iredell County - Gina, nice to have you with us. 

As all of you know, on April 3rd the Eastern Division of the U.S. District Court 

ordered the Twelfth District unconstitutional, and, of course, later ordered a new schedule 

for us to conduct our Congressional elections this year. At this time I would like to 

introduce to you Tiare Smiley from the Attorney General's office who will give us a very 



• 

• 

House Congressional Redistricting Committee 
Minutes 5-19-98 

brief summary as to what has transpired as far as the Court's concerned, and in what 

direction we have to proceed from here. 

Tiare Smiley: Thank you very much. I'm Tiare Smiley - I'm a Special Deputy 

with the Attorney General- I've been involved in redistricting for a good number of 

years. As everyone is aware who is alive, reads a newspaper, or looks at a television, a 

three-judge court did find the Twelfth District unconstitutional, and enjoined the State 

from conducting any elections under the 1997 Redistricting Plan. There is a deadline for 

the General Assembly to redraw the Plan itself and that has to be accomplished by May 

22nd 
- a Plan must be submitted to the Court. In terms of what the Court said about the 

Twelfth District, they still thought it was a little ugly looking, a little too narrow in some 

places - didn't like the fact that some of the cities and towns were split- thought it might 

be a little long and ugly looking, and it violated the Constitution. With respect to the 

First Congressional District, which was also challenged, the Court looked at it and found 

there was not enough evidence for them to decide on -- so they rejected the motion and 

essentially gave no guidance as to whether or not they like it or don't like it. At this point 

in time, there is no Congressional Redistricting Plan under which you can hold the 

elections, and you do have some guidance from this three-judge court as to what to do 

about the Twelfth District. I know this is a Congressional Redistricting Committee but 

let me spend a moment on what I've been told is the lawsuit that the people here are 

much more interested in, and that's the lawsuit of the Daly litigation which challenges not 

only Congressional Districts, but also some Senate and House Districts. The same three­

judge panel is handling the case, and in that litigation they decided that the Congressional 

challenge in that lawsuit is moot as a result of what it did in the Cromartie Case. It 

decided it would not enjoin House and Senate elections under the Plan, and has put the 

case on what I call a fast track schedule. All discovery concludes July 31 st 
- all motions 

will be filed by August 141
\ and we will move on from there. However, at this point I 

believe you will be holding your election for your House and Senate seats without 

interruption from the Federal Court. I could always be wrong, but essentially that is 

where we are - we will still be litigating the Redistricting issues raised in the House and 

2 
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Senate. I will ask the Representatives whether there are other things you need to know 

about the Congressional Redistricting. 

Chairman McMahan: Any questions. Yes, Representative Starnes. 

Representative Starnes: Just out of curiosity, if the Court ended up redrawing 

these Districts, would they have to receive preclearance from the Justice Department. 

Tiare Smiley: If the Court draws the Congressional Districts itself, and does not 

base it on an active Plan submitted by the General Assembly, then it would be considered 

a Court drawn Plan, and would not have to be precleared by the Department of Justice. 

I'm glad you raised that question -- not only do we have to get one drawn and submitted 

to the Court Friday - it would be submitted simultaneously to the Department of Justice 

for preclearance. 

Chairman McMahan: Any other questions. Representative Sutton. 

Representative Sutton: Concerning the reopening of the filing in the Twelfth 

District, I would anticipate that they would have to open that up for other candidates that 

might want to file. What is your perception or interpretation as to reopening all twelve 

districts. 

Tiare Smiley: I believe under the new Redistricting Plan that the filing will be 

opening for all Districts. I believe that is what the Board of Elections will be doing. We 

have a new election schedule - the old election schedule is thrown out - no Primary has 

been held, and I think essentially you have not had a filing period under whatever plan -

whether it be by the Legislature or by the Court. I think filing likely started back on 

January 1st
• 

Chairman McMahan: Any other questions. Representative Blue. 

Representative Blue: Can the Court and you articulate a clear set of criteria 

which we have to incur in doing this process. I say that in all earnestness having gone 

with you for the last fifteen years through this process. There really is a clear set criteria 

that is used in a Constitutional Law class, which they have now decided is the basis this 

now has to be done. 
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Tiare Smiley: I think most constitutional scholars would say that it is very 

difficult to say that there are very clear guidelines. Certainly, I think there probably is 

one side of the bar - the Plaintiffs bar -- that would tell you what it believes the 

guidelines are, and we can articulate what we think are slightly different guidelines. It is 

clear that there is still room - it is a Legislature's prerogative to draw Districts. We may 

begin to doubt that, but it is indeed, and this Court has reaffirmed that it is for the 

Legislature to draw Districts. This Court has recognized that incumbents can be taken 

into account in drawing Districts. I think that would be consistent with what the U.S. 

Supreme Court has said. 

Representative Blue: You mentioned the things connected that the three-judge 

panel cited. Number one it is an ugly District. 

Tiare Smiley: I would say they still find the shape unacceptable. 

Representative Blue: Secondly that it splits cities and towns, which is the usual 

rather than the exception, and thirdly you mentioned the length. Are there any parameters 

put there that you have to look at to determine how long a District can be. Can it be 

shorter than every District in the State unless it happens to have a majority or a 

substantial plurality of majority voters. I'm trying to find some clear set of principles that 

I could -- twenty-five or twenty-eight years ago -- have understood as a Constitutional 

Law student. 

Tiare Smiley: That happens to be a very good question, and I think you probably 

know you are really putting me on the spot. The Court talks compact -- the Court talks 

neutral Redistricting criteria -- compact communities of interest. These are matters 

where there are no bright line tests. Certainly, this particular panel recognized at least in 

oral argument that the Third District would be big, because to include over five-hundred 

thousand people geographically, it would be a big District. When you are dealing with a 

more concentrated population, compactness might be looked at differently. You may not 

cover as broad, and will not cover as big a geographic area, and that would be because the 

population is more compact. That is not very helpful as far as your criteria. I do not 

think you can say that because a District is X number of miles long, or it is a particular 
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number of miles that it is unconstitutional. Honestly, one of the questions is whether or 

not the length had been predicated by racial considerations as opposed to other legitimate 

considerations, such as incumbents, parties, communities of interest, and other normal 

Redistricting politics. There are no bright line tests. We do know that this three-judge 

panel considered the distance from Mecklenburg to Guilford perhaps too long. They may 

be more unhappy that in reaching that distance, the District narrows in places, and 

perhaps if the District does not narrow so from one end to the other -- then perhaps the 

length would not matter. I know this is not helpful to you. It is very unfortunate for 

Legislators, but I think you have to do the best you can in terms of trying to meet the 

needs of the citizens of the State -- trying to draw Districts that have some rational 

relationship to the State's politics, demographics and geography. Go now and do the best 

you can. I don't mean to make a joke about it- it's very difficult to articulate the real 

guidelines. 

Representative McMahan: Thank you. Representative Fitch. 

Representative Fitch: The whole principle is one-man-one vote deviation plus 

or minus - how does that relate to the opinion that the Court handed down and what 

guidance would you have on that. 

Tiare Smiley: The Court did not address that because the 1997 Plan was not 

actually zeroed out - it was pretty close and no one challenged it on one person one vote 

grounds. One person one vote is paramount in Congressional Redistricting - when you 

draw it you need to make the number as close as possible, and that doesn't mean - this is 

reality - there are going to be some slips of things in order to draw Districts as close as 

possible one man one vote. That is one standard you are guided by that the Courts have 

maintained and that does not change. 

Chairman McMahan: Any other questions. Representative Arnold. 

Representative Arnold: What I hear you now saying is that this District Twelve 

and twelve other ones - if it is more compact and has a commonality of interests -that 

you can consider incumbency - you cannot consider race - you can consider party 
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affiliation - and if you draw only those things that would most affect District Twelve 

only - that is the criteria that the Judges are saying we should follow. 

Tiare Smiley: Yes. I would say that it is not true that race must be totally left 

out of the equation. The Supreme Court has said that race is always some consideration -

you cannot in any way forget it - you know the statistics. The issue is that race cannot 

predominate over all the other factors that you talked about. 

Representative Arnold: If you then take into consideration the First District, or 

any other Districts in redrawing the Twelfth District, have you opened the door for all 

Districts to be declared unconstitutional. In other words, can we only redraw District 

Twelve and where it least affects any other Districts. 

Tiare Smiley: I would say under the Court order, that you have the prerogative to 

draw your twelve Districts. The danger, of course, if you go too far afield with one of 

your other Districts - perhaps - you could raise new issues over a District that had not 

been challenged. So far the only Districts that have been challenged have been One and 

Twelve. The Daly lawsuit did challenge some other Districts. You could draw some 

ugly Districts that aren't Districts One and Twelve. So, yes, there is that danger when 

you open up the whole field, but I think the Legislature has the authority to draw its 

Districts. 

Representative Arnold: One final question. I'm back to the Judges are saying 

that our problem is with District Twelve, and ifwe don't submit something they will fix 

Twelve in their mind. Do you have any information from them that they would go 

beyond Twelve. 

Tiare Smiley: I have no idea. We would argue that they should limit what they 

did. They are only allowed to cure a constitutional defect. They aren't supposed to 

disturb -- where possible -- to the Legislature's choices. 

Representative Arnold: Are we not limited by the same thing - to cure that 

constitutional defect. 

Tiare Smiley: You must cure the constitutional defect. Honestly, you don't have 

to defer to Legislative choices-you are the Legislature. When I say that we would argue 
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that the Court's drawings should defer wherever possible -- and only change that which is 

unconstitutional - the Court honestly has the power - they could take the whole map and 

do something. We would argue that the Court should limit, and the Court has not ruled on 

District One although they do not seem to be as unhappy with it - I cannot say that they 

will limit - and it may be that they will say that it is quite possible in redrawing the 

Twelfth -- one of the things that just happens if you do it in an entirely different scheme -

that a Judge could draw and change everything and call it a ripple effect. 

Representative Arnold: It seems to me that the Court is simply saying to us 

affect other Districts as little as possible - address District Twelve - and District Twelve 

only. That's the criteria. 

Chairman McMahan: I would say that the majority of opinions that I have been 

told -- including the Attorney Generals office - seems to follow along those lines. It is 

their opinion that we can do Twelve - and no one really knows for sure - correct it -

change as few Districts as possible, take our best shot. Representative Fitch. 

Representative Fitch: Did I not understand you to say that District Twelve was 

unconstitutional, but District One was also unconstitutional, but they did not give any 

guidelines for it. 

Tiare Smiley: District One - they talked about it but said nothing. They gave no 

opinions whether it was or was not constitutional, and in statement of fact, compared to 

District Twelve, it had favorable comments on District One, although it had some things 

it was not happy about on District One. It made no decision on District One. 

Representative Fitch: District Twelve was the only one in this lawsuit that was 

being challenged. 

Tiare Smiley: No, they were challenging Twelve and One. Twelve and One 

were before the Court. They decided they couldn't decide District One and merely talked 

about it a little bit, but made no decision and sent back and said that District Twelve was 

unconstitutional. 

Representative Fitch: What does - "could not decide District One" -- mean. 
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Tiare Smiley: Under various legal doctrine in terms of the standard of review for 

Summary Judgment - they said that there were material questions of fact that would have 

to be defined in a trial on District One. They felt Twelve could be decided as a matter of 

law on the basis of what they called the undisputed facts. 

Representative Fitch: So, what you are saying is that when we lay District One 

and District Twelve out -- that District Twelve on its face is unconstitutional - that 

District One may be the next level under - the top of the skin is unconstitutional -- but 

since we can decide the unconstitutionality of this matter without waiving that top level 

of skin - we'll just now talk about District Twelve. Is that pretty much what you are 

saying. 

Tiare Smiley: They declined to decide District One, and they made more 

favorable comments when you read the opinion. All I can say is that they declined or felt 

it was not appropriate to look at District One. The only thing they ruled on was Twelve, 

and I am not a mind reader, and all I can do is tell you what the opinion says and what 

they told us. Twelve was not constitutional. One looked better but would have to go to 

trial. 

Representative Culp: In Redistricting we will use the 1990 Census - what is 

that figure - I'm trying to find out how many people in each District. 

Tiare Smiley: It's over 552,000 people in each District. 

Representative Culp: Is the deviation for our own districts the same. 

Tiare Smiley: No, for State Legislature you are allowed plus or minus 5% -- the 

total deviation of 10%. On Congressional, the Courts have ruled under the U.S. 

Constitution a much more exact standard, and they just about have said that if anybody 

comes in with a better plan than yours in terms of population, you have to draw it better 

unless you have a real good reason that you didn't make it more equal. 

Chairman McMahan: Representative Bowie. 

Representative Bowie: Thank you Mr. Chairman. How do they figure the issue 

that you said about One being decided by trial. Are they assuming, or are they saying 
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that it would just be left alone until someone would go to Court. The reason I am asking 

is are we going to do one and then end up going right back to do the other. 

Tiare Smiley: I think that the Court did not say to us that it is making any 

assumptions. Appropriately, it is leaving to the General Assembly the duty to redistrict 

itself. I guess they are not predicting whether or not you're going to touch and therefore 

become a ripple effect, or there won't be a ripple effect. Your solution to your problem on 

District Twelve may or may not - at this point I would say that it is the Legislature's 

prerogative whether to leave it or do everything. That is your prerogative to redistrict the 

State. 

Chairman McMahan: Representative Hunter. 

Representative Hunter: A couple of questions. This case was approved by one 

Federal panel and then got thrown out by another Federal panel. Is that accurate- could 

you give us a little bit of the history on that. 

Tiare Smiley: The anomaly of the law - this is why the people hate the Courts 

and hate Lawyers. After Shaw, the 1997 Congressional Plan was drawn and was 

submitted to the three-judge Court that was the panel at that time to review for the 

purpose of deciding whether it cured the constitutional defect. The Plaintiffs for that case 

all decided that they did not live in the District anymore and would not challenge. The 

Court still had the jurisdiction to consider whether the constitutional defect had been 

cured. In the opinion of that panel, for purposes of these particular Plaintiffs, the 

constitutional violation on District Twelve had been cured. I will leave it to you as to 

why a different set of Plaintiffs -- challenging the same District under a different panel -

got a ruling that the same District no longer cured the constitutional violation. I know no 

more than you do. 

Representative Hunter: But, in effect it was approved by one panel of Judges. 

Tiare Smiley: Yes. 

Representative Hunter: The other question I guess is that it appears that we 

have kind of come full circle since we have been dealing with this issue, because the first 

Plan we passed with almost the full support of this General Assembly was basically 
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thrown out by the Justice Department. They said that we didn't use race as enough of a 

factor. Now we are back to where the Courts have told us that we did use it in too much 

of a factor, but I guess - and you mentioned a question that came up a few minutes ago 

about the Justice Department - does the Justice Department use the same criteria it used 

to use - or is its criteria based on some of the Court rulings now. 

Tiare Smiley: I believe the Justice Department may feel slightly chastened, and I 

think the Court in more than one case has indicated that they perhaps had gone beyond 

their duty under Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act. I do believe they will be using quite 

a different criteria. 

Chairman McMahan: Representative Berry. 

Representative Berry: I just wanted to have you clarify just one little thing. In 

your explanation - did I understand you correctly that if we do not change District One 

then there will be a trial. 

Tiare Smiley: At this point, yes, I believe at some point the Court would go on 

to consider whether or not the Plaintiff could prove a case in District One. I do have to 

say in all honesty in the hearings and whatever - and if you read the opinion - the Court 

really felt that District One is not so bad looking. It's got a few things it doesn't like 

about it- they didn't like the one anomaly of the shape that had to do with the incumbent. 

We believe on various grounds that we can defend District One. The grounds of 

defending District One will be different than defending District Twelve. However, as 

you know, our record has not been real good, and we're not real good soothsayers, but 

District One is just not part of the calculus right now for us - I know it is for you - as a 

lawyer it is difficult for me to try to advise you on that. 

Chairman McMahan: Representative Wood. 

Representative Wood: Yes Mr. Chairman, a follow up on that question relative 

to District One. With the lead of the Chair, if she has with her the actual decision - the 

actual wording of the language by the actual Judges -- by the panel - relative to District 

One - could she read that to the Committee so we could hear that for ourselves. I don't 

have that in front of me. 
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Tiare Smiley: There are two parts where it talks about District One - one is the 

factual discussion and one is the actual legal discussion. Let me give you the legal 

discussion on District One. 

"Based on the record before us, the Plaintiff has failed to establish that there are 

no contested material issues of fact that would entitle Plaintiff to judgment as a matter of 

law as to District One. The Court thus denies Plaintiffs' Motion for Summary Judgment 

as to that District. Conversely; neither has the Defendant established the absence of any 

contested material issue of fact with respect to the use of race as the predominant factor in 

the districting of District One such as would entitle Defendant to judgment as a matter of 

law" (see Attachment I, pages 22-23). 

That's the legal conclusion. 

The factual conclusion is as follows. 

"District One is another predominantly Democratic District established by the 

1997 Plan. Unlike District Twelve, it is a majority-minority District. It is composed of 

ten of the twenty-two counties split in drawing the statewide twelve district 1997 Plan. 

Of the ten sub-divided counties assigned to District One, four have parts with over 50% 

African-American population, four others have parts with over 40% African-American 

population, and two others have parts with over 30% African-American population. It 

gives a couple of examples where it says that Beaufort County is split between Districts 

One and Three, 3 7. 7% of the total population of Beaufort County allocated to District 

One is African-American. Nine of the thirteen counties split along racial lines. Viewed 

on the North Carolina map, District One is not as irregular as District Twelve. It is 

shaped roughly like the State of Florida, although the protrusion to the South from its 

"panhandle" is only approximately 150 miles long. These irregularities surround the 

peninsular extension of the Third Congressional District from the East, allowing the 

incumbent from the previous Third Congressional District to retain his residence within 

the boundaries of the same District, and avoiding placing two incumbents in District One. 

The "comparator compactness indicators" from District One are much closer to the North 

Carolina mean compactness indicators than are those from District 12. For example, 

11 



House Congressional Redistricting Committee 
Minutes 5-19-98 

District One has a dispersion compactness indicator of 0.317 and a perimeter 

compactness indicator of O .107. This dispersion compactness indicator is not 

significantly lower than the State's mean indicator of 0.354, and is higher than the 

dispersion compactness indicators of Districts Twelve, and these are higher than Pildes 

and Niemi' s suggested "low" perimeter compactness indicator" (see Attachment I, pages 

12-14). 

Chairman McMahan: Representative Wood. 

Representative Wood: It sounds like if we can draw a District shaped like a 

State rather than a snake it might work. 

Chairman McMahan: Let me just say that Alan Pugh just mentioned to me that 

there may be some confusion over the difference between Summary Judgment versus a 

Trial. Twelve is ruled on a Summary Judgment. Tiare, would you like to explain the 

meaning of that. 

Tiare Smiley: Summary Judgment is based on affidavits and depositions and that 

kind of testimony - there is no live testimony - the basis for the Court is whether there 

are any contested material facts. If there are material facts that are contested, and the two 

sides have put forward affidavits and other proposed evidence that are in contest -- then 

you can't decide without a Trial, because it means that those contested issues have to be 

done by live testimony by a full Trial. On Summary Judgment, it is felt that the facts are 

undisputed that are important, and those facts, because they are undisputed, allow the 

Court to essentially decide as a matter of law. The Court does not need to make a 

decision between two different versions of the facts. 

Chairman McMahan: Representative Fitch. 

Representative Fitch: Do I understand in your reading of the opinion that the 

incumbent in District Three lived in District Three. 

Tiare Smiley: Within the extrusion of District Three into One, or the inclusion of 

District Three into District One, is the home of the Congressman of the Third District. 

Representative Fitch: I may be mistaken, but I thought the Congressman of 

District Three lived in District One. 
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Chairman McMahan: No Sir, not any more. Not after this Plan. The original 

Plan you all did in 1992 - he did - when we redrew it this time - the Current Plan - he 

lives in his District. Representative Russell. 

Representative Russell: I wanted to ask a question about the Trial situation. So 

as a Committee ifwe just fiddle around with Twelve somewhat to make it better-that's 

one possibility- but what I'm asking is what are the chances ifwe do that -- somebody is 

going to come back and say - whether it is the Plaintiffs or whoever is involved in 

District One - and say you have got to fix that too. Should that occur, how in the world 

would we meet any kind of time plan going into the Primary and General Election. 

Tiare Smiley: My personal belief - don't take it to the bank or the Court - at this 

point whatever Plan - unless the Court sees something that raises new questions that 

somebody could come in about - I believe the Court knows there needs to be a Plan in 

place by July 1 ifthere is going to be a September 15th Primary, and I think whoever was 

to draw a Plan - whether it be you or the Court - it has to be done by July 1 - and to try 

anything else out - a Trial cannot be held and other things are not going to be considered 

for this election. 

Chairman McMahan: So, ifwe do a Plan that only does Twelve -- send it to the 

Court Friday - they don't like the fact that we did not do anything to One - they could 

redraw it themselves by July 1. If they think what we have done to Twelve is 

satisfactory, then they could go ahead and let it stand until the next election in the year 

2000. 

Tiare Smiley: I honestly don't know because they didn't say anything about 

District One - at this point whether they would consider it their prerogative that they had 

decided and they said that they had to have a Trial - whether or not they would consider 

themselves bound to wait on that one. I don't know. The Court has more power than any 

ofus. 

Chairman McMahan: Representative Sutton. 
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Representative Sutton: In your statement you said that the Court could draw 

District One - if they haven't declared District One unconstitutional-why would they 

redraw it. 

Tiare Smiley: The Court has the power to do what it wants in some ways. Our 

argument would be that no District has been declared unconstitutional - there is case law 

-- and it is strong case law -- that the Court is supposed to defer to the choice of the 

Legislators. Now, whether that means anything anymore, I don't know- I do believe that 

those words do have meaning and that it is your prerogative to draw. That doesn't mean 

that the Court won't ignore that, but I do believe that the Court is obliged to defer and 

choose the Legislative choices. 

Chairman McMahan: Representative Justus. 

Representative Justus: Thank you Mr. Chairman. Did you or anyone else on 

behalf of the State ask the panel of judges what their intent was by District One. 

Tiare Smiley: No, we have not had an appropriate proceeding. They have 

indicated the opinion that it can not be decided on Summary Judgment. I think the Court 

would probably wait to see whether or not District One is changed and whether they are 

going to go forward with the Trial. If District One is changed does the law become moot 

as it is? I think there are procedural issues for the Court and there is not opportunity for 

us at this point to address that with the Court. 

Representative Justus: Was it permissible to ask the panel whether or not 

District One was acceptable. 

Tiare Smiley: I don't know an appropriate motion that we could file. I think the 

Court told us they can't decide without a Trial. There is nothing we can say or add that 

will change the fact that they feel like as it is now they could not decide District One at 

this time. 

Chairman McMahan: Representative Fitch. 

Representative Fitch: I realize that we are running a tight schedule - that 

schedule is so tight that we have to get something to the House and through the Senate by 

Friday. What would be the mechanism for other Plans that may not be the Plans coming 
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from the Chairs to get included in the record, because I am certain that if you pass a Plan 

today - this is going bye-bye and you don't want to bring it back again. What would be 

the procedure whereby other Plans can find their way through the Courts. 

Linwood Jones: You can either introduce your own bill or you can send 

something to the Court yourself and ask them to consider that in lieu of the Plan -

assuming there is a Plan passed by the General Assembly. 

Representative Fitch: Do you envision once a Plan is passed today, tomorrow, 

or by Friday that this Committee will meet again. 

Chairman McMahan: No Sir - we don't plan to. 

Representative Fitch: So there will be an introduction of a Plan that will be 

assigned to a Committee - my good friend Representative Morgan I guess - the 

Committee on Rules rather than the Committee on Congressional Redistricting. 

Representative McMahan: Let me just say very briefly what the schedule is 

from this point forward as far as what the Court has determined will be our schedule. 

Once the Plan goes in on Friday there are three days for the Plaintiffs to actually respond 

to our Plan. The Defendants are then given three days to respond to their response and 

then after that if the Court does not accept the Plan - as we said earlier - they have until 

July 1st to draw a new Plan, and that Plan would be the Plan to rule the election for this 

year and also the election in year 2000 unless we chose - we have that prerogative - to 

try to do it again next year. The filing period would then be from July 6th through the 

20t\ the Primary on September 15th
; and the General Election on November 3rd

• 

Just a few brief comments before we present the Plan to you. 

Senator Cooper pointed out at the Public Hearing - a lot of you were there - that 

it is our job to redraw the map in a way that is acceptable to the Court, and then it has to 

be acceptable and meet preclearance by the Justice Department, and then also, of course, 

it has to be approved by a Democratic Senate and a Republican House. I have been 

meeting continuously with Senator Cooper for the past three weeks to try to see if we 

could find any common grounds that we could agree upon to present a Plan to you that 

might be acceptable to both sides. We will not know, obviously, until the Committee 

15 



• 

House Congressional Redistricting Committee 
Minutes 5-19-98 

reviews it and the full body acts on it. The Leadership from both sides have said from the 

beginning that they wanted us to try to agree on a Plan if at aH possible. It is our 

responsibility and one that we do not take lightly. But we, of course, understand the real 

true facts of the situation. We actually have many members in the body with a lot of 

different opinions - some say let the Court do it - others say please protect our 

incumbents and don't let the Court do it - we need to do it - and others say let us do it 

but I don't want my County divided. So you know there are all kinds of factors we are 

having to consider. Of course I do want to point out to you again, the entire 

Congressional Delegation sent us a Resolution asking us to do our job and to please agree 

as a Legislature on a new Plan. All of these facts are present at the same time - as I said 

earlier-we must get Justice, the Court and both bodies of the General Assembly to 

agree. 

We do want to present to you today for your consideration a Plan that does redraw 

District Twelve - and only District Twelve. Senator Cooper has indicated that he will 

recommend that the Senate approve this Plan, and, of course, I bring it before you today 

to ask you to give it favorable consideration. 

Please pass out the information along with the bill. We do need a motion to adopt 

the bill for consideration and discussion (see Attachment II & Ill). 

Representative Holmes: I move to adopt the bill for discussion. 

Representative Arnold: I second. 

Chairman McMahan: All in favor say aye - any opposed - thank you - we will 

pass out the legislation, and take a look at it and I will try to point out to you the 

differences that do occur because of redrawing District Twelve. 

Representative Fitch: This bill is mighty hot off the press - I have never felt a 

bill so hot. I have a question about this bill in front of us. Has a bill been introduced. 

Chairman McMahan: It's a Committee Bill to be put before the Committee 

today to review and take action on. Linwood, would you explain what's in the packet. 

Linwood Jones: First of all, I apologize that we are running short on these 

colored copies - most of you got a map showing a blown up area of District Twelve. A 
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few of you got a statewide map of District Twelve. If this passes out of Committee 

today, we will have colored maps for everybody on the House floor tomorrow, and we 

can get anyone that doesn't have one today another map. 

Chairman McMahan: Representative Bowie. 

Representative Bowie: Before you continue - for those of us that have the little 

one - are these the only Districts that were changed at all. 

Chairman McMahan: Yes - we'll explain the changes. 

Linwood Jones: I've set out on the front of this packet some of the more 

significant changes. The only changes are to Districts Five, Six, Nine, Ten and Twelve -

so that is District Twelve and the Districts that surround Twelve. There are no changes to 

any other Districts. Just a brief description - District Twelve as you can see on the map 

runs from Winston-Salem to Charlotte. Compared to the Plan we enacted last year; it 

picks up about 17,000 more people in Forsyth County; it picks up about 50,000 more 

people in Mecklenburg County; and it picks up all of Rowan County now. It is still in 

parts of Davidson and Iredell - and the part in Iredell is very similar to what we passed 

last year. District Nine as you can see it added Lincoln County that used to be in District 

10. District Ten is similar to last year except that up in the Northwest comer Ashe and 

Alleghany and a small piece of Surry have been moved from District Five into District 

Ten. Also, District Five now goes into northern Guilford County - you'll see it runs right 

across the top of Guilford County and now goes into all of Alamance County. Last year 

Alamance County was split. In looking at this data in this report, keep in mind that all of 

this data is old data. It is 1990 census data which we are required to use. The registration 

data in here is old- it's 1990- and the elections we used to measure what these Districts 

vote like are from races in 1988 and 1990 - so they are also old. Most of what you want 

to see is in the very back of this report - the black and white maps - and we put them all 

in there even though all the Districts didn't change - just so you could see. For example, 

One, Two, Three, Four and some of the others are still the same. 

Chairman McMahan: Yes Sir. Representative Culp. 

Representative Culp: Did you split any precincts. 
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Chairman McMahan: There is one precinct in Mecklenburg that was split 

before -- that is still split. That's the only one in the entire State. There were a 

considerable number before the last go around. 

If I could just make one other comment about it - then we can get to the questions 

possibly. I did want to say, of course, as Linwood said we did pull out of Guilford 

completely, and now we actually are divided in four counties in lieu of six counties in 

District Twelve as the Current Plan does. I would point out that you will readily see 

when you compare it to the Current Plan -- and certainly to the Plan of 1992 - the District 

is much more geographically compact - in fact it would probably fall in the middle if you 

compared it to other Districts across the State. We tried to look at putting more counties 

together in District Twelve. You will see that we do have one full county, Rowan, in 

District Twelve. We tried to put three counties together - quite honestly the District 

became Republican, and, obviously, that was not acceptable. That is what in effect 

happens to Twelve when you all of a sudden put Davidson, Rowan, Iredell together with 

Mecklenburg -- it becomes a Republican District, and we have to be looking at what 

would be acceptable to both sides. I wanted to point that out to you. Linwood did point 

out the shift in the population - Mecklenburg now there were 50,000 people that were put 

into Twelve who were formerly in Mecklenburg. District Nine now actually has less than 

one-half Mecklenburg voters. Lincoln County goes into Nine which it did not have 

before, and I think he mentioned most of the other changes. 

I wanted to say that we did discuss at great length the possibility of looking at 

District One - I personally felt that it would be wise to make some changes on One -

some very minor changes, but at least there was an effort on our part to try to look at One. 

Quite honestly, the Senate emphatically denied and refused to have any interest at all in 

District One. Based on the current set of circumstances, that being a Primary that is 

existing down there - a democratic Primary - again, I understand the reason, but I wanted 

to make you aware of that - we did actually work on that up until this morning. 

I want to say in closing that, again, I hope you will give favorable consideration to 

this Bill. Many of you have been actually involved in this process, and some of you may 
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have felt you were left out of this process. I just want you to know that I have not done 

that purposely. I have simply tried to get some understanding of what Plan is acceptable 

to the Senate since we have such a very tight time frame. So with that I will be very 

happy to answer questions. 

Representative Oldham had his hand up first. 

Representative Oldham: I have a question dealing with the District around 

Carver High School. That was a pretty large District that they split. Carver High School 

and Solid Rock - now, they have left Solid Rock out of it and that is right in the heart of 

all of these that are listed here. 

Chairman McMahan: That's in Forsyth County right. 

Representative Oldham: Right- and it's right down the street from Carver -­

between Carver and fourteenth street -- and Ashley School -- and a fire station - right in 

the middle of it and it is left out. It would appear to me that in getting the others, you 

were bound to include that area . 

Chairman McMahan: I'll ask Linwood to comment on that. 

Linwood Jones: The other thing I should have mentioned that is outdated are 

these precincts. These are 1990 precincts - most of the counties have split and done other 

things with the precincts since then- so it's in there. It's not an isolated piece. If it's 

within that area - it's in the District. 

Representative Oldham: It's in the heart-right down the street from Carver 

School. 

Chairman McMahan: Any other questions. Thank you very much. 

Representative Fitch. 

Representative Fitch: The split - Democrat and Republican - is what. 

Chairman McMahan: As far as the new Plan is concerned, Representative 

Fitch, the registration of Democrats and Republicans in District Twelve continues 65% 

Democrat to 29% Republican. For the actual voting history, one race that we focus on is 

the Lewis/Smith Judgeship face in 1990. It was 54% for Lewis and 46% for Smith. The 

Helms/Gant race was 60% for Gant and 40% for Helms. Other questions. 
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Representative Fitch: So this maintains the balance of six and six. 

Chairman McMahan: Yes Sir it does. There is no question the numbers -

percentages move more towards the Republican side than the old District Twelve, and 

that is what happens when you put whole counties together, but that is what we have been 

working on for the last two weeks. We tried to look at Twelve and balance it to where it 

would be acceptable to the Senate. 

Representative Fitch: Do you feel that you have addressed all the questions 

from the Court as to what was wrong with District Twelve, and that those questions are 

affirmatively answered. · 

Chairman McMahan: Representative Fitch, one thing the opinion said was we 

had purposely gone up into Forsyth, and in Mecklenburg, and in Statesville and some 

other towns and picked up minorities. This Plan now does not do that under any 

circumstances. It said that we went up and picked up minority precincts, but next door 

there were other Democratic precincts that we ignored. This Plan now goes up and 

actually goes through Forsyth and picks up Democrats and ignores the minority factor. 

When you look at it, the actual minority drops in this Plan to about 35% (total 

population) and 32% (voting age population), but again we very carefully looked at it to 

try and make sure that we didn't look at it just to pick up minority precincts. 

Representative Fitch: So you didn't ignore minorities -you just picked up more 

whites. 

Chairman McMahan: Well, we just picked up other Democrats. Yes Sir, more 

whites. Representative Sutton. 

Representative Sutton: Can you tell me how many of the incumbent 

Congresspersons have actually seen this Plan or seen the map. 

Chairman McMahan: I would say with the combination of myself and Senator 

Cooper - most of them have seen it -- if not all -- and they are very strongly in support of 

it-with the possible exception of Representative Watt- obviously he has the most 

problems with it - but he has accepted it and understands why we are doing what we are 

doing. Senator Cooper has had the conversation with him. Representative Gray. 
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Representative Gray: I was just curious - are we dividing more counties under 

this Plan than we did before. 

Chairman McMahan: No Sir - I think we are dividing two less counties, but it 

may be one less - I just asked Linwood to check that. 

Representative Gray: Because we are not dealing with those Districts on the 

east - those Districts that are divided now are not being addressed. 

Chairman McMahan: That's correct Sir. All the Districts east of Greensboro 

are not affected at all by this change. Representative Grady. 

Representative Grady: I understand that some precincts have changed to some 

degree - split, etcetera - but was there any attempt to reconstruct and look at current voter 

registration in -- lets say -- the Helms/Gant race of 1996. 

Chairman McMahan: No Sir - we did not - we used the same criteria we did 

the 1997 map on - which was the 1990 data. 

Representative Grady: So, any shifts of population or allegiance in party would 

not be reflected in anything that we have. 

Chairman McMahan: No Sir - it would not. Other questions - Representative 

Wood. 

Representative Wood: Thank you Mr. Chairman. Just a few statistics - ifl 

recall in reading the statement of the judges - one of the facts presented against the old 

Plan - the percentage of minority precincts included again the Forsyth segment of the 

District and the percentage in Mecklenburg - could you give us the respective 

percentages in the old District relative to Forsyth and Mecklenburg. The percentage of 

the amount that is in Forsyth that was minority under the old District, and the percentage 

of minority in the new District. 

Chairman McMahan: Mr. Cohen will answer that. 

Representative Wood: If I remember reading through the decision correctly- or 

at least some of the information in the cities - part of the evidence presented by the 

Plaintiffs indicates the high percentage of minority precincts in Forsyth County versus 

non-minority precincts. So, what I would like is the old figures under the old District and 
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the new figures under the new District as to the percentage of it being minority 

respectively. 

Gerry Cohen: Yes, in Forsyth County in the 1997 Plan- of the part of Forsyth 

County in District Twelve, 72.9% was Black. Under this Plan it drops to 61.3%. 

Representative Wood: Mecklenburg as well please. 

Gerry Cohen: In Mecklenburg - it was 51.9% under the 1997 Plan. It is 44.8% 

under the 1998 Plan. 

Representative Wood: Can you go ahead and answer that for Iredell County as 

well. 

Gerry Cohen: I don't have that information. 

Chairman McMahan: It would be substantially less because we do not go into 

Statesville. Other questions - Representative Starnes. 

Representative Starnes: You passed this Plan by the incumbent Congressmen -

have the Chairman of the Democratic and Republican parties had an opportunity to 

review this Plan. 

Chairman McMahan: No Sir - not as far as I know - someone from the 

Republican side has been over here a couple of times and spoke at the Public Hearing, but 

I have not given a Plan to either side to comment on it. 

Let me bring up one point in the Bill - Linwood just pointed out - at the bottom 

of page eight -- this Bill includes language that says that this Bill only applies to the 1998 

election. I really don't know why that's in there - as far as I'm concerned if we pass this 

and it's approved by the Court - then it ought to apply for the next two election cycles for 

us not to have to redraw again. Tiare, do you know any reason why they would limit that 

to 1998. Linwood didn't seem to know and thought you might. 

Tiare Smiley: From the discussions I've heard - without that language an appeal 

pending the Court's decision would probably become moot. 

Chairman McMahan: So in effect then ifwe approve this Plan, and it's 

accepted - it would only apply to this year and then it would go back to the Plan that 

we've had- the Current Plan for the year 2000. 
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Tiare Smiley: Only if an appeal was won. That would be the legal effect if you 

pass that kind of language. 

Representative Gray: Mr. Chairman, is the goal to make this effective for the 

1998 and 2000 election cycles. 

Chairman McMahan: That certainly would be my intent. 

Representative Gray: Are you convinced that what you have placed in here if it 

avoids challenge affects that. 

Chairman McMahan: That's the reason I raised the issue - to me it would. I 

would like to recommend that we take this out. Do you all have any objection to us doing 

that. Can I hear a motion that we delete lines 42-44. 

Representative Culp: So moved Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman McMahan: Do I hear a second. 

Representative Arnold: Second 

Chairman McMahan: All in favor say aye - any opposed - ayes have it. 

Representative Gray: Mr. Chairman, what is the effect for removing that 

language. 

Chairman McMahan: My understanding is that ifwe approve this Plan, and this 

Plan is accepted by the Court - by removing this language - this Plan would now apply 

for 1998 and 2000. Now, if someone has a different opinion, please speak up. I think if 

we have gone through the exercise to do a new Plan - why would we want to go back to 

the other one and have to go through another appeal. Any other questions. Does that 

satisfy you Representative Gray. 

Representative Gray: Yes Sir. 

Chairman McMahan: Representative Hunter. 
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Representative Hunter: Mr. Chairman, I would move that this Committee give 

a favorable report to this Committee Bill - we don't have anything - there is no 

Committee substitute - no original Bill to give an unfavorable report to - so I guess the 

motion is just a favorable report and recommendation to the House as this Committee's 

Bill on the Congressional Redistricting. 

Chairman McMahan: Thank you very much for introduction to the House. Do 

I hear a second. 

Representative Bowie: Second. 

Chairman McMahan: All in favor please raise your hand - all opposed - the 

Bill passes. All those in favor please raise your hand again - we probably should record 

the vote - all opposed - the Bill passes 16 in favor - 5 opposed. The Bill passes. Thank 

you very much. Anything else. Yes Sir -- Representative Culp. 

Representative Culp: What is the date when the Courts approve or disapprove 

of this. 

Chairman McMahan: We have to submit it by Friday. I think there are three 

working days - did that not get changed - didn't you all ask for three working days. 

Tiare Smiley: We submit it Friday and then the Plaintiffs have three days to 

object - we have three days to counter their objections. Then the Court will decide 

whether to accept it - it goes to Justice the 22nd 
- and everything takes place by July 1. 

Chairman McMahan: Representative Fitch's hand is up first. 

Representative Fitch: My hand is not up because it was stuck from voting no - I 

move to adjourn. 

Chairman McMahan: We stand adjourned. Thank you. 
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The meeting was adjourned at 4:20 p.m. 

W. Edwin McMahan, Chairman 

Sharon Cram, Committee Clerk 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA 

EASTERN DIVISION.. f I l E [) 
No. 4:96-CV-104-BO(3) 

MARTIN CROMARITE, THOMAS 
CHANDLER MUSE, GLENNES DODGE 
WEEKS, R.O. EVERETT, J.H. 
FROELICH, JAMES RONALD 
LINVILLE, and SUSAN HARDAWAY, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

JAMES B. HUNT, JR., Governor ) 
of the State of North ) 
Carolina; DENNIS A- WICKER, ) 
Lieutenant Governor of the ) 
State of North Carolina; ) 
HAROLD J. BRUBAKER, Speaker of) 
the North Carolina House of ) 
Repreeentatives; ELAINE ) 

RSHALL, Secretary of the ) 
State of North Carolina; ) 

RRY LEAKE, member of the ) 
State Board of Elections; ) 
s. KATHERINE BURNETTE, member) 

f the State Board of ) 
lections; FAIGER BLACKWELL, ) 
ember of the State Board of ) 
lectious; DOROTHY PRESSER, ) 
ember of the State Board of ) 
lections; and JUNE K. ) 
OUNGBLOOD, member of the ) 
tate Board of Elections, in ) 
heir Official Capacities, and) 
HE NORTH CAROLINA STATE ) 
CARDS OF ELECTIONS, an ) 
fficial agency of the State ) 
f North Carolina, ) 

Defendants. 
) 
) .,__ _______________ ) 

DPS1D W. DANiEl, CLERK 
U. S. DISTR!CT COURT 

C 1.~·l·~T. NO. C,A.R. 

M E M O R A N D U M 

0 P I N I O N 

This matter is before the Court on the Plaintiffs' Motions 

or Preiiminary Injunction and for Summary Judgment, and on the 

efendant~• Motion for Summary Judgment. The underlying action 

hallQnges the congressional redistricting plan enacted by the 
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General Assembly of the State of North Carolina on March 31, 

1997, contending that it violates the Equal Protection Clause of 

the Fourteenth Amendment, and relying on the line of cases 

represented by Shaw y. Hunt, 517 U.S. 899, 116 s. Ct. 1894, 135 

L.Ed.2d 207 (1996) ("Shaw II"), and Miller v. Johnson, 51S U.S. 

900, 904 1 115 s. Ct. 2475, 2482, 132 L.Ed.2d 762 (1995). 

Following a hearing in this matter on March 31, 1998, the 

Court took the parties' motions under advisement and therenfter 

issued an Order and Permanent Injunction (l) finding that the 

Twelfth Congressional District under the 1997 North Carolina 

Congressional Redistricting Plan is unconstitutional, and 

granting Plaintiffs' Motion for Summary Judgment as to the 

Twelfth Congressional District; (2) granting Plaintiffs' Motion 

for Preliminary Injunction and grantirig Plaintiffs' requea~, as 

contained in its Complaint, for a Permanent Injunction, thnreby 

enjoining Defendants from conducting any primary or general 

electio,1 for congressional offices under the redistricting plan 

enacted as 1997 N.C. Session Laws, Chapter 11; and (3) ordering 

hat the parties file a written submission addressing an 

ppropriate time period within which the North Carolina General 

ssemhly may be allowed the opportunity to correct the 

onetitutional defects in the 1997 Congressional Redistricting 

lan, and to present a proposed_election schedule to follow 

edistricting which provides for a primary election process 

ulminating in a general congressional election to be held on 

uesday, November 3, 1998, the date of the previously scheduled 
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general election. 

That Order was issued on April 3, 1998, by a majority of the 

three-judge panel. Circuit Judge .Sam J. Ervin, III, dis1Sented. 

Defendants filed a Motion for a Stay of the April 3 Order, which 

was denied by this Court by Order dated April 6, 1998. 

Defendants also appealed the.April 3 Order to the Supreme Court, 

and the appeal is still pending in that Court. This Memorandum 

and Opinion refers to that Order, and shall be the opinion of the 

ourt. 

BA9I<;GROUND 

In Shaw II the United States Supreme Court held that the 

elfth Congressional District created by the 1992 Congressional 

edistricting Plan· (he~einafter, the "1992 plan") had been race­

could not survive the required "strict scrutiny. 517 

.s. 899, 116 s. Ct. 1894. The five plaintiffs in~ lacked 

tanding to attack the other majority-minority district (the 

irst Congressional District under the 1992 plan) because they 

not registered voters in the district.· Id. 

Soon after the Supreme Court ruled in Shaw II, three 

of Tarboro, North Carolina, filed the original 
. 

in this action on July 3, 1996. These original 

laintiffs resided in the First Congressional District 

alternatively, "District l") as it existed under North 

arolina•s 1992 plan. The Plaintiffs charged that the Fir5t 

ongressional District violated their rights to equal prottction 

nder the United States Constitution because race predomin~ted in 
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he drawing of the District. The action was stayed pending 

esolution of remand proceedings in Shaw v: Hunt, and on July 9, 

996, the same three Tarboro residents joined the Plaintiffs in 

..,....=w= in filing an Amended Complaint in that case, similarly 

hallenging District 1. 

By Order dated September 12, 1997, the three-judge panel in 

approved a congressional redistricting plan enacted on March 

1997, by the General Assembly as a remedy for the 

onstitutional violation found by the Supreme Court to exi&t in 

he Twelfth Congressional Dietrict {alternatively, "District 

The Shaw three-judge panel also dismissed without 

ae·moot, the plaintiffs' claim that the First 

ongreseional District in the 1992 plan was unconstitutional. 

lthough it was a final order, the September 12, 1997, decision 

f the~ three-judge panel was not preclusive of the inetant 

ause of action, as the panel was not presented with a contlnuing 

hallenge to the redistricting plan. 1 

1 In its final Memorandum Opinion, the three-judge panel in 
~~, noted that there was "no substantive challenge to the 

1997] plan by any party to this action," and closed by 
xplicitly ''noting the limited baaia of the approval of the plan 
hat we are empowered to give in the context of.this litigation. 
tis limited by the dimensions of this civil action aa that is 
efined by the parties and the claims properly before us. Bera, 
hat means that we only approve the plan as an adequate remedy 
or the specific violation of the individual equal protection 
ights of those plaintiffs who successfully challenged the 
egislature•s creation of former District 12. Our approval thus 
oes not-cannot-run beyond the plan's remedial adequacy with 
aspect to those parties and the equal protection violation found 
a to former District 12." Shaw v. Hunt, No. 92-202-CIV-S~BR, at 

(E.D.N.C. Sept. 12, 1997). 

4 
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On October 17, 1997, this Court dissolved the stay 

previously entered in this matter. On the same day, two of the 

original three Plaintiffs, along with four residents of District 

12, filed an amended Complaint challenging the 1997 remedial 

congressional redistricting plan (the 11 1997 plan"), and seeking a 

declaration that the First and Twelfth Congressional Districts in 

the 1997 plan are unconstitutional racial gerrymanders. The 

three-judge panel was designated by order of Chief Judge 

Wilkinsion of the Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals, dated January 

23, 1998. The Plaintiffs moved fer a preliminary injunction on 

January 30, 1998, and for summary judgment on February 5, ~998. 

The Defendants filed their instant summary judgment motion on 

March 2, 1998, and a hearing on these motions was held on March 

31, 1998. 

FACTS 

The North Carolina General Assembly convened in regul~r 

session on January 29, 1997, and formed redistricting comm.1.ttees 

o address the defects found in the 1992 plan. These newly 

ormed House and Senate Committees aimed to identify a plan which 

ould cure the constitutional defects and receive the support of 

majority of the members of the General Assembly. Affidavit of 

enator Roy A. Cooper, III {11 Ccoper Aff.") 13. In forming a 

orkable plan, the committees were guided by two avowed goalsz 

1) curing the constitutional defects of the 1992 plan by 

ssuring that race was not the predominant factor in the new 

lan, and (2) drawing the plan to maintain the existing partisan 

5 
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balance in the State's congressional delegation. Cooper Aff. 

1~5, 8, 10, 14; Affidavit of Gary o. Bartlett, Executive 

Secretary-Director of the State Board of Elections ("Bartlett 

Aff. 11
), Vol. I Commentary at 9-10, 

To achieve the second goal, the redistricting committees 

draw the new plan (l) to avoid placing two incwnbents in the same 

district and (2) to preserve the partisan core of the existing 

districts to the extent consistent ~ith the goal of curing the 

efects in the old plan. Cooper Aff. !14. The plan as enacted 

eflects these directives: no two incumbent Congressmen reside 

n the same district, and each district retains at least 60% of 

he population of the old district. Cooper Aff. !8, Affidavit of 

epresentative W. Edwin McMahan ("McMahan Aff,") 17. 

The Twelfth Congressional District 

Diutrict 12 is one of the six predominantly Democratic 

istric\:s established by the 1997 plan to maintain the 6-6 

division in North Carolina's congressional delegation. 

12 is not a majority-minority district, 2 but 46.67 

its total population ie African-American. Bartlett 

I Commentary at 10 and 11. District 12 is composed of . 
ix counties, all of them split in the 1997 plan. The racial 

ompoeition of the parts of the six sub-divided counties aaeigned 

2 The Twelfth is not a majority-minority district as 
easured by· any of three possible criteria. African-Americans 
onstitute 47 percent of the total population of District 12, 43 
ercent of the voting age population of the District, and 46 
ercent of the registered voters in the District. Peterson Aff., 
t 8. 
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o District 12 include three with parts over 50 percent African­

arican, and three in which the African-American percentage is 

nder SO percent. Declaration of Ronald E. Webber ("Webber 

However, almost 75 percent of the total population 

n District 12 comes from the three county parts which are 

ajority African-American in population: Mecklenburg, Forsyth, 

nd Guilford counties. Id. The other three county parts 

Iredell, and Rowan) have narrow corridors which pick 

many African-Americans as are needed for the district to 

ite ideal size. 3 Id. 

Where Forsyth County was split, 72.9 percent of· the total 

opulation of Forsyth County allocated to District 12 is Afrioan­

erican, while only 11.1 percent of its total population 

esigned to neighboring District 5 is African-American. Id. 120. 

imilarly, Mecklenburg County is split so 51.9 percent of its 

population allocated to District 12 is African-American, 

only 7.2 percent of the total population assigned to 

djoining District 9 is African-American. 

A-similar pattern emerges when analyzing the citiee and 

owns split between District 12 and ite surrounding districts: 

he four largest cities assigned to District 12 are split along 

acial lines. Id. !123. Fo.r example, where the City of Charlotte 

s split between District 12 and adjacent District 9, 59.47 

3 An equitably populated congressional district in North 
arolina needs a total population of about 552,386 persona using 
990 Census data. Weber Dec. 139. 
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percent of the population assigned to District 12 is African­

American, while only 8.12 percent of the Charlotte population 

assigned to District 9 is African-American.' Affidavit of Martin 

B. McGee ("McGee Aff."), Ex. L. And where the City of Greensboro 

is split, 55.58 percent of the population assigned to District 12 

is African-American, while only 10.70 percent of the population 

assigned to District 6 is African-American. Id. 

An analysis of the voting precincts immediately surrounding 

District 12 reveals that the legislature did not simply create a 

majority D~mocratic district amidst surrounding Republican 

precincts. For example, around the Southwest edge of District 12 

(in Mecklenburg County), the legislature included within the 

di&trict's borders several precincts with racial compositions of 

40 to 100 percent African-American; while excluding from the 

district voting precincts with less than 35 percent Afric~n­

erican population, but heavily Democratic voting registrAtions. 

ong Mecklenburg County precincts which are immediately adjacent 

o ~istrict 12, but not inside it, are precincts with 58.818 

ercent of voters registered as Democrats, and precincts that are 

6.464 percent Democratic, 54.213 percent Democratic, 59.135 
. 

ercent Democratic, 59.225 percent Democratic, 54.498 percent 

emocratic, 59.098 percent Democratic, 55.72 percent Democratic, 

4.595 percent Democratic, 54.271 percent Democratic, 63.452 

ercent Democratic, and 59.453 percent Democratic. Id., Ex. P. 

imilarly, Forsyth County precincts that are immediately adjacent 

o, but not inside, District 12 include precincts with 57.371 

g 



percent Democratic registration, 65.253 percent Democratic 

registration, 65.747 percent Democratic registration, 65.747 

percent Democratic registration, 76 percent Democratic 

registration, 55.057 percent Democratic registration, 55.907 

percent Democratic registration, 56.782 percent Democratic 

registration, 55.836 percent Democ~atic regietration, and 60.113 

percent Democratic registration. Id., Ex. O. Finally, District 

12 was drawn to exclude precincts with 59.679 percent Democratic 

registration, 61.86 percent Democratic registration, 58.145 

ercent Democratic registration, 62.324 percent Democratic 

egistration, 60.209 percent Democratic registration, 56.739 

ercent Democratic registration, 66.22 percent Democratic 

egistration, 57.273 percent Democratic registration, 55.172 

ercent Democratic registration, and 63.287 percent Democratic 

egistration, all in Guilford County.• Id., Ex. N. 

On the North Carolina map, District 12 has an irregul~r 

hape and ie barely contiguous in parts. Ite Southwest co~·ner 

Mecklenburg County, very close to the South Carolina 

and includes parts of Charlotte. The District moves 

orth through Rowan County and into Iredell County. There it 

uts West to pick up parts of the City of Statesville. More than 

5 percent of the Statesville population that is included in 

istrict 12 is African-American, while only 18.88 percent of the 

opulation of Statesville excluded from Dietrict 12 is African­

erican. McGee Aff., Ex. L. From Statesville, the District 

lnto Rowan County. There it dips to the South to 

9 
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include Salisbury, before turning to the Northeast and entering 

Davidson County and the City of Thomasville. Over 41 percent of 

the populations of Salisbury and Thomasville that are included in 

District 12 are African-American, while only 15.39 and 9.55 

ercent, respectively, of those that are excluded from the 

istrict are African American. Id. The District makes a 

orthwesterly incursion into Forsyth County to include parts of 

instori-Salem, where 77.39 percent of the population within 

iatrict 12 is African-American, and only 16.06 percent of the 

opulation left out is African-American. Id. The District moves 

o the East and narrows dramatically before opening up again to 

nclude th~ predominantly African-American parts of Greensboro, 

here the District ends. 

Objective, numerical studies of the compactnssa of 

ongressional districts are also available. In his report, "An 

valuation pf North Carolina's 1998 Congressional District~," 

rofessor Gerald R. Webster, one of the Defendants' expert 

i tnessee, _presents statistical analyses of "comparator 

ompactness indicators" for North Carolina's congressional 

istricts under the 1997 plan. In measuring the districts• 



RF 

dispersion compactness' and perimeter compactness, 5 Professor 

Webster offers two of the "most commonly r·ecognized and applied" 

compactnQss indicators. Webster, at 13 (citing Pildes & Niemi, 

Expressive Harms, "Bizarre Districts," and Voting Rights: 

Evaluating Election-District Appearances After Shaw v. Reno, 92 

Mich.L.Rev, 483, 571-573, table 6 (1993) (hereinafter, "Pildes & 

Niemi"); and~ Bush v. Vera, 517 U.S. 952, -, 116 s. Ct. 1941, 

1952, 135 L,Ed.2d 248 (1996) (citing Pildes & Niemi compactness 

factors ae,supporting evidence for holding three Texas 

congreseio~al districts unconstitutional). 

In diecuesing the relative normalcy of varioue compactness 

easures, i>ildea and Niemi euggeet that a "low" dispersion 

ompactnes~ measure would be equal to or less than 0.15. Pildes 

& Niemi, at 564. They suggest that a 11 low" perimeter compactness 

is ·equal to or less than 0.05. Id. North Carolin~•s 

elfth Congreaaional District under the 1997 plan has a 

igperelon compactness indicator of 0.109 and a perimeter 

ompactnes~ indicator of 0.041. Webster, at _table 3. These 

' "Dispersion compactness" measures the geographic 
'dispersion" of a district. To calculate this a circle is 
ircumscribed around a district. The reported coefficient is the 
roportion of the area of the circumscribed circle which iR also 

'ncluded in the district. This measure ranges from 1.0 (most 
ompact) to 0.0 (least compact). Webster, at 14. 

5 "Perimeter compactness" is based upon the calculation of 
he district's perimeter. The reported coefficient is the 
roportion of the area in the district relative to a circle with 
he same perimeter. This measure ranges from 1.0 (moat compact) 
o 0.0 {least compact). Webster, at 14 •. The equation used here 
s (((4 x TT) x Area of district)+ (District's Perimeter2)). 
ebster, at table 3. 
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figures are much lower thin the mean compactness indicators for 

North Carolina's twelve congressional districts under the 1997 

plan. The.average dispersion compactness indicator for the State 

ie 0.354, and the average perimeter compactness indicator is 

0.192. Id. The next lowest dispersion compactness indicator 

after District 12 ie the 0.206 in the Fifth Congressional 

and the next lowest perimeter compactness indicator is 

First Congressional District's 0.107. Id. 
' I 

The F~rst Congressio~al District 

District 1 is another predominantly Democratic district 

stablished by the 1997 plan. Unlike District 12, it is a 

ajority-m~nority district, based on percentages of the total 

opulation 'of the District, 6 as 50.27 percent of its total 

opulation'.is African-American. Id., Vol. I Commentary at 10. 

istrict 1 :is composed of ten of the 22 counties eplit iri drawing 

statewide 12 district 1 1997 plan.· Weber Dec. !16. Half of 
I 

twe~ty ~ounties represented in District 1 are split. Id. Of 

ten sub-divided counttes assigned to District 1, four have 

arts with ,.over 50 percent African-American population, four 

there have parts with ov~r 40 percent African-American 
. 

opulation,· and two others have parts with over 30 percent 

frican-American population. Id., 117. 

In each of the ten counties that are split between District 

5 While 50.27 percent of the total population of District 1 
s African-American, only 46.54 percent of the voting age 
opulation 1s African-American, based on the 1990 census data. 
artlett Af:f., Vol. I Commentary at 10. 
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1 and an adjacent district, the percent of the population th4 t is 

African-~erican is higher inside the district than it is outside 

the district, but within the same county. Id., 119 and,Table 2. 

~he disparities are less significant than in the county eplite 

involving District 12. Id., Table 2. For example, where 

Beaufort County is split between Districts 1 and 3, 37.7 percent 

of the tot~l population of Beaufort County allocated to District 
' 

l is Afric~n-American, while 22.9 percent of the total population 
I 

of Beaufort County assigned to District 3 is African-American. 

Simil~rly, nine of the 13 cities and towns split between 

District l'.and its neighboring districts are split along racial 

lines. Id~, !22. For example, where the City of New Bern is 

split between District 1 and adjacent District 3, 48.27 percent 

of the pop~lation assigned to District 1 is African-Americ,m, 

while 24.49 percent of the New Bern population assigned to 

District 3 ·is African-American. McGee Aff., Ex. L. 

Vi3wed on the North Carolina map, District 1 is not aa 

rregular ~s District 12. In the North, it spans 151.2 miles 

cross, from Roxboro, Person County, in the West, to Sunbury, 

ates County, in the East. 

("Stuart A!f."), table 1. 

Affidavit of Dr. Alfred W. Stuart 
. 

It is shaped roughly like the state of 

lorida, a~though the protrusion to the South from its 

'panhandle" is only approximately 150 miles long (to Goldsboro, 

ayne County, with two irregularities jutting into Jones, Craven, 

nd Beaufort Counties. Cooper Aff., attachment. These 

rregularities surround the peninsular extension of the Third 
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ongressio~al District from the East, allowing the incumbent from 

the previo~s Third Congressional District to retain his residence 

ithin the;boundaries of the same district, and avoiding placing 

two inci.lmb~nts in District 1. 

The "comparator compactness indicators" from District 1 a.re 

much close~ to the North Carolina mean compactness indicators 

than are those from District 12. For example, District l has a 

diepersion;compactness indicator of 0.317 and a perimeter 
' ' 

compactnes~ indicator of 0.107. Webster, at table 3. Thia 

dispersion;compactness indicator is not significantly lowe.r than 

the State'p mean indicator of 0.354, and is higher than the 

dispersion'. compactness indicators of Districts 12 (0.109), 9 

(0.292), ahd S (0.206). Id •. It may be noted that Districts 5 

and 9 are next to, and necessarily shaped b·y, District 12. 

District 1; has a perimeter compactness indicator of 0.107, which 
' 

is lower t.han North Carolina• s mean perimeter compactness 

indicator :(0.192), but much higher than Pildes and Niemi's. 

suggested ':" low'' perimeter compactness indicator (0. 05). District 

l's perimeter compactness indicator is also much higher than that 

of District 12 (0.041). Id. 

DISCUSSION 

The E:qual Protection Clause of the United States 

Conetitut~on provides that no State "shall deny to any person 

within it( jurisdiotion thg gqual protection of the laws." U.S. 

Const. amend. 14, S 1. The United States Supreme Court explained 

in Miller v Johnson, si~ ~.s., at 904, 115 s. ct., at 2482, that 



the central mandate of the Equal Protection Clause "iQ racial 

neutralitY, in governmental decisionmaking." Application of this 

mandate c~early prohibits purposeful discrimination between' 

individuals on the basis of race. Shaw y. Reno, 509 U.S. 630, 

642, 113 s:. ct. 2816, 2824, 125 L.Ed.2d 511 (1993) ("Shaw I") 

.(citing Washington v. Davis, 426 u.s. 229, 239, 96 s. ct. 2040, 
' . 

2047, 48 L-Ed.2d 597 (1976)). 

As t~e Supreme Court recogni2ed, however, the use of this 

principle in "electoral districting is a most delicate task." 
J 

Miller. 51~ U.S., at 905, 115 s. Ct., at 2483. Analysis of 
,; 

suspect di~tricts must begin from the premise that "[l]aws that 
·, 

explicitly distinguish between individuals on racial grounds fall 
I 

within the: core of [the Equal Protection Clause's] prohibition." 

Shaw I. SO~ U.S., at 642, 113 s. Ct., at 2824. Beyond that, 

however, the Fourteenth Amendment's prohibition "extends not just 

to explicit racial classifications," Miller, 515 U.S., at 905, . 
115 s. Ct.} at 2483, but also to laws, neutral on their face, but 

~ 
"unexplain.ble on grounds other than race," Arlington Heights v. 

I 

Metropolit+n Housing Development corp,, 429 u.s. 252, 266, 97 s. 

Ct. 555, 5~4, 50 L.Ed,2d 450 (1977). 

In challenging the constitutionality of a State's 

istricting plan, the "plaintiff bears the burden of proving·the 

ace-based motive and may do so either through 'circumstantial 

vidence of a district's shape and demographics' or through 'more 

irect evidence going to legislative purpose. 111 Shaw II, 517 

.s., at -i 116 s. Ct., at 1900 (quoting Miller. 515 U.S., at 
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916, 115 s,. Ct., at 2488). In the final analysis, the plaintiff 

must show ;"that race was the predominant factor motivating the 

legislatu~e•s decision to place a significant number of voters' 

within or ~ithout a particular dietrict, 11 Id. (quoting Miller, 

515 U.S., ~t 916, 115 S. Ct., at 2488). 

Oncer plaintiff demonstrates that race was the predominant 

factor in fedistricting, the applicable standard of review of the 
I 

new plan i~ "strict ecrutiny." Thus, in Miller the Supreme Court 
' 

held that ~trict scrutiny applies when race is the "predominant" 
l 
~ 

consideration in drawing the district lines such that "the 
I 

legislature subordinate(s] race-neutral districting princi~lee 
~ 

••• to r~cial considerations." 515 U.S., at 916, 115 S. Ct., 
' 

at 2488. *nder this standard of review, a State may eecapQ·· 
) 

censure while drawing racial distinctions only if it is pui~suing 
J 

a "compall+ng state interest." Shaw II, 517 U.S., at-, 116 s. 

ct., at 1902. 

Howev4r, 11 the means chosen to accomplish the State's 

sserted p~rpose must be specifically and narrowly framed to 

ccomplish :that purpose." Wygant v. Jackson Bd. of Ed,, 476 U.S. 

67, 280, i06 S. Ct. 1842, 1850, 90 L.Ed.2d 260 (1986) (op:..nion 

f Powell, ;J.) • As the Supreme Court required in Sha.w II, where 

State's P;lan has been found to be a racial gerrymander, that 

tate must ~ow "show not only that its redistricting plan was in 

ursuit of :a compelling state interest, but also that its 

istrictin~ legislation is narrowly tailored to achieve that 

ompelling :interest." 517 u.s., at -, 116 s. Ct., at 1902~ 
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We a7e cognizant of the principle that "redistricting and 

reapportiqning legislative bodies is a legislative task which the 
I 

federal courts should make every effort not to preempt." '1iee YL 
1 

Lipqcomb, f437 U.S. 535, 539, 99 s. Ct. 2493, 2497, 57 L.Ed.2d 411 
! 

(1978) (c~tatione omitted). "A State should be given the 
i 

opportunio/ to make its own redistricting decisions so long as 

that is pi~ctically possible and the State chooses to take the 

opportunity. When it does take the opportunity, the discretion 

of the fe~eral court is limited except to the extent that the 
! 

plan itselt rune afoul of federal law." Lawyer v, Dep't of 
: 

Ju~tice, -t U.S.-,-, 117 s. Ct. 2186, 2193, 138 L.Ed.2d 669 
' 

(1997) (i~~ernal citations omitted). Thus, when the federal . 
courts dec~are an apportionment scheme unconstitutional-as the 

i 

Supreme Coprt did in Shaw II-it is appropriate, "whenever 
; 

practicabli=3, to afford a reasonable opportunity for the 

legislatur~ to meet constitutional requirements by adopting a . 
substitute!measure rather than for the federal court to devise 

j 
and order ~nto effect its own plan. The new legislative plan, if 

forthcomin~, will then be the governing law unless it, too, is 

challenged; and found to violate the Constitution." ~, 437 
. 

U.S,t at S40, 98 S. Ct., at 2497. 
< 

.L. The T]ielfth Congressional District 

Ae nofed above, the final decision of the three-judge panel 

in~ oniy approved the 1997 Congressional Redistricting Plan 

"As an ade~uate remedy for the specific violation of the 

individual~egual 
1 
' i 

protection rights of those plaintiffs who 
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successful~y challenged the legislature's creation of former 
. 

District l~." 
' 

Shaw y. Hunt, No. 92-202-CIV-5-BR, at 8 (E.D.N.c. 
I 

Sept. 12, ~997). In the instant case, we are faced with a ripe 

controversy as to the newly-configured Twelfth Congressional 
' 

District. ~Thia panel must thus decide whether, as a matter of 
! 
' , 

law, Dietrfct 12 violates the equal protection rights of the 

Plaintiffs;who live within the district and challenge its 

constitutibnality. 
J 

In hotding that District 12 under the 1992 plan was an 

unconstitutional racial gerrymander, the Supreme Court in Shaw Il 

noted, "[n~o one looking at District 12 could reasonably ~uggest 
I 

that the dfstrict contains a •geographically compact' population 

of any rac1." 517 U.S., at-, 116 s. Ct., at 1906. The Shaw II 
I 

Court thus'.struck the old District 12 as unconstitutional ts a 
; 

matter of }aw. In redrawing North Carolina's congressiona 1
• 

i 

districts in 1997 the General Assembly was, of course, awar.e that 
f 

District lt under the 1992 plan had been declared 
I 

unconstitu~ional; curing the constitutional deficiencies was one 

of the legfslature'e declared goals for the redistricting 

process. Cooper Aff. 1!5 1 a, 10, 14. . 
Defendants now argue that the changes in District 12 between 

i 
the 1992 and 1997 plane are dramatic enough to cure it of ite 

' 

onstituti~nal defects. They point to the fact that the new 

iatrict 1~ has lost nearly one-third (31.6 percent) cf the 

opulation!frorn the 1992 district and nearly three-fifths (58.4 

ercent) o~ the land. These numbers do not advance the 
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Defendants: argument or end the Court's inquiry. As Defendants 
l 

themselves; note, the Court's role is limited to determining 

"whether t~e proffered remedial plan is legally unacceptable 

because it;violates anew constitutional or statutory voting 
i 

rights-that is, whether it fails to meet the same standards 

applicable!to an original challenge of a legislative plan in 
' ' 

place." M~Ghee y, Granyille County, 860 F.2d 110, 115 (4~ Cir. 

1988) (citing Upham v. Seamon, 456 U.S. 37, 42, 102 s. Ct. 1518, 
l 

1521, 71 L~Ed.2d 725 (1982))· A comparison of the 1992 District 

12 and the\present District is of limited value here. The iesue 

in this caie is whether District 12 in the present plan violates 
l 

the equal irotection rights of the voters residing within it.· 
i In ShfW I, the Supreme Court described old District ii as 
t 

"unueually;ehaped. It is approximately 160 miles long and, for 

much of itt length, no wider than the [Interstate)-85 corridor. 

It winds if snake-like fashion through tobacco country, financial 

' centers, a*d manufacturing areas until it gobbles in enough 
I 

enclaves of black neighborhoods." 509 U.S., at 635-636, 113 S. 
I 

Ct., at 28~0-2821 (internal guotationa omitted). Viewed without 
' 

reference {o District 12 under the 1992 plan, the new District 12 
f . 

is also "u1usually shaped." While its length has been shortened 
{ 

to approxilf1ately 95 miles, it still winds its way from Charlotte 
( 

to Greenab~ro along the Interstate-BS corridor, making detours to 
l 

ick up ha4vily African-American parts of cities such as 
i 

tatesvill,, Salisbury, and Winston-Salem. It also connects 

omrnunitieJ not joined in a congressional district, other than in 

t 
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i 
the:uncons~itutional 1992 plan, since the whole of Western North 

! 
Carolina ~s one district, nearly two hundred years ago. Pl. 'a 

Brief Opp) Def. 's Mot. S.J., at 12. 
l. 

As no_~ed above, where cities and counties are split between 

District l? and neighboring districts, the splits are exclusively 

along raci► l lines, and the parts of the divided cities and 

counties h~ving a higher proportion of African-Americans are 

always inc uded in District 12. Defendants argue that the 

Twelfth ha been designed with politics and partisanship, not 

race, in m nd. They describe the District as a "Democratic 

island in~ Republican sea," and present expert evidence that 

political fdentification wao the predominant factor determining 

the borderiof District 12. Affidavit of David w. {"Peters~n 

Aff."), at!2. As the uncontroverted material facts demone~rate, 

however, t!e legislators excluded many heavily-Democratic 

precin~ts }rom District 12, even though those precincts 
I 

imrnediatelt border the District. The common thread woven 

throughout 1the districting process is that the border of District 
J 

12 meander. to include nearly all of the precincts with African-

American p*pulation proportions of over forty percent which lie 
t . 

between chirlotte and Greensboro, inclusive. 
i 

As no~ed above, objective measures of the cornpactneee of 
I 

District 1~ under the 1997 plan reveal that it ie still the most 

geographic~lly scattered of North Carolina's congressional 
I 
I 

istricts. \ When compared to other previously challenged and 
' 

• I d ' reconstitu~e congreseional districts in North Carolina, Florida, 

t 
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i l . . d Georg a, rp..linois, an Texas, District 12 does not fare well. 
' The Distri.kt•s dispersion and perimeter compactness indicators 
l 

(0.109 an<t 0.041, respectively) are lower than those values for 

North Carokina's District 1 (0.317 and 0.107 under the 1997 
' 

plan). Si~ilarly, the District suffers in comparison to 

Florida's fistrict 3 (D.136 and D.05), Georgia's District 2 

(0.541and 1 0.411) and District 11 (0.444 and 0.259), Illinois' 
! 

District 4f (0.193 and 0.026), and Texas District 18 (0.335 and 

0.151), Dirtrict 29 (0.384 and 0,178), and Diatrict 30 (0.383 and 

0.180), 

Rule 6(c) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure provides 

that sumzna y judgment shall be granted if there is no genuine 

issue as ti any material fact and the moving party is entitled to 

judgment a~ a matter of law. The moving party must demonstrate 

the lack of a genuine issue of fact for trial, and if that burden 

is met, thf party opposing the motion must show evidence of a 

genuine fa6tual dispute. Celotex Corp, v. Catrett, 477 u.~. 317, 
l 

324, 106 si Ct. 2548, 2553, 91 L.Ed.2d 265 (1986). 
"I 
I 

Basedjon the uncontroverted material facts before it, the 

Court concfudee that the General Assembly, in redistricting, used 
i 

criteria with respect to District 12 that are facially race 
1 

driven. o!strict 12 was drawn to collect precincts with high 

racial ideJtification rather than political identification. 
l 

Further, t~e uncontroverted material facts demonstrate that 
I 

recincts iith higher partisan representation (that is, more 

eavily Deiocratic precincts) were bypassed in the drawing of 
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Distric~ 12 and included in the surrounding congressional 

districts. The legislature disregarded t~aditional districting 

criteria such as contiguity, geographical integrity, community of 

interest, and compactness in drawing District 12 in North 

Carolina's 1997 plan. Instead, the General Assembly utilized 

~ace as the predominant factor in drawing the District, thus 

violating the rights to equal protection guaranteed in the 

Constitution to the citizens of District 12. 7 

To remedy theQe constitutional deficiencies, the North 

Carolina legislature must redraw the 1997 plan in ~uch a way that 

it avoids the deprivation of the voters' equal protection rights 

not to be classified on the basis of race. This mandate of the 

Court leaves the General Assembly free, within its authority, to 

use oth$r, proper factors in redrawing the 1997 plan. Amo~g 

these factors, the legiel~ture may consider· traditional 

districting criteria, including incumbency considerations, to the 

extent congistent with curing the constitutional defects. ~ 

~~~-I, 517 U.S., at-, 116 s. Ct., at 1901 (descrLbing ~race­

t1:adi tional districting criteria''). 

First Congressional District 

Ba~ed on the record before us, the Plaintiff has failed to 

stabliah that there are no contested material issues of f.•1ct 

hat would entitle Plaintiff to judgment as a matter of la·h' as to 

7 The Supreme Court has indicated that, when drawing 
ongressional districts, race may not be used as a proxy for 
olitical characteristics. Vera y. Bush, 517 U.S. 952, -, 116 
. Ct. 1941, 1956, 135 L.Ed.2d 248 (1996). 
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District, 1. The Court thus denies Plaintiffs' Motion for Summary 

Judgment as to that District. Conversely; neither has the 

Defendant established the absence of any contested material issue 

of fact with respect to the use of race as the predominant factor 

in the districting of District 1 such as would entitle Defendant 

to judgment as a matter of law. 

CONCLUSION 

Based on the Order of thie Court entered on April 3, 1998, 

and the foregoing analysis, Defendantg will be allowed the 

opportunity to correct the constitutional defects in the 1997 

congreesional Redistricting Plan, in default of which the Court 

would undertake the task. 

This Memorandum Opinion, like the Order to which it refers, 

is entered by a majority of the three-judge panel. Circuit Judge 

Sam J. Ervin, III, dissents. 

This, the L.:f_'Tday of April, 1998. 

By: 

TERRENCE W. BOYLE 
Chief United States District Judge 
RICHARD L, VOORHEES 
United States Dietrict,Judge 

E 
CHIEF UNITED STATES 
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I~ TP.E UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA 

UST!JUi 0IVIS!0M 

MARTIN CROMARTIE, 't'HO~.S 
CHANDLER MUSE, GL!NNES DODGE 
WEEKS, R.O. EVERETT, J.H. 
R0!LICH, JAKES RONALD 
LINVIU,E, an:l SU;.,A.N HA..~AWAY, 

Plainti!1'B, 

v. 

JAMES a. HUNT, JR,, Governor 
of the Stzi.ta o! North Carolina; 
et al., 

D~!endant.15. 

·) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
l 
) 
) 
) ___________________ } 

ERVIN, circuit Jud;e, disaBntingz 

P I s s E N T 

D 

In Slaw v, Ren~, th~ Supritme Court ret:ogniz.~d a new cause ot 

a~~ion in voting right~ law -- that ~~atg legi~la~uraa cculc not 

esubordincte traditional dietrir.Jting principl,;.s tc racial 

CQnsider~tione in drawing legislative diatr1o~Q withou~ ~r1gg,;.r1ng 

stric~ •cru~iny under the Equal Protection Clause 0! the Fourteenth 

A.~endln.ant. 509 U.S. 630 (1993) c·shaw !"). Because the distr~o~ing 

plan bQtore us is fundamentally different from the ~l~ns struck 

down by the court in 5baw I and it~ progeny, .s.u Mjl1er v, JohneQD, 

515 U.S. 900 {l99~); Sbaw V, H\lnt, 517 U.S. 899, 135 L. ~d. 2d 207 

(1996) ,·~hay II"); Bushy. Vara, 517 U.S. 95~, 135 L. Ed, ~d 248 

(l996}, I do riot believe that tha Pla.int:~!fs have proven any 
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violation oi ~heir right tc the aqual protection of the laws. 

North Carolina I s twelfth oon;ressional district ics not a 

majority-minority· district, .it was not created as a result o! 

~trong-armir.g by tho U.S. Dep~rtment of Justice, &nd, contrary to 

tno ~ajcrity 1 g a;ss~tiona, it im not •o bi:arr• or unueual in shape 

that it oa.nnot b.a explained by factors othar than raea. The 

Plaint! tf~ 1 evic!ar.ce is net so convincing as to undermina the 

State's contention that the 1997 Plan wam motivated by a desire to 

r~l!'ady the c:oncstitutional violations from the 199:l Plan, to 

?reserve tha even split tetween Republican5 and Oenocrats in tha 

North Carolina conqres~ional delegation, and to protect incumbents 

by drawing th"1 di~trict~ so that each incumbent resides in a 

eeparata di&triot, o~r accaptancg of tha State's pro!tered 

justifications, ~};5ant ~orQ rigorous; proo:r by t.ha Plainti!ts, is 

eepeoially appropriate in this contaxt, con&idaring thQ dgfar~nce 

that we are bound to accord state legislative deoision~ in 

qua5tion& o! redistricting. Finally, I !ind it inconsistent to 

docidci, a&1 the majority ha.s dona today, that the General Assembly, 

whilG angaging in a state-~ide rediatric~ing proc•••, was 

i~pormi~•icly intluancQ~ PY predominantly racial consid~rations in 

the drawing o! one district (the twcl!th) whil& evidencing no &uch 

uneonatitution~l predilection in the othe~ dia~rie~ under ehallango 

(th• fir&t), or for that rnat~er, any of North Carolina's other ten . 
congreasicnal dis~~ict&. For these reasens, I ~ust reapectfutly 

c:Hasent. 
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I. 

In order to prevail on a race-predominance claim, the 

Plaintiffs niust show -that rcce was the predominant · factor 

motivating the lagislature's decision to place a significant number 

ot voters wiehin er ~ithout & particular di5trict." Mill@~, !15 

U.S, at 916, Tha prinoiple that race cannot be tha predominant 

factor in a iegielature•a raa1,tr10ting calculus is simple. 

Applying that principle, on the other hand, is quite OO?l\~lex, 

t>~cau~c numcr0us factors influence a legislature's dietrioting 

choicc5 ~nd no one factor may readily be identified ae predoninant. 

In undertaking this analy&is, it i& crucial to nots that in 

tha matt~r er rodigtricting, oourta owe aucstantial deference to 

the legielatura, Which iii fulfilling "the 1nost vital ot local 

run~ti0n•• and 1~ antrustQd with the ~discration to exercise thQ 

polit~ca.l judgment neceasa.ry to balanca cot:'lpeting interests," 

Millc:s.,.., 515 U.S. at 915. We presume the legislature acted ir. goo:i 

faith ~~sent c sufficient showing to the contrary. Isi...... A sta~e•e 

redistricting responsibilit:, "should be accorded pri111ac-y to the 

extant possl:ble \t'han a federal court exerci&,uii ramedial p01;i1er. 11 

La~er y. papartm;nt or Justice, 138 L. £d. 2d 669, esa (1997). 

While the majority a~d I appaar to ba in agreement on _thesQ 

general principleG, tha ~ajority doea not discuEB the e>etent of the 

Plair.tiffs' burdan in ~roving a clai~ of racial gerrymandering . . 
Concurrinq in Miller v. John~cn, Juatice O'Connor emphasized that 

the plaintit!'s buraen in c~&es of this kind must 0• especially 

rigorous: 

3 



I ~nd~rstand the threshold standard thQ Court adopt• •• 
• to bo & de..ir.anding one. To invoY.e strict acr~tiny, a 
plaintiff must sho~ that the State has relied on race in 
eubatantial dJ,rcqard of custoffiary and traditional 
~1s~r1cting practices •.•• [AJpplicat!on or the Court's 
•tandard help& achiave .sll.A.il'a baaic objective o~ making 
axtr@me tnetmncA& ct ~e~ndering aubjact to ~ea~inqtul 
judici8l revie~. 

ii 4 

t:t1 l ler. ~15 u.s. at. 928-29 (O'Connor, J., concurring) (emphasis 

added). This principle was recently developed by a three-jud9• 

panel that upheld Ol:lio I s l.992 rediatrict:ing plan tor its 11tat11 

lQqialature; 

As we apply th& threshold analyais davalopad by th~ 
Supreme Court in .sh..a:w: Cl!!lses, we are mindful ef the 
dAngara that a. lo'Ji th:ra&hold (eil&i ly invoking Gtrict 
scrutiny) pos~5 for states. We there!ore rollow Jutitice 
O'Connor'• laad in applying a demapginq thresha,d that 
allowa statag aoma dagroo o! latitude to ~~n~ider race in 
drawinq districts. 

Ouiltar y. VoipQV)Cb, 981 F, supp. lOJ2, 1044 (N.O, Ohio 1997) 1 

arf 'd, 66 U.S.L.W, '.3639 (U.S. Mar. 30, 1998) (No. 97-968). 

rhe Court ha.SI rQcogr.i%cad t.h.at. legial.a~~ras o!ten have ':ni)(ed 

motive~" -- thGy may intend to draw :m..ajority~minority diatrict~ as 

#ell as to protect ineu?l\bQnts or to accommodate othar tradi~ional 

interests. Bµ5h v, Yern. lJS L. Ed. 2d at 257. In cueh a ca~~, 

court• must review extremely carefully the evidence prasente~ in 

order to dQtermine whether An imper~iesible racial motive 

prQdominatQd. A determination that a stata has relied on race in 

aullatantial tU~rQgard ct c:uatomary and tradH:i'Cnal districting 

practiOQg will trlgg1r Qtriot ierutiny, though &trlc~ ~o.rutiny does 

not apply m~r~ly because radis~rioting ie parformad with 

conaciou.sneaa of rao~. li.,_ Plaintiffs may show that racQ 
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predominated either through direct evidence of legislative intant 

or through circumstantial evidence, such as the exti·emely contorted 

natura o! a district•& ahapa and it& racial de~ographics. §bow II, 

135 L, Ed. 2d at ~18-219; Millar, 515 U.S. at 9lE. 

The Plainti:!fa hava pr'1aantad no d.1.ract. avidanca that th■ 

General AG~&lllbly's intent w.s to draw district l1naa N~•d on raou. 

In contrast to the redistricting plans at issue in North C~rcline 

in Sbcw TI, in Texas in Eq:,h v, Yero, and in G~0rgia in MDler y. 

JabP3PD, the 199, Plan vas not drawn ~ith an articulated dasire to 

maxi1T.ize minority votinq participation. In order to suocead on 

summary judgment, tha Plaintiffs mu.st therefore present 

0irouziu;tantial GVidancQ that thg State net only ahcwQd aubstantial 

disregard !or tracHtional districting principl&s, but that the 

predominant fActcr in the legislature's d~cieion to aot as it did 

was race. 

II. 

The State has as&grt~~ that several criteria w&ra mora 

i.Jllportant ~~~ race in ~he General Assemoly'g creation 0! tha igg7 

Redistricting Plan, Tha Ganaral A•••ffibly drgw ~hQ 1997 Plan to 

rQmedy the constitutional violations in the 1992 Plan, to pres&rve 

North Carolina'• partisan balance cf ai.:ic Republicans and aix . 
Oemocrats, and to avoid placing twc incwnbent• in th• aame 

di~trict • .s.a.a DetenQ~pts' Br, in support of su:mm~hy Judg:m=ot at 4-

7 (•perendants' Br."). In order to grant Flaintitrs the relier they 

QGak, thay ffiUSt provg that the st~ta has suhQtantially diaregarded 
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these proffered redietrietin~ crit■rio, as well a• Qther 

traditional districting criteria, in raver or raee. I believe that 

th• Plaintif~a have failed to ~eet thi• burden. 

Firs't. and !orel'U:ist, the district.:; at issue hgrQ are not 

majority-minority dlatricts.: I ~ind it ot ut~oGt i~portance that 

only 4,.36% of tha voting-ago population in DiGtr1ot 12 ia African­

American. Thia !aot immediately diatinguis~as this CA&e from the 

lina cf Supreme Court caees that have struck down· racial 

qerrymandering in North Carolina, Florida, G4orgia, Louisiana, and 

Texa5 -- caees that define the equal protection inquiry in this 

area. The Court itself recognizad this distinction when it. 

racently upheld a Plcrida. state senate district that was not a 

majority-minority di&trict. A,u. L!.:wytr, 138 L. Ed. 2d at 680 

(l.lpholding stat" .ianat~ ctiatrict with 36. 2i hla.ck voting-age 

population); @@i a1;g ouiltor v. Voinoviah, 66 u.s.L.w. J639 cu,s. 

Mar. JO, 1998) (No. 97-988) (affirming deci:sion o! three-judge 

panel that rejected a racial ;errymander ing challenge to Ohio 

1 The Supreme Court has not articulated whether a distriot is 
dQ~ignated major!ty-minority by rsterenoe to vo~1ng-age population, 
by re!erenee to overall populAtion, or by reference to voter 
ragigtr&tion. Voting-aga population vould aeQm to ~Q the 
~ppropriate bench:rn.C!rk. All people of voting aqe have the capacity 
to inflYencQ elections, Whare•s tho~e undar votin; agQ obvioualy 
cannot. Counting only registered voters wculd pota~tially 
undercount thog• with the pota~tial to influence eleotione. 

In Oistrict 12, 4~-~6t of the voting-age population is black, 
...,hile 4 6. 67 \ o! the total population is l:ll1:1.ck. In Oiatrict 1 1 

46.~7% ot tho voeing-age population ig black, ~hila ~0.~7% or the 
totAl population is black. Under none of the P9&&ible critaria, 
than, can Diatriot 12 ba considered a majority•minority diatrict. 
District 1 can only be con~idered a mo.jorit}·-minority district with 
retarence ~o total population. ~ Dcfcngan~s• Br, at 6. 
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legislative dietrict~ th~t were not majority-minority). 

.. -
•• a 

In its racial composition, Di&trict 12 is no differ■nt !rem 

every one o! North Carolina•~ cth~r aleven congrQs.ional diatrict~: 

the majority Qf tha voting-agQ popula~ion in tha di&triot is whitG. 

While this may n0t b'8 diapositiva of the quas~ion whether race was 

tha ~redo~ina"t taotor in the legislatur••s rediatricting plan, the 

tact that all o! North Carolina I a congreasional districte are 

:najority-white at the very le~st makas tha Plaintiffs' burden, 

which ia ~lready quite high, even ~ore oneroua. Had the 

legis!.atura b~an pre~ominantly inrluancad by zi. da1.ira to draw 

Oi&triot ll according to raco, I QUapaot it would have cr•atad a 

dlatrict ware:l m.orQ -ch~n 4Ji or t1\ca vot.1ng-agG . population wae 

In part becau~e Dii;triet 1.-i io not a m21.jortt.y-1nin0d.t~ 

district, I find no reason to credit the Plainti!fa' contention 

that race waa the predominant factor in the leqielatu=e'e 

decisions. Thi& is especially t~e c.on::sidaring thAt the 

legi&laturQ has profferQd .Qveral compelling, non-r~ci~l fa~tor■ 

tor it& decision. 

Se~ond, this case ia roadily diatinguiahable from previous 

racial gerryn,andaring caaa& becousa t:h• plan at iasu• is no~ the 

result of North Ca~olina'• Acquiesoenoe to pres~ure froffl the U.S. 

~uotic• Department, actinq under its Voting Rights ~ct p::-eolaarance 

authority. In previous cases in which t}-.. e Court s.tru0k dovn 

challengerl dist~icts, the legislatures drew the challenq~d plans 

a!ter their initial plans had been denied preclearance by the 

Department ot Justice undQr its ~olack-maximiza.tion'' policy. ~ 
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Miller, 515 u.e. at 921. For axample, in ~iller, the Court round 

that th& crGatlon of thQ unoonstitutional district waa in direct 

responGQ to having had t~o prQViou~ plans ~Qnl8d preclearancQ by 

the Juatico Dapartmant. S.U J.'1. ("There 1s little doubt that the 

state' a trua intarest in designing the Elevanth District wa.5 

oraating a third ~ajority-min0rity di■trict to 5Ati&fy the Justice 

Department' e precleanmce demands.") , In Shaw II, 

recognized.. that North Carolina decided .to dralJ t-wo 

th• court 

majorit:r-

minority di5trict& in responsQ to the J~stice DepartmQnt 1 a 6Qnial 

of preelaarancQ to a previou& pl~n. Sh~W II, 135 L. Ed. 2d at 219 

(noting that the •cyert1d1ng purpose [of th• rediQ~ricting plan) 

Yaa to comply with the dictateg of the Attorney CenQral'a De~. 18, 

1991 letter (denying praolaarance to pravicus plan] and to create 

two congression~l districts with effective black votinq 

m.4joritias") (quotation emitted), 

In contr&st, while the Department of Jugtice granted 

preclearance to the plan at issue in this c~s~, thA Dopart.ment did 

not enqa;e in ~he kind ot browbAating that the supr•m• Court h~~ 

!ound oftan&iva in prQvio~a racial gerrymandering oa~es. In the 

caaas I have citQd, tha Court rQlied on this ~ir&ot evidence, that 

tha legiQl~t~re was primarily motivated by race, to invoke ■trict 

acrutiny cf the challar.ged district&, Unlike those cases, 

Plaintiffs have p~o!ferea neither direct nor circumat&ntial 

evidence that the Gener~l AssBl:lbly wa~ pre~GUrQd by tha D~partmant 

of Justice to :maximiza lllinority participation whan it. :redraw ths 

ccngraG5ional diatrict~ in l997, In tna ab~anoe of such evidence, 
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I hava litt1a raa.son t.o believe; that the stata is leas than cand.id 

in 1~• averment• to thi• court that raea ~am not tha predominant 

factor uaed by the lagialaturg when crafting ~~Q 1997 redistricting 

plan. 

In reaching its decision, the majority has relied haavily on 

evidence that District i2 could have geen drawn to include more 

pracincta vhere a majority o! re;istered voters ara DQmocrats, but 

that it was not so dra'Wn, presiu:i!lably for reasons the.t can be 

predom1n~ntly expl~ined on no other basia b~t raca. r cannot aqree 

with the majority•; interpretatio~ of tha evidence. Th• 

Plaintif!~, and thg majority opinion, provida an9cdotal gvidQnc~ 

that certain precincts that k>order Dir.trict 12, but wer-., not 

includ6d in that district, have a high num~er of voters that arQ 

rggistered Democrats. ~ supra at a-9. This avidence do•• not 

take into accoul"\t, however, that voters often do not. vote in 

accordance with their registered party affiliation. The state hAs 

argu$d, and I &aa no raas.on to di~cradit thair uncontroverted 

aaaerticnm, that tha di;trict linas ware dra\olll ba&ad on votea tor 

C~'ll'locratic c~ncHdiltae in jlgtµJl alciotirw&, rather tha.n thi;a nwnbcir 

o! registered voters. a:,e ·Affidavit of Senator Roy A~ Cooper, III 

("Cooper 1\ff,") !S ("election results were. the principa.l factor 

which dst&I'111ined the location and configuration of all distri·;ta") . 

The majority's evidence also ignorQ6 th.a 5irople fact th&t the . 
ro~1g~rictinq plan must con:ply with tha equal protection principla 

ot wonA pareo~, oni vote.• Every voter mu~t go aomewhera, yet all 

di5tricte must remain relatively aqua1 in population. Plaintitf&' 
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anecdotal evidence s~ggests that Oemooratic precincte could hava 

been includeO in District 12 in certain areas, had the district 

only bQQn QnlargQd to inclu6e those places. BY necessity, however, 

tho aiatric::t would naad to h.ava baen reduced in liiiza in other 

places in 0rdar to accommodate the increase in the overall 

population in the dis.trie-t. Had the Stata dra;.,n the lines Jn tha 

manner that Plaint1!fs• evidence i~pliea it snould hava, it appears 

that the state ai~ply would have traded a DGmocratic precinct 1n 

one ·part of the dietrict for a Democratic precinct in another part. 

Perhapa &:uch line-drawing ·.ould ha·,1e satil!f ied the Plaintit!li 1 

daaira that Di~trict 12 contain ~ore than a 57% ~hite majori~y, but 

I do not agree with thg :ajority tha~ the Constitution requiree it. 

In contra5t to Plainti!!a I anecdote l evidence (which i• 

pre ■anted in an atfidavit by Piaintif!~• counsel), the State hae 

presented fa"C' mor" convincing &vid&nea t.hat raca waa not the 

pred01tinant factor in the Geno-rel Assembl~-' a docigion to draw 

District 12 as it has been drawn. B.cc Affidavit of Dr. Oavid w. 
P&t.erson ( "Peters.an Atf. ''). In hi:s eto.tietical ~alyais, Prof ese0r 

Pa~eraon traVQlQd thg &ntira circumra~ance of District 12, looking 

at bo~ th• party a:rt'ilia.tion and racial composition of the 

precinct• on ei thcr side o! the diatr iet line. Based on an 

enaly•i• of the entire dist~ict, Professor Petaraon conoludgo that 

''the path tA'ken by th.e boundary ot. the Tweltth District can k>ca 

a-:.tributed to political considerations \iiith at llilaat ao :much 

atatimtical certainty as it can =• attributed to raoi&l 

0ona1~Qrat1ong." Petarson Aft. 13, In ether ~ords, examining the 

10 
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entire circum!arenca cf Oiatrict ll, rather than relying on 

Plaintit!s' "pick ~nd. ch00aa• axamplaa, t.hara i• no ■tCltimticol 

evidence to suppoi·t the conclueion that race was tha c:aneral 

Asaambly'• primary motive in drawing Dis~rict 12. 

Furthermore, the majority ■aes tit to ignore evidence 

damonatrating that not only did tha legi1latura utilize traditional 
' race-neutral districting principle& 1n drawing the Twaltth 

Oistrict 1 a lines, but that theGa principle• pradominata~ over any 

racial ccneideraticn•. 1\ccording to the Suprema Court, th••• 
"race-neutral" principles incl\J.ds, t>ut are not limit8d to: 

compactness, contiguity, respect for politieal subdivisions or 

ccmm~nitias of interaat, .and incumbency protection. ScA Eusb y. 

2.in, 135 L. Ed. 2d at 260; Miller, ~15 U.S. at 916. The majority 

would apparantly add 11 goographical integrity" to thia liat, 

althou;h I am not cle~r ~h~t QXactly thoy mQan ~Y that.• SU au~ra 
at 22. Regardlese o! what is include~ on the li.t, however, thQ 

feet reme.ini, that the legialature relied mora heavily on thas.e 

nautral principles than on race when it chose the boundaries ·or 

oi■~ric:t i.:z. 

The compactnaa& or ct,ttict 12 is, admittedly, ~ubst~ntially 

letas than what haa °bQQn daQmad ~o be "idc:ial" an-:1 i11 the least 

eompa~ of all of North Carolina's tYelve oon9rg;;ional dictrict~. 

2Th• term "geographical integrity" does not. app■er in eny of 
the Supreme court's voting rights c~ses, and the only lowar court 
ca•• ~hat oxprgaaly uaa& tha tarm, DeWitt Y, WiJaon, 856 F. Supp. 
1409, 1411 (E.D. C~l. 1994), did eo cnly because it ~as a atandard 
••tout in the state's oonctitu~ion. 

11 
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.au e,up:ra at ll (eitin<7 Pildee & Niemi "comp1:1.ctnees factor•"). 

Some district, however, llluat inevitably b■ the least. compact; that 

• !act alone there!ore is not diQpo&itivQ. And bQc~uaa Piatrict 1~ 

ratlact• tho path& ot major intsratata high~ay oorridor~ 'Which m&ke 

.t.raval within the district a>et.re111aly easy, it has a type of 

"functional compactneae" that is not necesearily reflected by the 

Pildes 5i Nie::ni f21.ctore. In additior,, District 12 as it currently 

atanda ie contiguous. Contrary to th• majority's allusions to 

.. narrow corridors," :i.ll IJJPrA at ,, tha width of the di&triot is 

ro~ghly aqu~l througtou~ its lenqth, ~ A!tidavit o! Or. Gerald~. 

Webster tbl. l. 

Oi&trict 1.2 als.o vas dasigned to join a claa.rly de!1.nad. 

11 co?M\unley of i!'ltarest 11 that haa sprung up among the ir.n~r-cities 

and along ~he ~ore urban areas abutting the interatate highways 

that ara the ~ckbona of the di~trict. I do not &QB how anyone cnn 

argue that the citizens of, tor example, the inner-city of 

Charlott• do not have more in comnon ~ith citizens cf the inner­

citiaa of statesvl lle and Winston-Salem than with their tell cw 

Mecklenburg county citizens who happen to rasida in ~uburbah or 

rural areas. 

The tricky buainQgs:i of drawinq border& to protcac::t inou?ll.bontsa 

also requirQd the legislature to dr~w Diatrict :2 in tha ~ay it 

did. ::>istrict 12 had to be drawn in l:l manner tha.t avoided placin9 

both conqr8ssman 5urr's A~d Cogle's re8idences inGide th• di&trict, 

axcluded Cabarrus County, where Ccngraa&man Hefner residam, 8nd 

still provided enough Democratic votes to protect incumbent 

12 



Congressman Watt's seat • .a=.: Cooper Aff~ 110. 

..., a 
I J 

What I tind tc bathe predominatinq factors in drawing the 

l.•997 Plan, hotJavar, war~ tha legisli!!lture' & desi:ra to maintain the 

6-6 partiaan balance in tho Hou&• an~ ~o protgc~ incumbent&. SAA 

cooper A!f. is (eta.ting maintalning p.r~iaan balancG wa. 'th= 

principal !~ctor driving r~d.istr1ct.1ng), · Th$■e are laqitimata 

intarasts vhich have been upheld by the Suprama court ln pravicusa 

votinq riqhts c~a~s. l1J1.il, e,g,, Eush y. Yero, 135 L; !d. 2d at 260-

61, and were propar concerns !or the logimlature here. As I noted 

ba!ora, the majority's decision to look only at the percentaga of 

registered DQtnocratQ in a.nal~12ing the district'• border& ignores 

the fact that reg!atered De~ocrats ar• no~ co~pQlled to vota Cor 

D01ocratio candidates and often do no~. In drawing Ciaer1c~ ii, 

therefore, the legislature did not consider ~eraly the numl:>ar or 
reqistered De:mocr~ts, rather it lookad also to the hiat.ory of 

r&can~ voting patterns in an atteNpt tc design tha distriet~ to 

ensure that tha partisan balance would reffiain stable . .S.W: Cooper 

Aft. JS; Fatcraon Att. 121. 

Finally, I find it highly unl1lcoly, as the majority has fmrnd 

today, that the Gane~al A~~ambly actmd with pradominantly racial 

fflCtivee in ite drawing of Digtrict 12, but aid not act with the 

eame motive in its drawing of Dietriot l. The General Aaaembly 

considsred the 1997 Redistricting Plan as a single, atatawich1 . 
proposal, and it ffiakas little sense to me that the General Aeaembly 

would have been llnimated bzt predominantly re.ci~l motives wi~h 

rGapGct to tha Tval!th Oistrict and not the First. This 

13 
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incone ietency ii! even more apparent -when one cons idere that the 

laqislatur■ placed~ African-Americans in District l (46.54% of 

th& voting-age population) th~n in Di8trict l2. Since wa all agree 

th.at tha Plaint1!!a havia failr;d tc prova ~ny equal protection 

violation with rg;pact to the legiGlatura's decision in draving 

District 1, I !ind it unlikeh· that Plaintiffs• proof would 

demonstrate otherwi,e with regard to other aspects of the same 

redietrieting plan. 

III. 

Not only do I diaagree ~i~h th• majority in their holding the 

Tweltth Distriet unconstitutional, l believe tha~ -- avan it thQ 

Twelfth District ia unconstitutional -- they are in error in 

enjoining the current eleotion proceast which is already 

su~stentially underway. The rationale for allowing election• to 

proceed after a court has cleclared them to be constitutionally 

infirm has been clearly articulated by the Su-prem• Court in 

ReynolQ& Yi Sims, 377 U.S. ~33, 585 (1964): 

(OJ noG a. stato I a l9gisla.tivo appcrtionmen c:. Qohamo haa 
been round to be uncon&tituti0r1al, it would bs the 
unu~ual case in which a court vould be ju~tified in not 
ta.king appropriate action t.o in■ura that no further 
alectiona are co~ductad under the invalid plan. However, 
under cGrtain airclll'latancas, sueh as where an impending 
alaction ia imminent and a State•e election machinery is 
already in progras~, equitable considera~ions miqht 
justify a court in withholding the granting of 
immadiatQly affective raliaf in a , lQgi~lativa 
apportionment case, even though the exl8ting 
apportion~•nt scheme w~s found invalid. In awarding er 
withholding immediate reliat, a court is entitled to and 
ahould consider tne proximity of a f0rthcorning election 
and tha mechanioa and complelieitiesi of atat• •l•ction 
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la.is, and should act and rely upon qaneral equitable 
principle ■• Wi~h re&pect to tho timing of relieif, a. 
court can reasonably endeavor to avoid a disr~ption cf 
the election process which ~ight result from re~uiring 
P.rtaci"it~tta ch .. ngea that cc'.lld ma.Jee unreasonable er 
ainbarraasin:;r de1nande on a State in adjusting to th~ 
raquir•~•nta of the court's dacr••· 

Wai9hinq the aquiti•• hara, it is clear ~hat this i• one of th• 

11 unuaual" oasJCu cont&:mplated l:ly Raynolds y. Sima and th•r•!orc an 

injunction ahould not be isauecl Dt. this point in the •l•c:tion 

cycle. 

On January 30, 1998, when the Plaintitts tiled their motion 

tor a preliminary injunction to thG$G elacelons, ~he deadline tor 

candidataa to !ila. for the pr.imary elaetion11 was only tour days 

away. Vot•ra hac1 already c:ontr1butad over $3 million to the 

congra1uaionzil oandid.ate6ii of th.air choice, and the candid&te& 

thc.msel•,e• had epant ~pproximately $1.S million on their oe.1npaigna. 

s_u S,icond Affidavit of Gary o. Bartlett ("Bartlett Soccnd Aft. 11 ) 

!14 (giving !igures !or the period trom July l to Decamber Jl, 

1g97) • ~allots have olraady ba~n prepared, printed, and 

distributed. l\hsentQe balloting fer the prim~ry elac~ione began on 

March 16, 1998 and undoubtedly aomo votars have alraa~y ca•t thair 

votes. The prinary Qlgctions th~~QQlvas are s~hgd~lgd for Nay 6, 

only a few short waeks aYay. This court's injunction theretore 

wraaka havoo on an electoral process that is iM full swing. 

An injunction put~ the North Ccrolina legislature on the horns 

of ll dil~InmA. It may chooee to run the May 1998 eleetion1 as 

achedulsd tor everything but the cor.gression~l primaries, and then 

apand millions of dollara achaduling a &aparata election tor thQ 
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congrQssional primari~sJ -- an elac~ion !or which fe~ paopla Ar• 

likely eo maJce & special trip to the election booth. Or the State 

may dec,1.de to sp~:,d nilliorus of dollar• to reachadule the antira 

May elaotion and effect hundrad• of races for ortices throughout 

the state. Forcing tho state to choose between these two squally 

unpalatable choic~s is unreasonable. 

In addition, the injunction w111 disrupt candidates' 

ca~paigning and voter contributiona to tho6e campaign~. Rear~wing 

tha 'I'walfth 0111~rict' • l:loundariaa will inavita.bly chanqe the 

b<;undarioa of th• aurrounding districts, and the ripple ettacta ot 

~h18 radrewing m~y well at!eot mAny other districta in the ~tats, 

as happene~ when the 1997 Plan supplanted the 1992 Plan. 

c0ngraaai0nal candidates cannot be certain whom they will rQpracant 

er who their opponents vill. be until the d1st:.ricts ara reclrawn. 

Voter& likewise will be unsure whether the candidates of their 

choiea v1ll ond up in their diatrict. Not only will oontril:>utions 

to candidataa and campaigning by candidates be slowed, U not 

haltad, while th~ radi&tricting takes place, but once the 

reoiGtriotinq is co~pleted, candidates and voters will have scant 

time to become acquainted with each ether bafcr■ alsctions tak~ 

place. k: ~cKee y. James, cV-97-c-~o,a-w (N.O. Ala. March~~. 

1998) (refusing to ~njoin glgetiona evgn though qualifying data for . 
primary had not yc.t pas;s;gd l:leoau&e "(•] czuca anargy is already . 
inve"ted; ~oma psrions havg dQClared their candidacy to represent 

1ThQ cost of a ~ingle, statewide election, primary or ganeral, 
i& ~aid to be $4,Jao,ooo. ~u Bartlett second At!. 1lJ. 

16 

... 
■ 



D v:r lb: 

3 , .... 

a certain dietrict ..• :Even ir redi~trictin~ ~are oarried out today, 

it would disturb the expecta~io~s of candidatee and their 

supporter:1, and it vould disrupt the .state• a conduct ot the 

primari'-G-"); smith v. Beapley, 5146 r. supp. 1174, 1,12 (tJ.s.c. 

1996) (rotui.ing ~o issue injunction 11ix "weQk;;; :C12t0ro qar.Qral 

GlQcti0n when 11 (oJandidate& have alraady ~pent &ignifioan~ tima and 

money camp4igr.ing, and votars have Degu~ to familiarize ~hamaelve& 

with the candidat.~s" k:ocauso del~y wou:?..d disrupt elec:t1ons 

unnecessarily ar.d conf~9e vote:5}. Acco~d Vera Y, Bicbcr00, 861 F. 

Supp. 1304, 1351 cs.o. Te~. 1934), affirmRd sub nom, Bush Y, Y•tc, 

1 l .5 1. • Ed • 2 d ;;i 4 5 ( 19 9 6 ) (findi~g congres~lonal di~tricts 

unc:ona:tit:ution-.l ~hvi.n 11.-eek& be,tore genQral ~lections ):r..1t allo·,wing 

thara to proceed L!nder unconsti'tutional apport1,:mment plah). This 

will negatively .aff<:iet 'tho quality of 'the repra&1antat1on that 

:::iti:ans of North CaroliM. rccei•1e in Congrase:, and eounc;ols 

again8t up8otting the curr~nt elections. 

lV. 

In its opinion, tha majority conch1des that ni.1ithlir the 

Plaintiffs nor the state ha9 e~tablished. ~he ab$enee ot a genuine 

iseue of material fact that would antitl• either party tQ judqr.ient 

.s_g_51 e;upra at 2~-23. I bc;liQvca that ~ll . 
~at•rial facts concerning the Fir9t Di~trict are uncc~~rovartad 

thi5 panel rec:eived the same evidence co~cerning Diatrict la~ it 

did tor Dietrict 12. !f aummary :hidg1Uent is appropriate. for 

Di~trict 12, I aee no reason why District l's constitutionality 
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cannot be decided on 5\JJl\ltar:,· judgment a.a w'all, The 111ajority is 

■ imply wronq to require the State tc esta~lish the ah~cnce of an 

issue o! material fact . .S.U Celotex corp. y. C~trctt, 477 u.s . 
• 

317, 325 (1986) (~(WJe do not think •.. that the burden is on the 

party moving tor &U~mary judglnent ~o pro~uce evidQnce ahowing the 

abeenoe of a g-.nuina ii;eue cf 111a-:.eria.l !act .... ") . Bocaus.a I 

Delieve that the Plainti(!~ have failed ~o demonstra~e that thQ 

Firet C0ngree51on~l District undor the 1997 Congragglon&l 

Restricting Plan ia an uncon~t1tutional ela9eification bcse~ on 

raca, I would grant th• State 1 5 motion for ~uJnJnary judqment. 

v. 

i agree with tha ~ajority that Plaintirt= have !ai1ed to ~aet 

their burden or. au:m;nary judgmQnt as to Dis~ric: l. al~hough I ~ould 

;o further and grant the State'; rooticn ror su?CL~ary judgment ae to 

thics dietrict, I dieoent fro:m the ll\ajority's cieoieion granting thli­

Plainti!ts' motion tor s,1mm~ry judgment on District 12, and. 

enjoining ialecti.one under the 1997 Plan. For the reasons ■tated 

ahova, I would grant thlil State •s motion (or ilurnmary judqmant, 

finding ~hat Plain~irt~ have not proven a violation of thair right 

to equal protection of the laws. 
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1997 HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES -~ 

C0l\1Ml'ITEE REPORT - BILL INTRODUCTION 

Toe following report(s) from standing committee(s) is/are presented: 

Representative F.d M:.Mahan , for the Committee on Congressional Redistricting 
(Committee Chair's Name) (Committee Name) 

submits the following bill with a favorable report for introduction. 

A Bill 10 BElENTITLED AN ACT 10 DIVIDE·NORTII CAROLINA IN10 TWELVE 
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS. 

R JOURNAL USE ONLY) 

__ Pursuant to Rule 31 (a), the bill is filed, assigned the number H. B. __ and placed on the Calendar for 
its __ reading. 
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GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF NORTH CAROLINA 

SESSION 1997 

HOUSE DRH4176-RN(4.19) 

Short Title: Congressional Redistricting. 

Sponsors: House Committee on Congressional Redistricting. 

Referred to: 

1 A BILL TO BE ENTITLED 

D 

(Public) 

2 AN ACT TO DIVIDE NORTH CAROLINA INTO TWELVE CONGRESSIONAL 
3 DISTRICTS. 
4 The General Assembly of North Carolina enacts: 
5 Section 1. G.S. 163-201(a) reads as rewritten: 
6 "(a) For the purpose of nominating and electing members of the House of 
7 Representatives of the Congress of the United States in 1998 and every two years 
8 thereafter, the State of North Carolina shall be divided into 12 districts as follows: 
9 District 1: Beaufort County: Chocowinity township, Richland township, 

10 Washington township: the remainder not in District 3; Bertie County, Craven County: 
11 Epworth *, Cove City *, Dover *, Fort Barnwell *, First Ward *, Second Ward *, 
12 Third Ward *, Fourth Ward *, Fifth Ward *, Clarks *, Country Club *, Rhems *: the 
13 remainder not in District 3; Jasper *; Edgecombe County, Gates County, Granville 
14 County: Antioch *, Corinth *, Oak Hill *, Credle *, East Oxford *, South Oxford *, 
15 West Oxford Elementary *, Salem *, Sassafras Fork *, Walnut Grove *; Greene 
16 County, Halifax County, Hertford County, Jones County: Beaver Creek *, 
17 Chinquapin *, Cypress Creek *, Pollocksville *, Trenton *, White Oak *; Lenoir 
18 County: Contentnea *, Institute *, Kinston # 1 *, Kinston # 2 *, Kinston # 6 *, 
19 Kinston #7 *, Kinston #8 *, Kinston #9 *, Moseley Hall *, Sandhill *, Vance *; 
20 Martin County, Northampton County, Person County: Allensville, Cunningham-Chub 
21 Lake, Holloway, Roxboro City # 4, Woodsdale, Roxboro City # 1, Roxboro City # 
22 1A, Roxboro City # 2, Roxboro City # 3; Pitt County: Ayden East *, Belvoir *, 
23 Bethel *, Carolina *, Falkland *, Fountain *, Grifton *, Grimesland *, Pactolus *, 
24 Greenville # 1 *, Greenville # 2, Greenville # 3 *, Greenville # 4 *, Greenville # 5 
25 *, Greenville #6 *, Greenville #13 *, Greenville #2 Noncontiguous; Vance County, 
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1 Warren County, Washington County: Lees Mill *, Plymouth #1 *, Plymouth #2 *, 
2 Plymouth #3 *; Wayne County: Goldsboro #1 *, Goldsboro #2 *, Goldsboro #3 *, 
3 Goldsboro # 5 *, Eureka *, Fremont *, Saulston *, Pinewood *; Wilson County: 
4 Black Creek *, Gardners *, Saratoga *, Stantonsburg *, Toisnot *, Wilson A *, 
5 Wilson B *, Wilson C *, Wilson E *, Wilson F *, Wilson G *, Wilson H *, Wilson I *, 
6 Wilson M *, Wilson N *, Wilson Q *. 
7 District 2: Franklin County, Granville County: Brassfield *, Butner *, Creedmoor 
8 *, Tally Ho*; Hamett County, Johnston County, Lee County, Nash County, Sampson 
9 County: Kitty Fork *, Keener *, Herring *, Newton Grove *, Northeast Clinton *, 

10 Central Clinton *, East Clinton *, West Clinton *, Giddensville *, Turkey *, 
11 Westbrook *; Wake County: Raleigh 01-01 *, Raleigh 01-02 *, Raleigh 01-03 *, 
12 Raleigh 01-05 *, Raleigh 01-06 *, Raleigh 01-07 *, Raleigh 01-09 *, Raleigh 01-10 *, 
13 Raleigh 01-12 *, Raleigh 01-13 *, Raleigh 01-14 *, Raleigh 01-18 *, Raleigh 01-19 *, 
14 Raleigh 01-20 *, Raleigh 01-21 *, Raleigh 01-22 *, Raleigh 01-23 *, Raleigh 01-26 *, 
15 Raleigh 01-27 *, Raleigh 01-28 *, Raleigh 01-31 *, Raleigh 01-34 *, Raleigh 01-35 *, 
16 Raleigh 01-38 *, Raleigh 01-40 *, Raleigh 01-46 *, Bartons Creek #2 *, Little River 
17 # 1 *, Little River # 2 *, Marks Creek # 1 *, Marks Creek # 2 *, Raleigh 01-27 Part, 
18 Neuse #1 *, Neuse #2 *, New Light #1 *, New Light #2 *, St. Marys #1 *, St. 
19 Marys #2 *, St. Matthews #1 *, St. Matthews #2 *, St. Matthews #3 *, St. 
20 Matthews #4 *, Wake Forest #1 *, Wake Forest #2 *; Wilson County: Cross Roads 
21 *, Old Fields *, Spring Hill *, Taylors *, Wilson D *, Wilson J *, Wilson K *, Wilson 
22 L *, Wilson P *. 
23 District 3: Beaufort County: Bath township, Long Acre township, Pantego 
24 township, Washington township: Tract 9905: Block Group 5: Block 522A, Block 
25 528A; Camden County, Carteret County: Carteret County; Chowan County, Craven 
26 County: Emul *, Vanceboro *, Bridgeton *, Truitt *, Harlowe *, Croatan *, Havelock 
27 *, Grantham *, Sixth Ward *, Rhems *: Tract 9604: Block Group 7: Block 701, Block 
28 702, Block 704; River Bend *, Trent Woods *, Woodrow *; Currituck County; Dare 
29 County; Hyde County; Jones County: Tuckahoe *; Lenoir County: Falling Creek *, 
30 Kinston # 3 *, Kinston # 4 *, Kinston # 5 *, Neuse *, Pink Hill # 1 *, Pink Hill # 2 
31 *, Southwest *, Trent #1 *, Trent #2 *, Woodlington *; Onslow County, Pamlico 
32 County; Pasquotank County, Perquimans County, Pitt County: Arthur*, Ayden West 
33 *, Chicod *, Farmville West *, Farmville East *, Simpson *, Swift Creek *, 
34 Winterville West *, Winterville East*, Greenville #7 *, Greenville #8 *, Greenville 
35 #9 *, Greenville #10 *, Greenville #11 *, Greenville #12 *; Tyrrell County, 
36 Washington County: Scuppemong *, Skinnersville *; Wayne County: Brogden *, Mt. 
37 Olive *, Buck Swamp *, Fork *, Grantham *, Great Swamp *, Goldsboro # 4 *, 
38 Indian Springs *, White Hall *, New Hope *, Pikeville *, ·Stoney Creek *. 
39 District 4: Chatham County: Albright *, Bynum *, East Mann's Chapel *, West 
40 Mann's Chapel *, Bennett *, Bonlee *, Harpers Crossroads *, Cape Fear *, East 
41 Pittsboro·*, West Pittsboro *, Goldston *,Hadley*, Haw River*, Hickory Mountain 
42 *, New Hope *, Oakland *, East Williams *, West Williams *; Durham County, 
43 Orange County, Person County: Bushy Fork, Flat River, Mt. Tirzah, Olive Hill, 
44 Hurdle Mills; Wake County: Raleigh 01-04 *, Raleigh 01-11 *, Raleigh 01-15 * 
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1 Raleigh 01-16 *, Raleigh 01-17 *, Raleigh 01-29 *, Raleigh 01-30 *, Raleigh 01-32 *, 
2 Raleigh 01-33 *, Raleigh 01-36 *, Raleigh 01-37 *, Raleigh 01-39 *, Raleigh 01-41 *, 
3 Raleigh 01-42 *, Raleigh 01-43 *, Raleigh 01-44 *, Raleigh 01-45 *, Bartons Creek #1 
4 *, Buckhorn *, Cary #1 *, Cary #2 *, Cary #3 *, Cary #4 *, Cary #5 *, Cary #6 
5 *, Cary #7 *, Cary #8 *, Cary #9 *, Cary #10 *, Cedar Fork *, Holly Springs *, 
6 House Creek # 1 *, House Creek # 2 *, House Creek # 3 *, House Creek # 4 *, 
7 House Creek # 5 *, House Creek # 6 *, Leesville # 1 *, Leesville # 2 *, Leesville # 3 
8 *, Meredith *, Middle Creek # 1 *, Middle Creek # 2 *, Panther Branch *, St. Marys 
9 #3 *,St.Marys #4 *,St.Marys #5 *,St.Marys #6 *,St.Marys # 7, Swift Creek 

10 #1 *, Swift Creek #2 *, Swift Creek #3 *, Swift Creek #4 *, White Oak #1 *, 
11 White Oak #2 *. 
12 Distriet S: Namanee CettRty: Ce1ttrel BeeRe *, Nertli BeeRe *, Setttli BeeRe *, 
13 West Beene *, Boone # S *, East Burlington *, Nertli Burlingten *, South Bttrlingten 
14 *, West Burlington *, BttrliRgteR #S *, Bttrli1tgton #6 *, Burlington #7 *, 
15 Burlington #8 *, Faueette *, East Graliftffl *, Nortli Graliam *, West Graliem *, 
16 Graliem # 3 *, Hew R:iwer *, Nortll · M,el:ville *, Sotttli Mel:ville *, ·Merton *, Pleesent 
17 Gro.-.•e *, Nlegliany CotHtty; A-site County; Ceswell Cottnty, Derlie Cottnty; Fors,ytli 
18 County: .hebotts Creek # 1 *, :f...-ebetts Creek #2 *, :f...-ebetts Creek #3 *, Belews 
19 Creek *, Betllenia # 1 *, Betlianie #2 *, Betlianie #3 *, Breedbay # 1 *, 
20 Clemmons"+'ille # 1 *, Clefftfftonsrlille # 2 *, Clemmensrlille # 3 *, Kernersrnlle # 1 *, 
21 Kernersville # 2 *, Kernersrlille # 3 *, Kernerswille # 4 *, Lewisville # 1 *, Lewis:ville 
22 # 2 *, Lewiswille # 3 *, Middleferk # 2 *, M:iddleferk # 3 *, Old R:iehmond *, Old 
23 To'Wfl # 2 *, Old To'Wfl # 3 *, Selem Cliepel # 1 *, Selem Chepel # 2 *, Seutli Fork 
24 #2 *, South Fork #3 *, Vienna # 1 *, 1/ieftfta #2 *, Vienne #3 *, 2t\rdmore BH:J'tist 
25 Cliurch *, Bethttb8:fe Mermen Churcli *, Bi-ele '.'.Zesleyen Chttrcli *, Bishop 
26 :McGttinness *, Bolton Swimming Center *, Brown/Dottgles R:eereetien *, Brunsen 
27 Elementery Sehool *, Celr;ary Baptist Cliureli *, Clirist MorH:Wien Clittrch *, Country 
28 Clttb Fire St. *, Cor;enent Presbyterien Clittreli *, First Cliristien Clittreli *, Fers,ytli 
29 Teen W. Camp. *, Greek Ortliodo!I: Cliureh *, Hanes Community Center*, Jefferson 
30 Elementary Seheol *, Lethem Elementery Sehoel *, Messieli Mere:vien Cliureli *, 
31 Miller Perk Recreetien Center *, l.4t. Tttber Higli Seitool *, New Hepe United 
32 Metitedist Citttreit *, Old To'Wfl Presbyterian Citurcli *, Parkland Higli Seliool *, 
33 Perkwey United Church *, Phile 'Middle Scheel *, Pele Perk R:ecreetien Center *, 
34 Reynolds High Scliool Gym *, Sherweed Forest Elementary Schoel *, Soutli Fork 
35 Elem Selioel *, St. Anne's Episcepel Chureli *, Sttmmit Seitool *, Trinity United 
36 Methodist Church *, 1.Vhiteker Elementary Schoel *; Reek-inghem Cottnty, Stakes 
37 Cottnty; Surry County. 
38 . - · District 5: Alamance County, Caswell County. Davie County; Davie County; 
39 Forsyth County; Abbotts Creek #1 *. Abbotts Creek #2 *, Abbotts Creek #3 *, 
40 Belews Creek *, Bethania # 1 *, Bethania # 2 *, Bethania # 3 *, Clemmonsville # 1 
41 *; Clemmonsville #2 *, Clemmonsville #3 *, Kernersville #1 *, Kernersville #2 *, 
42 Kernersville # 3 *, Kernersville # 4 *, Lewisville # 1 *, Lewisville # 2 *, Lewisville 
43 #3 *, Old Richmond *; Old Town #2 *, Old Town #3 *, Salem Chapel #1 *, 
44 Salem Chapel #2 *, South Fork #2 *. South Fork #3 *, Vienna #1 *, Vienna #2 
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1 *, Vienna # 3 *, Ardmore Baptist Church *, Bethabara Moravian Church *, Bible 
2 Wesleyan Church *, Bishop McGuinness *, Bolton Swimmin& Center *, 
3 Brown/Dou&las Recreation *, Brunson Elementary School *, Calvary Baptist Church 
4 *, Christ Moravian Church *, Country Club Fire St. *, First Christian Church *, 
5 Forsyth Tech W, Camp. *. Greek Orthodox Church *, Hanes Community Center *, 
6 Jefferson Elementary School *, Latham Elementary School *, Messiah Moravian 
7 Church *, Miller Park Recreation Center *, Mt. Tabor Hi&h School *, New Hope 
8 United Methodist Church *, Old Town Presbyterian Church *, Parkland Hi&h School 
9 *, Parkway United Church *, Polo Park Recreation Center *, Reynolds Hi&h School 

10 Gym *, Sherwood Forest Elementary School *, South Fork Elem School *, St, 
11 Anne's J;piscopal Church *, Summit School *, Trinity United Methodist Church *. 
12 Whitaker Elementary School *; Guilford County: Bruce *. North Center Grove *, 
13 South Center Grove *. North Madison *, South Madison *, North Monroe *, South 
14 Monroe *, Oak Rid&e *, Stokesdale *, North Washin&1on *, South Washin&ton *; 
15 Rockin&ham County, Stokes County: Stokes County; Surry County: Dobson 1 *, 
16 Dobson 2 *, Dobson 3 *, Eldora *, Franklin *, Lon& Hill *, Mount Airy 1 *, Mount 
17 Airy 2 *, Mount Airy 4 *, Mount Airy 5 *, Mount Aizy 6 *, Mount Aizy 7 *, Mount 
18 Airy 8 *, Mount Aity 9 *, Pilot 1 *, Pilot 2 *, Rockford *, Shoals *, Siloam *, 
19 Stewarts Creek 1 *, Stewarts Creek 2 *. North Westfield*. South Westfield*, 
20 Diskiet 6: MMBeee Cettnty: 2~right *, Burlington #9 *, Coele *, Soutn GrahMB 
21 *, ~fel.....tHe #3 *, Noflth Newli:ft *, South Newlin *, Petterson *, Noflth Titomi,son *, 
22 South Titomi,son *, Chethem County. :(1-fonh Siler City *, Soutfl Siler City *, 
23 De?teson County: A-lleghey *, Central *, HoHy Groi,e *, :bieepty *, Cotton *, 
24 Southmont *, Denton *, Emmons *, Sih•er ¥0:Hey *, Hee:ling SJ>ri:ngs *, Je:ek:son Hill 
25 * T ' ,a,t. 11..T 1 * T ~ ' ,a,t. Jo.T .., * JU ,.i 11..T £ * nr 1 * C''1 '[]'!11 * , :cetiftgt8B ne. 1 , :uclflflgeen r,e. z: , vrM'u ne. u , weiceme , 011vcr zrn , 
26 Titomes.....tHe No. 4 *, Titomes?tHe No. S *, TitomesariHe No. 7 *, Titomes-riHe No. 9 *, 
27 Titomes'i1'i:He No. 19 *, Guilfere County. GB 19 *, GB 11 *, GB 12 *, GB 13 *, GB 14 
28 *, GB 16 *, GB 17 *, GB 29 *, GB 21 *, GB 22 *, GB 23 *, GB 27A *, GB 28 *, 
29 GB 31 *, GB 32 *, GB 34A *, GB 3SA *, GB 37A *, GB 38 *, GB 39 *, GB 492,,.J. *, 
30 GB 41A *, GB 43 *, HP 84 *, HP 88 *, HP 89 *, HP 14 *, HP 16 *, HP 17 *, HP 18 
31 *, HP 28 *, HP 21 *, HP 23 *, HP 24 *, Bruee *, North Center Gror.'e *, Soutll Center 
32 Gror.'e *, Cley *, Deci, 'R::i~·er *, Fentress 1 *, Fentress 2 *, Frieneshii, 1 *, 
33 Frieneshif> 2 *, Giesonr,i:He *, 'Nh:itsett *, Greene *, Je:mesto'Wft 3 *, Noflth Jefferson 
34 *, South Jefferson *, Noflth ~feeison *, South Me:eisen *, 'P'-~orth Monroe *, South 
35 ~fonroe *, Oak 'R::iege *, Stokeseele *, South Sumner *, North Washington *, South 
36 Washington *, GB 27B *, GB 34B *, GB 3SB *, GB 37B *, GB 48B *, GB 41B *, 
37 GIB G *, GB 24C *, GB 27C *, GB 3SC *; 'Moore County. M.oore County; R:aneoli,h 
38 County, R:owan County: BraesBaw *, Enoehrli:He *, Blaekweleer Park *, Bostian 
39 Sellool *, N. China Gro~·e *, S. China Gror.'e *, East Kanna13olis *, 'Nest Kannapolis 
40 *, East l..&Beis *, West l..&Beis *, Barnltaret ~fiH *, RoekweH *, Bostie Crossroads *, 
41 Faitlt, Faitlt Noncontiguous, :boeke *, Sumner *, Morgon I *, Morgon II *, Mt. UHa *, 
42 Gola KBoe *, Granite Quorry *, Hatters Slto13 *, Milfere HiHs *, Treeing Fore, West 
43 Ware H *, Treeing Fore Noncontiguous A, Steele*. 
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1 District 6: Chatham County: North Siler City *, South Siler City *; Davidson 
2 County: Abbotts Creek *, Alle&hany *, Central *, Holly Grove *, Liberty *, Denton 
3 *, Emmons *, Silver Valley *, Healin& Sprin&s *, Jackson Hill *, Silver Hill *, 
4 Thomasville No, 1 *, Thomasville No, 2 *, Thomasville No. 3 *, Thomasville No. 4 *, 
5 Thomasville No, 5 *, Thomasville No, 7 *, Thomasville No. 8 *, Thomasville No. 9 *, 
6 Thomasville No. 10 *; Guilford County: GB-01 *, GB-02 *, GB-03 *, GB-04 *, GB-05 
7 *, GB-06 *, GB-07 *, GB-08 *, GB-09 *, GB-10 *. GB-11 *, GB-12 *, GB-13 *, GB-
8 14 *, GB-15 *, GB-16 *, GB-17 *, GB-18 *, GB-19 *, GB-20 *, GB-21 *, GB-22 *, 
9 GB-23 *, GB-24A *, GB-25 *, GB-26A *, GB-27 A *, GB-28 *, GB-29 *, GB-30 *, 

10 GB-31 *, GB-32 *, GB-33 *, GB-34A *, GB-35A *, GB-36 *, GB-37A *, GB-38 *, 
11 GB-39 *, GB-40A *, GB-41A *, GB-42 *, GB-43 *, GB-44 *, GB-45 *, HP-01 *, HP-
12 02 *, HP-03 *, HP-04 *, HP-05 *, HP-06 *, HP-07 *, HP-08 *, HP-09 *, HP-10 *, HP-
13 11 *, HP-12 *, HP-13 *, HP-14 *, HP-15 *, HP-16 *, HP-17 *, HP-18 *, HP-19 *, HP-
14 20 *, HP-21 *, HP-22 *, HP-23 *, HP-24 *, Clay *, Deep River *, Fentress-1 *, 
15 Fentress-2 *, Friendship-1 *, Friendship-2 *, Gibsonville *, Whitsett *, Greene *, 
16 Jamestown-1 *, Jamestown-2 *. Jamestown-3 *. North Jefferson *. South Jefferson *, 
17 North Sumner *, South Sumner *, GB-24B *, GB-26B *, GB-27B *, GB-34B *, GB-
18 35B *, GB-37B *, GB-40B *, GB-41B *, GIB-G *. GB-24C *, GB-27C *, GB-35C *; 
19 Moore County; Randolph County, 
20 District 7: Bladen County; Brunswick County; Columbus County; Cumberland 
21 County: Beaver Dam *, Black River *, Linden *, Long Hill *, Cedar Creek *, Judson 
22 *, Stedman *, Cross Creek # 1 *, Cross Creek # 3 *, Cross Creek # 4 *, Cross Creek 
23 # 7 *, Cross Creek # 8 *, Cross Creek # 10 *, Cross Creek # 11 *, Cross Creek # 12 
24 *, Cross Creek # 14 *, Cross Creek # 15 *, Cross Creek # 18 *, Cross Creek # 20 *, 
25 Cross Creek # 22 *, Cross Creek # 23 *, Cross Creek # 24 *, Cross Creek # 2 *, 
26 Eastover *, Vander *,Wade*, Alderman*, Sherwood*, Pearces Mill #2 *, Pearces 
27 Mill # 3 *, Pearces Mill # 4 *, Cumberland # 1 *, Cumberland # 2 *, Hope Mills # 1 
28 *, Hope Mills #2 *, Montclair *, Seventy First #2 *, Seventy First #3 *; Duplin 
29 County, New Hanover County, Pender County, Robeson County: Alfordsville*, Back 
30 Swamp *, Britts *, Burnt Swamp *, Fairmont # 1 *, Fairmont # 2 *, Gaddys *, East 
31 Howellsville *, West Howellsville *, Lumberton #1 *, Lumberton #2 *, Lumberton 
32 # 3 *, Lumberton # 4 *, Lumberton # 5 *, Lumberton # 6 *, Lumberton # 7 *, 
33 Lumberton # 8 *, Orrum *, North Pembroke *, South Pembroke *, Philadelphus *, 
34 Raft Swamp *, Rowland *, Saddletree *, Smiths *, Smyrna *, Sterlings *, Thompson 
35 *, Union *, Whitehouse *, Wishart *; Sampson County: Clement *, Harrells *, 
36 Salemburg *, Ingold *, Autryville *, Roseboro *, Mingo *, Plainview *, Southwest 
37 Clinton *, Rowan *, Garland *, Lakewood *. 
38 District 8: Anson County, Cabarrus County, Cumberland County: Westarea *, 
39 Cross Creek # 5 *, Cross Creek # 6 *, Cross Creek # 9 *, Cross Creek # 13 *, Cross 
40 Creek # 16 *, Cross Creek # 17 *, Cross Creek # 19 *, Cross Creek # 21, 
41 Manchester *, Spring Lake *, Beaver Lake *, Brentwood *, Cottonade *, Morganton 
42 Road #1 *, Morganton Road #2 *, Seventy First #1 *; Hoke County, Montgomery 
43 County; Richmond County, Robeson County: Lumber Bridge *, Maxton *, Parkton *, 
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1 Red Springs # 1 *, Red Springs #2 *, Rennert *, Shannon *, North St. Pauls *, 
2 South St. Pauls*; Scotland County, Stanly County; Union County. 
3 Distriet 9: Ckr .. •elane Cottnty, Gaston County, Meekleftburg Cottnty. Chedotte Pet. 
4 1 *, Charlotte Pet. 4, Charlotte Pet. S *, Charlotte Pet. 6 *, Charlotte Pet. 7 *, 
5 Charlette Pet. 8 *, Che:rlette Pet. 10 *, Che:rlette Pet. 18 *, Che:rlotte Pet. 19 *, 
6 Charlette Pet. 20 *, Charlette Pet. 21 *, Che:rlette Pet. 32 *, Che:rlette Pet. 33 *, 
7 Charlette Pet. 34 *, Che:rlotte Pet. 3S *, Che:rlette Pet. 36 *, Charlette Pet. 37 *, 
8 Charlette Pet. 38 *, Che:rlette Pet. 4S *, . Che:rlotte Pet. 47 *, Che:rlette Pet. 48 *, 
9 Charlette Pet. 49 *, Ghe:rlotte Pet. SO *, Che:rlette Pet. Sl *, Che:rlette Pet. S7 *, 

10 Charlette Pet. S8 *, Cherlette Pet. S9 *, Che:rlette Pet. 62 *, Ghe:rlotte Pet. 63 *, 
11 Cherlette Pet. 64 *, Cherlette Pet. 6S *, Charlette Pet. 66 *, Che:rlette Pet. 67 *, 
12 Charlette Pet. 68 *, Che:rlette Pet. 69 *, Che:rlette Pet. 79 *, Che:rlotte Pet. 71 *, 
13 Charlette Pet. 72 *, Cherlette Pet. 73 *, Che:rlette Pet. 74 *, Cherlette Pet. 7S *, 
14 Charlette Pet. 76 *, Charlette Pet. 77 *: Tre:et 0058.96: Bleek Greu_p 1: Bleek 113; 
15 Treet 9959.93: Bleek Greu_p 3: Bleek 349A, Bleek 349B, Bleek 341A, Bleek 341B, 
16 Bloek 342, Bloek 344A, Bleek 344B, Bleek 34S, Bleek 346, Bloek 347, Bleek 348, 
17 Bleek 349, Bleek 3S0, Bloek 3Sl, Bloek 3§2, Bloek 3S3, Bloek 3§4, Bloek 3SS, Bloek 
18 356, Bleek 3§7, Bleek 361; Che:rlotte Pet. 79 *, Che:rlotte Pet. 89 *, Che:rlette Pet. 83 
19 *, Che:rlette Pet. 84 *, Cherlette Pet. 85 *, Charlette Pet. 86 *, Che:rlette Pet. 87 *, 
20 Charlotte Pet. 88 *, Cherlette Pet. 89 *, Cherlotte Pet. 99 *, Cherlotte Pet. 91, 
21 Charlette Pet. 92 *, Cherlette Pet. 93 *, Cherlette Pet. 94 *, Cherlette Pet. 95 *, 
22 Charlette Pet. 96 *, BER *, CCK *, COl *, LEM *, LCl North, MAl *, MA2 *, 
23 'MA3 *, 1-4A4 *, Che:rlotte Pet. 192, MHl *, MH2 *, MH3 *, OAK, PCl *, PC2 *, 
24 PVL *, PRl, PR2, PR3, Cherlette Pct. 93 Pert, SC1, SC2, Cherlette Pct. 100 *. 
25 District 9; Cleveland County. Gaston County, Lincoln County, Mecklenbur~ 
26 County: Charlotte Pct. 1 *, Charlotte Pct. 4. Charlotte Pct, 8 *, Charlotte Pct. 18 *, 
27 Charlotte Pct. 19 *, Charlotte Pct. 20 *, Charlotte Pct. 32 *, Charlotte Pct. 36 * 
28 Charlotte Pct. 47 *. Charlotte Pct, 48 *. Charlotte Pct, 49 *, Charlotte Pct, 50 * 
29 Charlotte Pct, 57 *, Charlotte Pct. 58 *, Charlotte Pct, 59 *, Charlotte Pct. 62 * 
30 Charlotte Pct. 64 *, Charlotte Pct. 65 *. Charlotte Pct. 66 *, Charlotte Pct. 67 * 
31 Charlotte Pct. 68 *, Charlotte Pct, 69 *, Charlotte Pct, 70 *, Charlotte Pct, 71 * 
32 Charlotte Pct, 72 *, Charlotte Pct, 73 *, Charlotte Pct, 74 *, Charlotte Pct. 75 *, 
33 Charlotte Pct. 76 *, Charlotte Pct, 77 *: Tract 0058,06; Block Group 1: Block 113; 
34 Tract 0059,03: Block Group 3: Block 340A, Block 340B, Block 341A, Block 341B, 
35 Block 342, Block 344A, Block 344B, Block 345, Block 346, Block 347, Block 348, 
36 Block 349, Block 350, Block 351, Block 352, Block 353, Block 354, Block 355, Block 
37 356, Block 357, Block 361; Charlotte Pct, 79 *, Charlotte Pct. 80 *, Charlotte Pct. 83 
38 *, Charlotte Pct. 85 *, Charlotte Pct. 86 *, Charlotte Pct, 87 *, Charlotte Pct. 88 *, 
39 Charlotte Pct. 89 *, Charlotte Pct. 90 *, Charlotte Pct. 91, Charlotte Pct. 92 *, 
40 Charlotte Pct. 93 *, Charlotte Pct. 94 *, Charlotte Pct. 95 *. Charlotte Pct. 96 *, BER 
41 *. CCK *, COl *. LEM *, LCl - North. MAl *, MA2 *, MA3 *, MA4 *, Charlotte 
42 Pct. 102, MHl *, MH2 *, MH3 *, OAK, PCl *, PC2 *, · PVL *, PRl. PR2, PR3, 
43 Charlotte Pct, 93 Part. SCl, SC2. Charlotte Pct. 100 *, 
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1 District 10: Ale:H:ander Cettnty; /tr;ery Cettnty; Berke Cettnty, Caldwell Cettnty, 
2 CataVffla Cettnty, Iredell Cettnty: Betl!any *, Cencerd *, Dar;idsen *, Eagle ~fills *, 
3 FaHsteWft *, Hev.1 Hef)e *, Olin *, Sl!llft'eM>ttrg *, Sl!ilel! *, Statesrlille # 1 *, 
4 States,.lille #2 *, StatesYille #4 *, States .. lille #5 *, Tttrnersettrg *, Unien Gre .. .,re *; 
5 Linceln Cettnty, ~fitcl!ell Cettnty, \1httattga Cettnty; \\7-Hkes Cettnty, Yadkin Cettnty. 
6 District 10: Alexander County; Alle&hany County; Ashe County; Ave;ry County; 
7 Burke County, Caldwell County, Catawba County, Iredell County; Bethany *, 
8 Concord *, Davidson *, Ea&le Mills *, Fallstown *, New Hope *, Olin *, Shar,pesbur& 
9 *, Shiloh *, Statesville # 1 *, Statesville # 2 *, Statesville # 3 *, Statesville # 4 *, 

10 Statesville #5 *, Statesville #6 *, Tumersbur& *, Union Grove *; Mitchell County, 
11 Surry County: B;ryan *, Elkin 1 *, Elkin 2 *, Elkin 3 *, Marsh *; Watau&a County; 
12 Wilkes County, Yadkin County, 
13 District 11: Buncombe County, Cherokee County; Clay County; Graham County; 
14 Haywood County; Henderson County, Jackson County; McDowell County; Macon 
15 County; Madison County; Polk County; Rutherford County; Swain County; 
16 Transylvania County; Yancey County. 
17 District 12: D8:"'lidsen Cettnty: Aeeetts Creek *, Arcadia *, Beene *, H8:Blpten *, 
18 Letingten Ne. 3 *, Letingten Ne. 4 *, v.zard Ne. 1 *, Ward Ne. 2 *, \Verd Ne. 3 *, 
19 Ward Ne. 4 *, Ward Ne. 5 *, Midway *, Reeds *, Tyre *, Reedy Creek *, 
20 Themesrli:lle Ne. 1 *, Themasrli:He Ne. 2 *, Themasrli:He ~~e. 3 *, Thema!Wille Ne. 8 *, 
21 Yadkin CeHege *; Fersyth. Cettnty: Breadeey #2 *, Mh.ley Middle Sch.eel *, Carver 
22 Higl! Sch.eel *, East Winsten Lie,ary *, Eesten Elementary Scl!eel *, Ferest Hill Fire 
23 Statien *, Fe,est Pk. Elementary Sch.eel *, 14tft St,eet Rec,eatien Centef *, Hat>'.PY 
24 Hill Recreatien Center *, Hill J-ti:ddle Sch.eel *, Kennedy ~fiadle Sch.eel *, Lawrance 
25 Miadle Sch.eel *, M. L. King Rec,eatien Cente, *, Memeriel Celisettm *, Mine,el 
26 Sf)fings F. St *, Mt. Sinai Cl!ttfCft *, St. And,ews United J-fetl!eeist *, Trinity 
27 J-feraYian Cl!ttfcft *, \Vinsten Lake Family YMCA *, Gtt:Hfe,d Cettnty: GB 01 *, 
28 GB 02 *, GB 03 *, GB 04 *, GB 05 *, GB 96 *, GB 97 *, GB 08 *, GB 09 *, GB 15 
29 *, GB 18 *, GB 19 *, GB 242".1. *, GB 25 *, GB 26A *, GB 29 *, GB 39 *, GB 33 *, 
30 GB 36 *, GB 42 *, GB 44*, GB 45 *, HP 01 *, HP 92 *, HP 03 *, HP 05 *, HP 06 *, 
31 HP 97 *, HP 10 *, HP 11 *, HP 12 *, HP 13 *, HP 15 *, HP 19 *, HP 22 *, 
32 JemesteWB 1 *, JamesteWft 2 *, Nefth. Sttmner *, GB 24B *, GB 26B *; l,eaeH 
33 Cettnty. Bftfflftgef *, Cl!emee,settrg *, Ceeale Creek # 1 *, Ceeele C,eek # 2 *, 
34 Ceedle C,eek # 3 *, Ceaele c,eek # 4 *, Cool St>rings *, StatesrliHe # 3 *, 
35 States .. li:lle #6 *, Mecklenettfg Cettnty: Cl!a,lette Pct. 2 *, Cl!arlette Pct. 3, Cl!arlette 
36 Pct. 9 *, Cl!a,lette Pct. 11 *, Clla,lette Pct. 12 *, Cl!arlotte Pct. 13 *, Cl!adette Pct. 14 
37 *, Cl!e,lette Pct. 15 *, Cltarlette Pct. 16 *, Cllerlette Pct. 17 *, Cl!a,lette Pet. 22 *, 
38 . Cl!arlott:e. Pet. 23 *, Cl!a,lette Pet. 24 *, Cl!arlette Pet. 025 *, Cllarlette Pet. 26 *, 
39 Cl!erlette Pct. 27 *, Cl!a,lette Pet. 28 *, Cl!arlette Pet. 29 *, Cl!arlette Pet. 30 *, 
40 Cl!erlette Pet. 31 *, Ch.a,lette Pet. 39 *, Ch.erlette Pet. 49 *, Ch.e,lette Pet. 41 *, 
41 Charlette Pet. 42 *, Cl!erlette Pet. 43 *, Cl!a,lette Pet. 44 *, Cl!e,lette Pet. 46 *, 
42 Charlette Pet. 52 *, Charlette Pet. 53 *, Cl!e,lette Pet. 54 *, Cl!arlette Pet. 55 *, 
43 Cl!arlotte Pet. 56 *, Charlette Pet. 60, Cl!e,lette Pet. 61 *, Cl!a,lette Pet. 77 *: tfte 
44 remainae, not in Dist,ict 9; Cl!arlette Pct. 78 *, Cl!arlette Pet. 81 *, Cl!e:,lette Pet. 82 
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1 *, CharloUe Pet. 97 *, Charlotte Pet. 98 *, COR *, CO2 *, DAV *, HUN *, LC2, LCl 
2 South, MCl, .MC2, Charlotte Pet. 16 Part, .MCl J'&ft, Xl-fC2 Noneontiguous, 
3 Charlotte Pet. 194, Charlotte Pet. 195; R.owe.n County. Clevele.ne *, Franldin *, East 
4 S:Peneer *, Sf'eneer *, \lJest &mes *, Ee.st \ltarel I *, East We.rel II *, North Warel I *, 
5 North Warel H *, Seti.th We.rel *, \\Zest \\le.rel I *, West 1.,ze.rel HI *, Seoteh Irish *, 
6 Uniey *· 
7 District 12; Davidson County; Arcadia *. Boone *. Cotton *, Southmont *. 
8 Hampton *, Lexin&ion No. 1 *, Lexin&1on No, 2 *, Lexin&ion No. 3 *, Lexin&ton No. 
9 4 *, Ward No, 1 *, Ward No. 2 *, Ward No, 3 *, Ward No. 4 *, Ward No, 5 *, Ward 

10 No, 6 *, Welcome *, Midway *, Reeds *, Tyro *, Reedy Creek *, Yadkin Colle&:e *; 
11 Forsyth County; Broadbay #1 *, Broadbay #2 *, Middlefork #2 *, Middlefork #3 
12 *, Ashley Middle School *, Carver Hi&:h School *, Covenant Presbyterian Church *, 
13 East Winston Library *, Easton Elementazy School *, Forest Hill Fire Station *, 
14 Forest Pk, Elementazy School *, 14th Street Recreation Center *, Happy Hill 
15 Recreation Center *, Hill Middle School *, Kennedy Middle School *, Lowrance 
16 Middle School *, M, L, Kin&: Recreation Center *, Memorial Coliseum *, Mineral 
17 Sprin~s F, St *, Mt, Sinai Church *, Philo Middle School *, St. Andrews United 
18 Methodist *. Trinity Moravian Church *, Winston Lake Family YMCA *; Iredell 
19 County: Barrin&:er *, Chambersbur&: *, Coddle Creek # 1 *, Coddle Creek # 2 *, 
20 Coddle Creek # 3 *, Coddle Creek # 4 *, Cool Sprin&:s *; Mecklenbur&: County; 
21 Charlotte Pct. 2 *, Charlotte Pct, 3, Charlotte Pct. 5 *, Charlotte Pct, 6 *, Charlotte 
22 Pct. 7 *, Charlotte Pct. 9 *, Charlotte Pct, 10 *, Charlotte Pct, 11 *, Charlotte Pct, 12 
23 *, Charlotte Pct, 13 *, Charlotte Pct, 14 *, Charlotte Pct. 15 *, Charlotte Pct, 16 *, 
24 Charlotte Pct. 17 *, Charlotte Pct. 21 *, Charlotte Pct. 22 *. Charlotte Pct. 23 * 
25 Charlotte Pct. 24 *, Charlotte Pct. 25 *, Charlotte Pct. 26 *, Charlotte Pct, 27 * 
26 Charlotte Pct. 28 *, Charlotte Pct, 29 *, Charlotte Pct. 30 *. Charlotte Pct. 31 * 
27 Charlotte Pct. 33 *, Charlotte Pct, 34 *, Charlotte Pct. 35 *, Charlotte Pct. 37 * 
28 Charlotte Pct, 38 *, Charlotte Pct, 39 *, Charlotte Pct, 40 *, Charlotte Pct. 41 *, 
29 Charlotte Pct, 42 *, Charlotte Pct, 43 *, Charlotte Pct. 44 *. Charlotte Pct. 45 * 
30 Charlotte Pct, 46 *, Charlotte Pct. 51 *, Charlotte Pct. 52 *, Charlotte Pct, 53 *, 
31 Charlotte Pct. 54 *, Charlotte Pct. 55 *, Charlotte Pct. 56 *, Charlotte Pct. 60, 
32 Charlotte Pct, 61 *, Charlotte Pct, 63 *, Charlotte Pct. 77 *; Tract 0038.04: Block 
33 Group 2; Tract 0058,06; Block Group 1; Block 101, Block 102, Block 103. Block 104. 
34 Block 105, Block 106A, Block 107, Block 108A, Block 109, Block 110, Block 1 llA. 
35 Block 124A, Block 125, Block 126, Block 127, Block 128A, Block 128B, Block 129. 
36 Block 130; Tract 0059,03: Block Group 3: Block 301, Block 302. Block 303, Block 
37 304, Block 343. Block 386. Block 387; Charlotte Pct. 78 *, Charlotte Pct, 81 *, 
38 Charlotte Pct, 82 *, Charlotte Pct, 84 *, Charlotte Pct, 97 *, Charlotte Pct, 98 *, COR 
39 *, co2 *, DA v *, HUN *, LC2, LCl - South, MCt, MC2, Charlotte Pct, 16 Part, 
40 MCl part, XMC2 Noncontiwous, Charlotte Pct. 104, Charlotte Pct, 105; Rowan 
41 County." · 
42 Section 2. This act is effective when it becomes law. 
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May 19, 1998 

l\IBMORANDUM 

TO: Members of the House Committee on Redistricting 

FROM: Linwood Jones, Staff Counsel ~ 
RE: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

Attached please find maps, a statistical package, and a proposed bill for a proposed new 
congressional redistricting plan, 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A. This plan is proposed in 
response to the recent decision of the three judge panel in Cromartie v. Hunt, declaring the 12th 

congressional district, as redrawn by the legislature in 1997, unconstitutional. 

The following districts from the 1997 plan are changed by the new plan: Districts 5, 6, 9, 10, 
and 12. No other districts are changed. · 

Under the proposed plan, District 12 runs from Winston-Salem to Charlotte, picking up 
approximately 17,000 more persons in Forsyth County and 50,000 more persons in Mecklenburg 
County (compared to last year's plan). District 12 includes all of Rowan County and parts of 
Davidson and Iredell Counties. The District no longer goes into Guilford County. 

District 9 adds Lincoln County to offset the loss of persons in Mecklenburg County. District 
10 is similar to last year's plan except for the movement of Ashe, Alleghany, and fart of Surry 
Counties from District 5 to District 10, the movement of Lincoln County to the 9 , and some 
changes in Iredell County. 

District 5 now goes into northern Guilford County and all of Alamance County. 

Please note that the population data in the attached reports is 1990 census data, the 
registration information is 1990 registration data, and the elections data is from elections in 1988 
(Gardner/Rand and Lewis/Smith) and 1990 (Gantt/Helms) . 

AH EQUAL OPPORNNITY/AFFIRMATIVE ACT10N EMPLOVER 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 

e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 
District 
~ 

District 1 
District 2 
District 3 
District 4 
District 5 
District 6 
District 7 
District 8 
District 9 
District 10 
District 11 
District 12 
Total 

PLANWIDE STATISTICS: 
Range of populations: 
Ratio range~ 

Absolute range: 
Absolute overall range: 

lative range: 
lative overall range: 

Absolute mean deviation: . 
Relative mean ·deviation: 

Standard devia~ion: 

District Statistics 

Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 
HOME SEATS 
Number Total Ideal 

Members Poeulation Poeulation 
1 552,161 552,386 
1 552,152 ..... 552,386 
1 552,622 552,386 
1 551,842 552,386 
1 551,848 552,386 
1 552,415 552,386 
1 552,382 552,386 
1 553,143 552,386 
1 552,424 552,386 
1 553,092 552,386 
1 552,089 552,386 
1 552,467 552,386 

12 6,628,637 6,628,632 

551,842 to 553,143 
1.0024 

-544 to 757 
1,301 

-0.10 to 0.141 
0.241 

307.42 
0.061. 

399.4802 

District 
Variance 

-225 
-- -234 

236 
-544 
-538 

29 
-4 

757 
38 

706 
-297 

81 
0 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11:09 a.m. 

Page: 1 

I District 
Variance 

-0.041 
-0.041 
0.041 

-0.101 
-0.101 
0.011 
0.001 
0.141 
0.011 
0 .131 

-0.051 
0.011' 
0.001 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA District Summary Date: 5/19/98 
Total Populations, All Ages Time: 11:09 a.m. 

Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A Page: 1 
CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 
District Total Total Total Total Total Total 
~ Pop. ~ ~ Arn. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

District 1 552,161 268,458 277,565 3,461 1,238 1,440 
100.00% 48.62% 50.271 0.63% 0.221 0.26% 

District 2 552,152 388,234 154,108 2,267 4,183 3,363 
100.00% 70 .31% 27 .91% 0.41% 0.76% 0.61% 

District 3 552,622 429,481 109,358 2,131 5,625 6,027 
100.001 77. 721 19.791 0.391 1.021 1.091 

District 4 551,842 421,224 116,006 1,454 10,770 2,391 
100.00% 76.331 21.021 0.261 1.951 0.43% 

District 5 551,848 469,996 76,638 1,161 2,450 1,603 
100.001 85.171 13.891 0.211 0.441 0.291 

District 6 552,415 430,794 113,427 2,505 4,241 1,447 
100.00% 77.981 20.531 0.45% 0. 771 0.261 

District 7 552,382 371,545 133,985 40,845 2,791 3,216 
100.001 67.261 24.261 7.391 0.511 0.58% 

rict 8 553,143 373,569 153,396 14,294 5,541 6,343 
100.001 67.541 27.731 2.58% 1.001 1.151 

District 9 552,424 486,030 58,438 1,388 5,371 1,198 
100.001 87.981 10.581 0.25% 0.971 0.22% 

District 10 553,092 510,697 37,583 873 2,380 1,559 
100.001 92.331 6.801 0.161 0.431 0.28% 

District 11 552,089 512,127 29,276 7,888 1,838 960 
100.00% 92.761 5.30% 1.43% 0.331 0.171 

District 12 552,467 346,337 196,549 1,889 5,738 1,954 
100.001 62.69% 35.581 0.341 1.04% 0.351 

Total 6,628,637 5,008,492 1,456,329 80,156 52,166 31,501 
100.001 75.561 21.971 1.211 0.791 0.481 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA District Summary Date: 5/19/98 
Voting Age Populations Time: 11:09 

I 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A p 

Plant e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 
District Total Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age 
~ Vot. Age White ~ Am. Ind. AsiantPI ~ 

District 1 403,065 211,273 187,573 2,450 872 955 
100.001 52.421 46.541 0 .611 0.221 0.241 

District 2 419,099 303,740 108,234 1,649 3,169 2,307 
100.001 72.471 25.831 0.391 0.761 0.551 

District 3 417,769 330,971 76,672 1,657 4,012 4,457 
100.001 79.221 18.351 0.401 0.961 1.071 

District 4 427,266 332,013 84,535 1,118 7,927 1,673 
100.001 77. 711 19.791 0.261 1.861 0.391 

District 5 426,737 367,521 55,615 861 1,718 1,023 
100.001 86.121 13.031 0.201 0.401 0.241 

District 6 426,824 339,863 81,221 1,819 2,910 1,012 
100.001 79.631 19.031 0.431 0.681 0.241 

District 7 408,299 287,254 90, 0_09 26,816 2,067 2,153 
100.001 70.351 22.041 6.571 0.511 0.531 

District 8 402,666 283,487 101,961 9,096 3,909 4, 
100.001 70.401 25.321 2.261 0.971 1. 

District 9 416,251 371,553 39,319 1,009 3,572 801 
100.001 89.261 9.451 0.241 0.861 0.191 

District 10 426,184 396,840 26,129 664 1,443 1,108 
100.001 93 .111 6.131 0.161 0.341 0.261 

District 11 430,111 402,639 20,455 5,159 1,257 601 
100.001 93. 611 4.761 1.201 0.291 0.141 

District 12 418,216 275,409 136,153 1,370 3,968 1,316 
100.001 65.851 32.561 0.331 0.951 0.311 

Total 5,022,487 3,902,563 1,007,876 53,668 36,824 21,619 
100.001 77.701 20.071 1.071 0.731 0.431 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA District Summary Date: 5/19/98 
Registration Time: 11:10 a.m. 

Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A Page: 1 
CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 
District Total White Black Other Dem. Repub. 
~ Reg. Reg. Reg. Reg. Reg. Reg. 

District 1 271,673 148,208 121,958 1,491 235,336 31,393 
100.00% 54.55% 44 .89% 0.55% 86.62% 11.56% 

• 
District 2 262,713 197,138 64,603 972 188,416 63,567 

100.00% 75.041 24.59% 0.37% 71. 72% 24.20% 

District 3 213,448 177,975 34,801 688 148,801 54,152 
100.00% 83.38% 16.30% 0.32% 69.71% 25.37% 

District 4 315,782 255,728 55,959 4,095 200,635 86,394 
100.00% 80.98% 17. 72% 1.30% 63.541 27.36% 

District 5 290,655 255,898 34,134 623 169,480 103,142 
100.00% 88.041 11. 74% 0.21% 58.31% 35.49% 

District 6 302,789 241,483 60,459 847 166,447 116,292 
100.00% 79.75% 19.97% 0.28% 54.97% 38.41% 

District 7 273,584 193,592 61,670 18,322 200,676 63,969 
100.00% 70.76% 22.54% 6.70% 73.35% 23.38% 

ict 8 233,898 170,879 58,907 4,112 160,694 61,417 
100.00% 73.06% 25.18% 1.76% 68.70% 26.26% 

District 9 294,326 267,631 25,835 860 153,500 119,770 
100.00% 90.93% 8.78% 0.29% 52.15% 40.69% 

District 10 302,951 285,988 16,626 335 142,367 140,992 
100.00% 94.40% 5.49% 0.11% 46.99% 46.54% 

District 11 319,610 304,158 13,108 2,344 188,349 111,979 
100.00% 95.17% 4.10% 0.73% 58.93% 35.04% 

District 12 268,454 179,100 88,550 807 174,710 78,752 
100.00% 66. 72% 32.99% 0.30% 65.08% 29.34% 

Total 3,349,883 2,677,778 636,610 35,496 2,129,411 1,031,819 
100.00% 79.94% 19.00% 1.06% 63.57% 30.80% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA District Summary Date: 5/19/98 
Elections Time: 11:10 

Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A Pa 
Plant e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

District senate Senate Lt. Gov Lt. Gov Court Court 
~ ~ ~ ~ Gardner Lewis ~ 

District 1 84,590 74,188 97,349 60,092 101,516 44,207 
53.28% 46. 72% 61. 83% 38.17% 69.66% 30.34% 

District 2 77,449 87,350 82,802 79,483 80,919 67,993 
47.00% 53.00% 51.02% 48.98% 54.34% 45.66% 

District 3 53,362 75,119 62,499 70,906 65,828 57,263 
41.53% 58.47% 46.85% 53.15% 53.48% 46.52% 

District 4 116,953 81,994 104,429 91,266 91,593 83,439 
58.79% 41.21% 53.36% 46.64% 52.33% 47.67% 

District 5 68,536 110,048 84,789 103,153 78,140 92,392 
38.38% 61.62% 45 .11% 54.89% 45.82% 54.18% 

District 6 80,468 94,977 82,722 92,643 72,587 92,353 
45.87% 54.13% 47.17% 52.83% 44. 01% 55.99% 

District 7 75,154 80,562 91,897 68,676 87,320 61,441 
48.26% 51. 74% 57.23% 42.77% 58.70% 41.30% 

District 8 64,574 71,664 76,221 61,265 69,792 56,4 
47.40% 52.60% 55.44% 44.56% 55.29% 44.7 

District 9 76,502 101,483 72,569 106,079 61,819 98,686 
42 .9.8% 57.02% 40.62% 59.38% 38.52% 61.48% 

District 10 70,730 115,658 80,234 116,558 75,520 113,598 
37.95% 62.05% 40. 77% 59.23% 39.93% 60.07% 

District 11 86,212 101,511 94,396 105,889 91,924 96,040 
45.93% 54.07% 47.13% 52.87% 48. 91% 51.09% 

District 12 96,411 65,809 85,248 69,647 76,123 64,597 
59.43% 40.57% 55.04% 44.96% 54.10% 45.90% 

Total 950,941 1,060,363 1,015,155 1,025,657 953,081 928,451 
47.28% 52.72% 49. 74% 50.26% 50.65% 49.35% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

County Population by District 
Total Populations, All Ages 

e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 
Census 
~ 

'District 1 
Beaufort County 
Bertie County 
Craven County 
Edgecombe County 
Gates County 
Granville County 
Greene County 
Halifax County 
Hertford County 
Jones County 
Lenoir County 
Martin County 
Northampton County 
Person County 
Pitt County 
Vance County 
Warren County 
Washington County 
W e County 

n County 
District 1 

District 2 
Franklin County 
Granville County 
Harnett County 
Johnston County 
Lee County 
Nash County 
Sampson County 
Wake County 
Wilson County 
Total District 2 

District 3 
Beaufort County 
Camden County 
Carteret County 
Chowan County 
ci-aven County 
Currituck County 
D County 

ounty 

Total 
Pop. 

23,714 
20,388 
25,279 
56,558 
9,305 

20,717 
15,384 
55,516 
22,523 

8,553 
31,016 
25,078 
20,798 
21,001 
49,584 
38,892 
17,265 
10,750 
36,323 
43,517 

552,161 

36,414 
17,628 
67,822 
81,306 
41,374 
76,677 
22,745 

185,642 
22,544 

552,152 

18,569 
5,904 

52,556 
13,506 
56,334 
13,736 
22,746 

5,411 

Total 
White 

14,659 
7,790 

14,207 
24,665 

5,101 
10,480 

8,748 
26,009 

9,214 
5,045 

11,887 
13,788 
8,397 

13,436 
23,676 
21,146 

6,593 
5,499 

17,110 
21,008 

268,458 

23,288 
12,589 
51,117 
65,773 
31,216 
51,874 
14,114 

118,648 
19,615 

388,234 

14,290 
4,388 

47,445 
8,349 

44,453 
12,051 
21,766 

3,596 

Total 
Black 

8,948 
12,531 
10,920 
31,661 
4,180 

10,106 
6,521 

27,586 
12,970 
3,461 

18,959 
11,186 
12,328 
7,307 

25,373 
17,512 
9,847 
5,207 

18,781 
22,181 

277,565 

12,843 
4,803 

15,315 
14,389 
9,401 

24,142 
7,985 

62,515 
2,715 

154,108 

4,246 
1,481 
4,385 
5,087 

10,196 
1,545 

811 
1,781 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

11 
46 
63 
73 

8 
20 
16 

1,711 
228 

7 
28 
20 
42 

156 
82 
69 

763 
2 

67 
49 

3,461 

74 
79 

601 
178 
169 
218 
395 
532 

21 
2,267 

17 
21 

269 
24 

256 
66 
37 

4 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11:53 a.m. 

Total 
Asian/PI 

37' 
14 
47 
68 
13 
31 

6 
145 

94 
19 
68 
40 
11 
14 

162 
60 
14 
29 

266 
100 

1,238 

63 
69 

299 
159 
191 
223 

43 
3,059 

77 
4,183 

11 
9 

293 
29 

718 
51 
79 

3 

Page: 1 

Total 
Other 

59 
7 

42 
91 

3 
80 
94 
65 
17 
21 
74 
44 
20 
88 

291 
105 

48 
13 
99 

179 
1,440 

146 
88 

490 
807 
397 
220 
208 
891 
116 

3,363 

5 
5 

164 
17 

711 
23 
53 
27 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

County Population by District 
Total Populations, All Ages 

Plant e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 
Census 
Unit 

Jones County 
Lenoir County 
Onslow County 
Pamlico County 
Pasquotank County 
Perquimans County 
Pitt County 
Tyrrell County 
Washington County 1 

Wayne County 
Total District 3 

District 4 
Chatham County 
Durham County 
Orange County 
Person County 
Wake County 
Total District 4 

District 5 
Alamance County 
Caswell County 
Davie County 
Forsyth County 
Guilford County 
Rockingham County 
Stokes County 
Surry County 
Total District 5 

District 6 
Chatham County 
Davidson County 
Guilford County 
Moore County 
Randolph County 
Total District 6 

District 7 
Bladen County 

Total 
Pop. 

861 
26,258 

149,838 
11,372 
31,298 
10,447 
58,340 
3,856 
3,247 

68,343 
552,622 

29,239 
181,835 

93,851 
9,179 

237,738 
551,842 

108,213 
20,693 
27,859 

190,360 
29,437 
86,064 
37,223 
51,999 

551,848 

9,520 
59,353 

317,983 
59,013 

106,546 
552,415 

28,663 

Total 
White 

642 
22,435 

111,939 
8,362 

19,403 
6,979 

46,967 
2,297 
2,057 

52,062 
429,481 

22,800 
109,886 
75,871 
7,304 

205,363 
421,224 

86,373 
12,155 
25,194 

168,282 
25,972 
67,893 
34,917 
49,210 

469,996 

6,623 
54,053 

223,612 
47,464 
99,042 

430,794 

16,926 

Total 
Black 

216 
3,580 

29,808 
2,951 

11,583 
3,426 

10,548 
1,543 
1,159 

15,012 
109,358 

6,112 
67,654 
14,893 

1,799 
25,548 

116,006 

20,822 
8,436 
2,482 

19,812 
3,145 

17,548 
2,069 
2,324 

76,638 

2,733 
4,935 

88,510 
10,882 

6,367 
113,427 

11,199 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

1 
42 

939 
33 
59 
18 

132 
4 

11 
198 

2,131 

101 
425 
286 

25 
617 

1,454 

303 
26 
86 

382 
103 
149 

52 
60 

1,161 

24 
185 

1,534 
309 
453 

2,505 

464 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11:53 

Total 
Asian/PI 

0 
83 

2,994 
20 

184 
20 

547 
5 
6 

573 
5,625 

57 
3,233 
2,361 

1 
5,118 

10,770 

487 
20 
53 

1,457 
101 
190 

79 
63 

2,450 

12 
96 

3,625 
150 
358 

4,241 

30 

Pa 

Total 
~ 

2 
118 

4,158 
6 

69 
4 

146 
7 

14 
498 

6,027 

169 
637 
440 

50 
1,095 

228 
56 
44 

427 
116 
284 
106 
342 

1,603 

128 
84 

701 
208 
326 

1,447 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District Date: 5/19/98 
n: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A Total Populations, All Ages Time: 11:53 a.m. 

Page: 3 
CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit Pop. White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

Brunswick County 50,985 41,336 9,2ll 242 81 115 
Columbus County 49,587 32,897 15,181 1,370 53 86 
Cumberland County 127,913 94,213 27,363 3,082 1,697 1,558 
Duplin County 39,995 25,927 13,259 104 47 658 
New Hanover County 120,284 94,895 24,097 435 616 241 
Pender County 28,855 19,828 8,770 76 44 137 
Robeson County 81,548 29,364 17,204 34,591 191 198 
Sampson County 24,552 16,159 7,701 481 32 179 
Total District 7 552,382 371,545 133,985 40,845 2,791 3,216 

District 8 
Anson County 23,474 12,264 11,106 69 27 8 
Cabarrus County 98,935 85,286 12,853 313 375 108 
Cumberland County 146,653 75,856 60,133 1,343 4,072 5,249 
Hoke County 22,856 9,635 9,878 3,176 85 82 
Montgomery County 23,346 16,773 6,001 92 150 330 
Richmond County 44,518 30,816 12,869 502 195 136 
Robeson County 23,631 8,622 8,981 5.,920 48 60 

tland County 33,754 19,025 12,176 2,430 83 40 
ly County 51,765 45,269 5,972 155 249 120 

on County 84,211 70,023 13,427 294 257 210 
Total District 8 553,143 373,569 153,396 14,294 5,541 6,343 

District 9 
Cleveland County 84,714 66,362 17,741 114 394 103 
Gaston County 175,093 150,868 22,676 397 915 237 
Lincoln County 50,319 45,710 4,108 120 172 210 
Mecklenburg County 242,298 223,090 13,913 757 3,890 648 
Total District 9 552,424 486,030 58,438 1,388 5,371 1,198 

District 10 
Alexander County 27,544 25,667 1,673 52 49 103 
Alleghany County 9,590 9,338 177 8 5 62 
Ashe County 22,209 21,960 144 21 31 53 
Avery County 14,867 14,596 158 23 23 67 
_Burke County 75,744 69,521 5,178 133 794 118 
Caldwell County 70,709 66,506 3,881 105 111 106 
Catawba County 118,412 106,370 10,689 232 830 291 
Iredell County 63,046 52,161 10,317 124 219 225 
Mitchell County 14,433 14,354 23 19 19 18 
Surry County 9,705 9,173 456 6 21 49 

auga County 36,952 35,930 768 59 152 43 
es County 59,393 56,237 2,824 69 100 163 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

Plant e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 
Census 
Unit 

Yadkin County 
Total District 10 

District 11 
Buncombe County 
Cherokee County 
Clay County 
Graham County 
Haywood County 
Henderson County 
Jackson County 
McDowell County 
Macon County 
Madison County 
Polk County 
Rutherford County 
swain County 
Transylvania County 
Yancey County 
Total District 11 

District 12 
Davidson County 
Forsyth County 
Iredell County 
Mecklenburg County 
Rowan County 
Total District 12 

County Population by District 
Total Populations, All Ages 

HOME SEATS 
Total Total Total 
Pop. White Black 
30,488 28,884 1,295 

553,092 510,697 37,583 

174,821 158,979 14,336 
20,170 19,313 361 
7,155 7,061 41 
7,196 6,731 1 

46,942 46,011 648 
69,285 66,158 2,361 
26,846 23,609 425 
35,681 33,901 1,479 
23,499 22,919 385 
16,953 16,744 136 
14,416 13,276 1,053 
56,918 50,133 6,514 
11,268 7,950 196 
25,520 24,121 1,189 
15,419 15,221 151 

552,089 512,127 29,276 

67,324 59,243 7,379 
75,518 28,636 46,290 
29,885 25,046 4,552 

269,135 141,561 120,555 
110,605 91,851 17,773 
552,467 346,337 196,549 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

22 
873 

486 
405 

39 
454 
180 
197 

2,667 
72 
76 
19 
17 
95 

3,075 
79 
27 

7,888 

210 
169 

69 
1,179 

262 
1,889 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11:53 

Pa 

Total Total 
Asian/PI Other 

26 261 
2,380 1,559 

765 255 
42 49 

7 7 
6 4 

67 36 
286 283 
109 36 
200 29 

60 59 
32 22 
25 45 
98 78 
31 16 
99 32 
11 

1,838 9 

381 111 
205 218 
137 81 

4,571 1,269 
444 275 

5,738 1,954 



. 

DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

t~e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 
Census 
Unit 

Alamance County 
District 5 
Total Alamance County 

Alexander County 
District 10 
Total Alexander County 

Alleghany County 
District 10 
Total Alleghany County 

Anson County 
· trict 8 

Anson County 

Ashe County 
District 10 
Total Ashe County 

Avery County 
District 10 
Total Avery County 

Beaufort County 
District 1 
District 3 
Total Beaufort County 

Bertie County 
District 1 
Total Bertie County 

97 

County Split Assignments 
Total Populations, All Ages 

HOME SEATS 
Total 
Pop . 

108,213 
108,213 

27,544 
27,544 

9,590 
9,590 

23,474 
23,474 

22,209 
22,209 

14,867 
14,867 

23,714 
18,569 
42,283 

20,388 
20,388 

Total 
White 

86,373 
86,373 

25,667 
25,667 

9,338 
9,338 

12,264 
12,264 

21,960 
21,960 

14,596 
14,596 

14,659 
14,290 
28,949 

7,790 
7,790 

Total 
Black 

20,822 
20,822 

1,673 
1,673 

177 
177 

11,106 
11,.106 

144 
144 

158 
158 

8,948 
4,246 

13,194 

12,531 
12,531 

Total 
Arn. Ind. 

303 
303 

52 
52 

8 
8 

69 
69 

21 
21 

23 
23 

11 
17 
28 

46 
46 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 

Total 
Asian/PI 

487 
487 

49 
49 

5 
5 

27 
27 

31 
31 

23 
23 

37 
11 
48 

14 
14 

11:57 a.m. 
Page: 

Total 
Other 

~28 
2~8 

103 
103 

62 
62 

8 
8 

53 
53 

67 
67 

59 
5 

64 

7 
7 

l 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

Plant e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 
Census 
Unit 

Bladen County 
District 7 
Total Bladen County 

Brunswick County 
District 7 
Total Brunswick County 

Buncombe County 
District 11 
Total Buncombe County 

Burke County 
District 10 
Total Burke County 

Cabarrus County 
District 8 
Total Cabarrus County 

Caldwell County 
District 10 
Total Caldwell County 

Camden County 
District 3 
Total Camden County 

Carteret County 
District 3 
Total Carteret County 

Caswell County 

97 

County Split Assignments 
Total Populations, All Ages 

HOME SEATS 
Total 
Pop. 

28,663 
28,663 

50,985 
50,985 

174,821 
174,821 

75,744 
75,744 

98,935 
98,935 

70,709 
70,709 

5,904 
5,904 

52,556 
52,556 

Total 
filllli 

16,926 
16,926 

41,336 
41,336 

158,979 
158,979 

69,521 
69,521 

85,286 
85,286 

66,506 
66,506 

4,388 
4,388 

47,445 
47,445 

Total 
Black 

11,199 
11,199 

9,211 
9,211 

14,336 
14,336 

5,178 
5,178 

12,853 
12,853 

3,881 
3,881 

1,481 
1,481 

4,385 
4,385 

Total 
Am.· Ind. 

464 
464 

242 
242 

486 
486 

133 
133 

313 
313 

105 
105 

21 
21 

269 
269 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 

Total 
AsianlPI 

30 
30 

81 
81 

765 
765 

794 
794 

375 
375 

111 
111 

9 
9 

293 
293 

11:57 
Pa 

Total 
Other 

44 
44 

115 
115 

255 
255 

108 
108 

106 
106 

5 
5 

164 
164 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 
Census 
Unit 

District 5 
Total Caswell County 

Catawba County 
District 10 
Total Catawba County 

Chatham County 
District 4 
District 6 
Total Chatham County 

Cherokee County 
District 11 

al Cherokee County 

Chowan County 
District 3 
Total Chowan County 

Clay County 
District 11 
Total Clay County 

Cleveland County 
District 9 
Total Cleveland County 

Columbus County 
District 7 
Total Columbus County 

n County 

97 

County Split Assignments 
Total Populations, All Ages 

HOME SEATS 
Total 
Pop. 
20,693 
20, 69'3 

118,412 
118,412 

29,239 
9,520 

38,759 

20,170 
20,170 

13,506 
13,506 

7,155 
7,155 

84,714 
84,714 

49,587 
49,587 

Total 
White 

12,155 
12,155 

106,370 
106,370 

22,800 
6,623 

29,423 

19,313 
19,313 

8,349 
8,349 

7,061 
7,061 

66,362 
66,362 

32,897 
32,897 

Total 
~ 

8,436 
8,436 

10,689 
10,689 

6,112 
2,733 
8,845 

361 
361 

5,087 
5,087 

41 
41 

17,741 
17,741 

15,181 
15,181 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

26 
26 

232 
232 

101 
24 

125 

405 
405 

24 
24 

39 
39 

114 
114 

1,370 
1,370 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11:57 a.m. 

· Page: 3 

Total 
Asian/PI 

20 
20 

830 
830 

57 
12 
69 

42 
42 

29 
29 

7 
7 

394 
394 

53 
53 

Total 
~ 

56 
56 . 

291 
291 

169 
128 
297 

49 
49 

17 
17 

7 
7 

103 
103 

86 
86 

• 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

Plant e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 
Census 
Unit 

District 1 
District 3 
Total Craven County 

CUmberland County 
District 7 
District 8 
Total Cumberland County 

Currituck County 
District 3 
Total Currituck County 

Dare County 
District 3 
Total Dare County 

Davidson County 
District 6 
District 12 
Total Davidson County 

Davie County 
District 5 
Total Davie County 

Duplin County 
District 7 
T.otal Duplin County 

Durham County 
District 4 
Total Durham County 

97 

County Split Assignments 
Total Populations, All Ages 

HOME SEATS 
Total 
Pop. 
25,279 
56,334 
81,613 

127,913 
146,653 
274,566 

13,736 
13,736 

22,746 
22,746 

59,353 
67,324 

126,677 

27,859 
27,859 

39,995 
39,995 

181,835 
181,835 

Total 
White 

14,207 
44,453 
58,660 

94,213 
75,856 

170,069 

12,051 
12,051 

21,766 
21,766 

54,053 
59,243 

113,296 

25,194 
25,194 

25,927 
25,927 

109,886 
109,886 

Total 
Black 

10,920 
10,196 
21,116 

27,363 
60,133 
87,496 

1,545 
1,545 

811 
811 

4,935 
7,379 

12,314 

2,482 
2,482 

13,259 
13,259 

67,654 
67,654 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

63 
256 
319 

3,082 
1,343 
4,425 

66 
66 

37 
37 

185 
210 
395 

86 
86 

104 
104 

425 
425 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 

Total 
Asian/PI 

47 
718 
765 

1,697 
4,072 
5,769 

51 
51 

79 
79 

96 
381 
477 

53 
53 

47 
47 

3,233 
3,233 

11:57 
Pa 

Total 
~ 

42 
711 
753 

1,558 
5,249 
6,807 

23 
23 

84 
111 
195 

44 
44 

658 
658 

637 
637 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
n: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 
Census 
Unit 

Edgecombe County 
District 1 
Total Edgecombe County 

Forsyth County 
District 5 
District 12 
Total Forsyth County 

Franklin County 
District 2 
Total Franklin County 

Gaston County 
District 9 

l Gaston County 

Gates County 
District 1 
Total Gates County 

Graham County 
District 11 
Total Graham County 

Granville County 
District 1 
District 2 
Total Granville County 

Greene County 
District 1 
Total Greene County 

97 

County Split Assignments 
Total Populations, All Ages 

HOME SEATS 
Total 
Pop: 

56,558' 
56,558 

190,360 
75,518 

265,878 

36,414 
36,414 

175,093 
175,093 

9,305 
9,305 

7,196 
7,196 

20,717 
17,628 
38,345 

15,384 
15,384 

Total 
White 

24,665 
24,665 

168,282 
28,636 

196,918 

23,288 
23,288 

150,868 
150,868 

5,101 
5,101 

6,731 
6,731 

10,480 
12,589 
23,069 

8,748 
8,748 

Total 
~ 

31,661 
31,661 

19,812 
46,290 
66,102 

12,843 
12,843 

22,676 
22,676 

4,180 
4,180 

1 
l 

10,106 
4,803 

14,909 

6,521 
6,521 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

73 
73 

382 
169 
551 

74 
74 

397 
397 

8 
8 

454 
454 

20 
79 
99 

16 
16 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 

Total 
Asian/PI 

68 
68 

1,457 
205 

1,662 

63 
63 

915 
915 

13 
13 

6 
6 

31 
69 

100 

6 
6 

11:57 a.m. 
Page: 

Total 
~ 

91 
91 

427 
218 
645 

146 
146 

237 
237 

3 
3 

4 
4 

80 
88 

168 

94 
94 

5 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

Plant e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 
Census 

Guilford County 
District 5 
District 6 
Total Guilford 

Halifax County 
District 1 

Unit 

County 

Total Halifax County 

Harnett County 
District 2 
Total Harnett County 

Haywood County 
District 11 
Total Haywood County 

Henderson County 
District 11 
Total Henderson County 

Hertford County 
District 1 
Total Hertford County 

Hoke County 
District 8 
Total Hoke County 

Hyde County 
District 3 
Total Hyde County 

County Split Assignments 
Total Populations, All Ages 

HOME SEATS 
Total 
Pop. 

29,437 
317,983 
347,420 

55,516 
55,516 

67,822 
67,822 

46,942 
46,942 

69,285 
69,285 

22,523 
22,523 

22,856 
22,856 

5,411 
5,411 

Total 
White 

25,972 
223,612 
249,584 

26,009 
26,009 

51,117 
51,117 

46,011 
46,011 

66,158 
66,158 

9,214 
9,214 

9,635 
9,635 

3,596 
3,596 

Total 
Black 

3,145 
88,510 
91,655 

27,586 
27,586 

15,315 
15,315 

648 
648 

2,361 
2,361 

12,970 
12,970 

9,878 
9,878 

1,781 
1,781 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

103 
1,534 
1,637 

1,711 
1,711 

601 
601 

180 
180 

197 
197 

228 
228 

3,176 
3,176 

4 
4 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 

Total 
Asian/PI 

101 
3,625 
3,726 

145 
145 

299 
299 

67 
67 

286 
286 

94 
94 

85 
85 

3 
3 

11:57 
p 

Total 
Other 

116 
701 

·817 

65 
65 

490 
490 

283 
283 

17 
17 

82 
82 

27 
27 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

CONGRESSIONAL WITH 
Census 
Unit 

Iredell County 
· District 10 
District 12 
Total Iredell County 

Jackson County 
District 11 
Total Jackson County 

Johnston County 
District 2 
Total Johnston County 

Jones County 
District 1 

.ict 3 
Jones County 

Lee County 
District 2 
Total Lee County 

Lenoir County 
District 1 
District 3 
Total Lenoir County 

Lincoln County 
District 9 
Total Lincoln County 

McDowell County 
District 11 
To.tal McDowell County 

97 

County Split Assignments 
Total Populations, All Ages 

HOME SEATS 
Total 
Pop. 

63,046 
29,885 
92,931 

26,846 
26,846 

81,306 
81,306 

8,553 
861 

9,414 

41,374 
41,374 

31,016 
26,258 
57,274 

50,319 
50,319 

35,681 
35,681 

' 

Total 
White 

52,161 
25,046 
77,207 

23,609 
23,609 

65,773 
65,773 

5,045 
642 

5,687 

31,216 
31,216 

11,887 
22,435 
34,322 

45,710 
45,710 

33,901 
33,901 

Total 
Black 

10,317 
4,552 

14,869 

425 
425 

14,389 
14,389 

3,461 
216 

3,677 

9,401 
9,401 

18,959 
3,580 

22,539 

4,108 
4,108 

1,479 
1,479 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

124 
69 

193 

2,667 
2,667 

178 
178 

7 
l 
8 

169 
169 

28 
42 
70 

120 
120 

72 
72 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 

Total 
Asian/PI 

219 
137 
356 

109 
109 

159 
159 

19 
0 

19 

191 
191 

68 
83 

151 

172 
172 

200 
200 

11:57 a.m. 
Page: 

Total 
~ 

u 

225 
81 

306 

36 
36 

807 
807 

21 
2 

23 

397 
397 

74 
118 
192 

210 
210 

29 
29 

7 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

Plant e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 
Census 
Unit 

Macon County 
District 11 
Total Macon County 

Madison County 
District 11 
Total Madison County 

Martin County 
District 1 
Total Martin County 

Mecklenburg County 
District 9 
District 12 
Total Mecklenburg County 

Mitchell County 
District 10 
Total Mitchell County 

Montgomery County 
District 8 
Total Montgomery County 

Moore County 
District 6 
Total Moore County 

Nash County 
District 2 
Total Nash County 

97 

County Split Assignments 
Total Populations, All Ages 

HOME SEATS 
Total 
Pop. 

23,499 
23,499 

16,953 
16·, 953 

25,078 
25,078 

242,298 
269,135 
511,433 

14,433 
14,433 

23,346 
23,346 

59,013 
59,013 

76,677 
76,677 

Total 
White 

22,919 
22,919 

16,744 
16,744 

13,788 
13,788 

223,090 
141,561 
364,651 

14,354 
14,354 

16,773 
16,773 

47,464 
47,464 

51,874 
51,874 

Total 
Black 

385 
385 

136 
136 

11,186 
11,186 

13,913 
120,555 
134,468 

23 
23 

6,001 
6,001 

10,882 
10,882 

24,142 
24,142 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

76 
76 

19 
19 

20 
20 

757 
1,179 
1,936 

19 
19 

92 
92 

309 
309 

218 
218 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11: 57 e: 

Total 
Asian/PI 

60 
60 

32 
32 

40 
40 

3,890 
4,571 
8,461 

19 
19 

150 
150 

150 
150 

223 
223 

Pag 

Total 
~ 

59 
59 

22 
22 

44 
44 

648 
1,269 
1,9 

18 
18 

330 
330 

208 
208 

220 
220 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
n: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

CONGRESSIONAL WITH 
Census 
Unit 

New Hanover County 
District 7 
Total New Hanover County 

Northampton County 
District 1 
Total Northampton County 

Onslow County 
District 3 
Total Onslow County 

Orange County 
District 4 

al Orange County 

Pamlico County 
District 3 
Total Pamlico County 

Pasquotank County 
District 3 
Total Pasquotank County 

Pender County 
District 7 
Total Pender County 

Perquimans County 
District 3 
Total Perquimans County 

n County 

97 

County Split Assignments 
Total Populations, All Ages 

HOME SEATS 
Total 
Pop. 

120,284 
120,284 

20,798 
20,798 

149,838 
149,838 

93,851 
93,851 

11,372 
11,372 

31,298 
31,298 

28,855 
28,855 

10,447 
10,447 

Total 
White 

94', 895 
94,895 

8,397 
8,397 

111,939 
111,939 

75,871 
75,871 

8,362 
8,362 

19,403 
19,403 

19,828 
19,828 

6,979 
6,979 

Total 
~ 

24,097 
24,097 

12,328 
12,328 

29,808 
29,808 

14,893 
14,893 

2,951 
2,951 

11,583 
11,583 

8,770 
8,770 

3,426 
3,426 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

435 
435 

42 
42 

939 
939 

286 
286 

33 
33 

59 
59 

76 
76 

18 
18 

Date: 5/19/98 
Ti.me: 

Total 
Asian/PI 

616 
616 

11 
11 

2,994 
2,994 

2,361 
2,361 

20 
20 

184 
184 

44 
44 

20 
20 

11:57 a.m. 
Page: 

Total 
~ 

241 
241 

20 
20 

4,158 
4,158 

440 
440 

6 
6 

69 
69 

137 
137 

4 
4 

9 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

Plan t::a2e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 
Census 
Unit 

District 1 
District 4 
Total Person County 

Pitt County 
District 1 
District 3 
Total Pitt County 

Polk County 
District 11 
Total Polk County 

Randolph County 
District 6 
Total Randolph County 

Richmond County 
District 8 
Total Richmond County 

Robeson County 
District 7 
District 8 
Total Robeson County 

Rockingham County 
District 5 
Total Rockingham County 

Rowan County 
District 12 
Total Rowan County 

97 

County Split Assignments 
Total Populations, All Ages 

HOME SEATS 
Total 
Pop. 
21,001 

9,179 
30,180 

49,584 
58,340 

107,924 

14,416 
14,416 

106,546 
106,546 

44,518 
44,518 

81,548 
23,631 

105,179 

86,064 
86,064 

110,605 
110,605 

Total 
White 

13,436 
7,304 

20,740 

23,676 
46,967 
70,643 

13,276 
13,276 

99,042 
99,042 

30,816 
30,816 

29,364 
8,622 

37,986 

67,893 
67,893 

91,851 
91,851 

Total 
Black 

7,307 
1,799 
9,106 

25,373 
10,548 
35,921 

1,053 
1,053 

6,367 
6,367 

12,869 
12,869 

17,204 
8,981 

26,185 

17,548 
17,548 

17,773 
17,773 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

156 
25 

181 

82 
132 
214 

17 
17 

453 
453 

502 
502 

34,591 
5,920 

40,511 

149 
149 

262 
262 

Time: 

Total 
Asian/PI 

14 
1 

15 

162 
547 
709 

25 
25 

358 
358 

195 
195 

191 
48 

239 

190 
190 

444 
444 

5/19/98 

Pa 

Other 
88 
50 

138 

291 
146 
437 

45 
45 

326 

136 
136 

198 
60 

258 

284 
284 

275 
275 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 
Census 
Unit 

Rutherford County 
District 11 
Total Rutherford County 

Sampson County 
District 2 
District 7 
Total Sampson County 

Scotland County 
District 8 
Total Scotland County 

Stanly County 
D' rict 8 

Stanly County 

Stokes County 
District 5 
Total Stokes County 

Surry County 
District 5 
District 10 
Total Surry County 

Swain County 
District 11 
Total Swain County 

Transylvania County 
D1strict 11 
Total Transylvania County 

97 

County Split Assignments 
Total Populations, All Ages 

HOME SEATS 
Total 
Pop. 

56,918 
56,918 

22,745 
24,552 
47,297 

33,754 
33,754 

51,765 
51,765 

37,223 
37,223 

51,999 
9,705 

61,704 

11,268 
11,268 

25,520 
25,520 

Total 
White 

50,133' 
50,133 

14,114 
16,159 
30,273 

19,025 
19,025 

45,269 
45,269 

34,917 
34,917 

49,210 
9,173 

58,383 

7,950 
7,950 

24,121 
24,121 

Total 
Black 

6,514 
6,514 

7,985 
7,701 

15,686 

12,176 
12,176 

5,972 
5,972 

2,069 
2,069 

2,324 
456 

2,780 

196 
196 

1,189 
1,189 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

95 
95 

395 
481 
876 

2,430 
2,430 

155 
155 

52 
52 

60 
6 

66 

3,075 
3,075 

79 
79 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 

Total 
Asian/PI 

98 
98 

43 
32 
75 

83 
83 

249 
249 

79 
79 

63 
21 
84 

31 
31 

99 
99 

11:57 a.m. 
Page: 

Total 
~ 

78 
78 

208 
179 
387 

40 
40 

120 
120 

106 
106 

342 
49 

391 

16 
16 

32 
32 

11 

l 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

Plan type: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 
Census 
!!!1i! 

Tyrrell County 
District 3 
1l'otal Tyrrell County 

Union County 
District 8 
Total Union County 

Vance County 
District 1 
Total Vance County 

Wake County 
District 2 
District 4 
Total Wake County 

Warren County 
District 1 
Total Warren County 

Washington County 
District 1 
District 3 
Total Washington County 

Watauga County 
District 10 
Total Watauga County 

Wayne County 
District 1 
District 3 
Total Wayne County 

County Split Assignments 
Total Populations, All Ages 

HOME SEATS 
Total 
Pop. 

3,856 
3,856 

84,211 
84,211 

38,892 
38,892 

185,642 
237,738 
423,380 

17,265 
17,265 

10,750 
3,247 

13,997 

36,952 
36,952 

36,323 
68,343 

104,666 

I 

Total 
White 

2,297 
2,297 

70,023 
70,023 

21,146 
21,146 

118,648 
205,363 
324,011 

6,593 
6,593 

5,499 
2,057 
7,556 

35,930 
35,930 

17,110 
52,062 
69,172 

Total 
Black 

1,543 
1,543 

13,427 
13,427 

17,512 
17,512 

62,515 
25,548 
88,063 

9,847 
9,847 

5,207 
1,159 
6,366 

768 
768 

18,781 
15,012 
33,793 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

4 
4 

294 
294 

69 
69 

532 
617 

1,149 

763 
763 

2 
11 
13 

59 
59 

67 
198 
265 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11:57 a 

Page: 

Total 
Asian/PI 

5 
5 

257 
257 

60 
60 

3,059 
5,118 
8,177 

14 
14 

29 
6 

35 

152 
152 

266 
573 
839 

Total 
Other 

7 
7 

210 
210 

105 
105 

891 

48 
48 

13 
14 
27 

43 
43 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
n: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

CONGRESSIONAL WITH 
Census 
~ 

Wilkes County 
District 10 
Total Wilkes County 

Wilson County 
District 1 
District 2 
Total Wilson County 

Yadkin County 
District 10 
Total Yadkin County 

Yancey County 
.rict 11 
.. 1 Yancey County 

97 

County Split Assignments 
Total Populations, All Ages 

HOME SEATS 
Total 
Pop. 

59,393 
59,393 

43,517 
22,544 
66,061 

30,488 
30,488 

15,419 
15,419 

Total 
~ 

56,237 
56,237 

21,008 
19,615 
40,623 

28,884 
28,884 

15,221 
15,221 

Total 
Black 

2,824 
2,824 

22,181 
2,715 

24,896 

1,295 
1,295 

151 
151 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

69 
69 

49 
21 
70 

22 
22 

27 
27 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 

Total 
Asian/PI 

100 
100 

100 
77 

177 

26 
26 

11 
11 

11:57 a.m. 
Page: 

Total 
~ 

163 
163 

179 
116 
295 

261 
261 

9 
9 

13 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/19/98 
: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A District 5 Time: 11:15 a.m. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 1 
CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit Pop. White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

Alamance County 108,213 86,373 20,822 303 487 228 
100.00% 79.821 '19 .241 0.281 0.45% 0.21% 

Caswell County 20,693 12,155 8,436 26 20 56 
100.00% 58.741 40. 771 0.13% 0.101 0.27% 

Davie County 
Davie County 27,859 25,194 2,482 86 53 44 

100.001 90.431 8.911 0 .31% 0.191 0.161 
Total Davie County 27,859 25,194 2,482 86 53 44 

100.00% 90.431 8.911 0.31% 0.19% 0.161 

Forsyth County 
Abbotts Creek #1 * 4,655 4,526 96 16 9 8 

100.00% 97.231 2.06% 0.341 0.191 0.171 
Abbotts Creek #2 * 4,037 3,873 132 11 17 4 

100.00% 95.941 3.27% 0.27% 0.42% 0.101 
Abbotts Creek #3 * 3,690 3,569 108 3 8 2 

100.00% 96.721 2.93% 0.081 0.221 0.051 
s Creek* 4,357 4,050 287 9 6 5 

100.00% 92.951 6.59% 0.21% 0.141 0.111 
#1 * 5,274 4,717 538 11 7 1 

100.00% 89.441 10.201 0.21% 0.13% 0.02% 
Bethania #2 * 3,580 3,173 383 5 19 0 

100.00% 88.63% 10.701 0.14% 0.531 0.001 
Bethania #3 * 3,833 3,285 sos 8 33 2 

100.001 85.701 13.181 0.21% 0.861 0.051 
Clemmonsville #1 * 2,359 2,296 43 5 12 3 

100.00% 97.331 1.821 0.211 0.511 0.131 
Clemmonsville #2 * 3,404 3,286 92 1 25 0 

100.00% 96.531 2.701 0.03% 0.731 0.001 
Clemmonsville #3 * 3,066 2,892 127 0 47 0 

100.001 94.321 4.141 0.001 1.53% 0.001 
Kernersville #1 * 5,482 5,013 359 13 40 57 

100.00% 91.441 6.551 0.241 o. 73% 1.041 
Kernersville #2 * 5,693 5,520 122 19 21 11 

100.00% 96.961 2.141 0.33% 0.371 0.191 
Kernersville #3 * 5,530 5,196 279 11 31 13 

100.001 93.961 5.051 0.20% 0.56% 0.241 
Kernersville #4 * 5,342 5,046 247 7 23 19 

100.001 94.461 4.621 0.131 0.431 0.361 
Lewisville #1 * 5,005 4,830 140 8 23 4 

100.00% 96.501 2.801 0.16% 0.46% 0.081 
l:'.ewisville #2 * 4,079 3,913 134 8 23 1 

100.00% 95.931 3.291 0.20% 0.561 0.021 
Lewisville #3 * 2,694 2,570 98 2 17 7 

100.00% 95.401 3.641 0.071 0.63% 0.261 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A District 5 

Total Populations, All Ages 
Plant e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Old Richmond* 

Old Town'#2 * 

Census 
Unit 

Old Town #3 * 

Salem Chapel #1 * 

Salem Chapel #2 * 

South Fork #2 * 

South Fork #3 * 

Vienna #1 * 

Vienna #2 * 

Vienna #3 * 

Ardmore Baptist Church* 

Bethabara Moravian Church* 

Bible Wesleyan Church* 

Bishop McGuinness * 

Bolton Swimming Center* 

Brown/Douglas Recreation* 

Brunson Elementary School* 

Calvary Baptist Church* 

Christ Moravian Church* 

Country Club Fire St. * 

First Christian Church* 

Forsyth Tech W. Camp.* 

Greek Orthodox Church* 

Hanes Community Center* 

Total 
Pop. 

4,694 
100.001 

2,990 
100.001 

2,062 
100.001 

3,140 
100.001 

2,958 
100.001 

3,534 
100.001 

4,543 
100.001 

3,026 
100.001 

3,019 
100.001 

3,405 
100.001 

1,673 
100.001 

2,444 
100.001 

2,619 
100.001 

2,775 
100.001 

2,889 
100.001 

5,643 
100.001 

2,303 
100.001 

4,318 
100.00% 

2,600 
100.00% 

3,451 
100.00% 

1,897 
100.00% 

3,122 
100.001 

2,130 
100.001 

6,044 
100.001 

Total 
White 

4,364 
92.971 

2,749 
91.941 

1,785 
86.571 
2,987 

95.131 
2,54oi 

85.871 
3,302 

93.441 
4,255 

93.661 
2,770 

91.541 
2,861 

94. 771 
3,259 

95. 711 
1,572 

93.961 
2,137 

87 .441 
2,390 

91.261 
1,571 

56.611 
2,748 

95.121 
2,896 

51.321 
1,630 

70. 781 
3,883 

89.931 
2,131 

81.961 
2,871 

83.191 
1,683 

88. 721 
2,765 

88.571 
1,827 

85. 771 
4,029 

66.661 

Total 
Black 

316 
6. 731 

215 
7.191 

271 
13 .141 

138 
4.391 

384 
12.981 

191 
5.40% 

235 
5.171 

211 
6.971 

145 
4.801 

128 
3.76% 

59 
3.531 

275 
11.251 

198 
7.561 
1,104 

39.781 
93 

3.221 
2,658 

47.101 
641 

27.831 
386 

8.941 
404 

15.541 
442 

12. 811 
171 

9.011 
310 

9.93% 
278 

13.051 
1,938 

32.061 

Total 
Arn. Ind. 

4 
0.091 

2 
0.071 

0 
0.001 

4 
0.131 

12 
0.411 

11 
0.311 

10 
0.221 

14 
0.461 

0 
0.001 

1 
0.031 

0 
0.001 

l 
0.041 

2 
0.081 

5 
0.181 

7 
0 .24% 

30 
0.531 

4 
0.17% 

8 
0.191 

14 
0.54% 

13 
0.381 

4 
0.211 

0 
0.001 

7 
0.331 

8 
0.131 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11:15. 

Total 
Asian/PI 

4 
0.091 

18 
0.601 

3 
0.151 

3 
0.101 

6 
0.201 

24 
0.681 

36 
0.791 

26 
0.861 

11 
0.361 

13 
0.381 

41 
2.45% 

24 
0.981 

19 
0.731 

82 
2.951 

37 
1.281 

36 
0.641 

25 
1.091 

25 
0.581 

38 
1.461 

102 
2.96% 

38 
2.001 

37 
1.19% 

17 
0.80% 

56 
0.931 

p 

Total 

~ 
6 

0.13% 
6 

0.201 
3 

0.151 
8 

0.251 
16 

0.541 
6 

0.17% 
7 

0.15% 
5 

0.17% 
2 

0.071 
4 

0.121 

o. 

0.2 
10 

0.381 
13 

0.471 
4 

0.141 
23 

0.411 
3 

0.13% 
16 

0.371 
13 

0.50% 
23 

0.67% 
1 

0.051 
10 

0.32% 
1 

0.05% 
13 

0.221 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District 
n: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A District 5 

Total Populations, All Ages 
e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Census 
Unit 

Jefferson Elementary School* 

Latham Elementary School* 

Messiah Moravian Church* 

Miller Park Recreation Center* 

Mt. Tabor High School* 

New Hope United Methodist Church* 

Old Town Presbyterian Church* 

Parkland High School* 

Parkway United Church* 

Polo Park Recreation Center* 

High School Gym* 

ood Forest Elementary School 

South Fork Elem School* 

St. Anne's Episcopal Church* 

Summit School* 

Trinity United Methodist Church* 

Whitaker Elementary School* 

Total Forsyth County 

Guilford County 
Bruce* 

North Center Grove* 

South Center Grove* 

North Madison* 

Total 
~ 

2,434 
100.00% 

2,855 
100.00% 

1,536 
100.001 

2,091 
100.00% 

2,242 
100.001 

4,398 
100.00% 

2,860 
100.00% 

2,761 
100.001 

2,359 
100.001 

1,689 
100.001 

2,095 
100.001 

972 
100.00% 

3,995 
100.001 

2,371 
100.001 

1,775 
100.00% 

2,547 
100.001 

2,021 
100.001 
190,360 
100.001 

6,491 
100.00% 

1,569 
100.00% 

2,407 
100.00% 

2,016 
100.00% 

Total 
White 

2,351 
96.591 
2,249 

78. 771 
1,506 

98.05% 
2,019 

96.56% 
2,050 

91.441 
2,758 

62.71% 
1,966 

68.74% 
2,218 

80.33% 
2,095 

88.81% 
1,643 

97.28% 
2,030 

96.901 
958 

98.56% 
3,254 

81.45% 
2,169 

91.48% 
1,767 

99.55% 
2,479 

97 .331 
2,010 

99.46% 
168,282 

88.40% 

6,209 
95.66% 
1,511 

96.30% 
2,128 

88.41% 
1,252 

62.10% 

Total 
Black 

36 
1.'48% 

566 
19.82% 

6 
0.39% 

44 
2.10% 

165 
7.361 
1,584 

36.02% 
856 

29.93% 
465 

16.841 
228 

9.67% 
30 

1. 78% 
56 

2.67% 
6 

0.62% 
682 

17.07% 
159 

6. 71% 
1 

0.06% 
47 

1.85% 
0 

0.00% 
19,812 
10.41% 

231 
3.56% 

53 
3.38% 

222 
9.22% 

734 
36.41% 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

1 
0.041 

20 
0.70% 

3 
0.20% 

1 
0.05% 

3 
0.131 

17 
0.39% 

8 
0.281 

14 
0.51% 

3 
0.13% 

0 
0.00% 

0 
0.00% 

1 
0.10% 

6 
0.15% 

4 
0.17% 

0 
0.00% 

1 
0.04% 

2 
0.10% 

382 
0.20% 

24 
0.37% 

4 
0.25% 

6 
0.25% 

4 
0.20% 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11: 15 a.m. 

Total 
Asian/PI 

33 
1.36% 

18 
0.63% 

20 
1.30% 

22 
1.05% 

22 
0.98% 

21 
0.48% 

16 
0.561 

62 
2.25% 

27 
1.14% 

16 
0.95% 

4 
0.19% 

6 
0.62% 

44 
1.10% 

36 
1.52% 

6 
0.34% 

13 
0.51% 

9 
0.45% 
1,457 
0.77% 

24 
0.37% 

1 
0.06% 

41 
1.70% 

2 
0.101 

Page: 3 

Total 
~ 

13 
0.53% 

2 
0.07% 

1 
0.07% 

5 
0.24% 

2 
0.09% 

18 
0.41% 

14 
0.49% 

2 
0.07% 

6 
0.251 

0 
0.00% 

5 
0.24% 

1 
0.10% 

9 
0.23% 

3 
0.13% 

1 
0.06% 

7 
0.27% 

0 
0.00% 

427 
0.22% 

3 
0.05% 

0 
0.00% 

10 
0.42% 

24 
1.19% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/19/98 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A District 5 Time: 11:15 a 

Total Populations, All Ages Pa 
Plant e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit Pop. White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

South Madison* 1,742 1,500 230 9 3 0 
100.00% 86 .11% 13.20% 0.52% 0.17% 0.00% 

North Monroe~ 2,915 2,338 544 15 7 11 
100.00% 80 .21% 18.66% 0.51% 0.24% 0.38% 

South Monroe* 5,140 4,489 609 28 6 8 
100.00% 87.33% 11.85% 0.54% 0.12% 0.16% 

Oak Ridge* 2,976 2,751 188 9 15 13 
100.00% 92.44% 6.32% 0.30% 0.50% 0.44% 

Stokesdale* 2,134 1,932 i 169 4 1 28 
100.00% 90.53% 7.92% 0.19% 0.05% 1.31% 

North Washington* 1,195 1,123 56 0 1 15 
100.00% 93.97% 4.69% 0.00% 0.08% 1.26% 

South Washington* 852 739 109 0 0 4 
100.00% 86. 74% 12.79% 0.00% 0.00% 0.47% 

Total Guilford County 29,437 25,972 3,145 103 101 116 
100.00% 88.23% 10.68% 0.35% 0 .34% 0.39% 

Rockingham County 86,064 67,893 17,548 149 190 284 
100.00% 78.89% 20.39% 0.17% 0.22% 0.33% 

Stokes County 
Stokes County 37,223 34,917 2,069 52 79 1 

100.00% 93.80% 5.56% 0.14% 0.21% 0.28% 
Total Stokes County 37,223 34,917 2,069 52 79 106 

100.001 93.80% 5.56% 0.14% 0.21% 0.28% 

Surry County 
Dobson 1 * 2,243 2,163 48 0 10 22 

100.001 96.43% 2.14% 0.00% 0.45% 0.98% 
Dobson 2 * 2,289 2,206 38 2 1 42 

100.001 96.37% 1.66% 0.09% 0.04% 1.83% 
Dobson 3 * 2,151 2,074 24 2 1 so 

100.00% 96.42% 1.12% 0.09% 0.05% 2.321 
Eldora* 2,585 2,534 25 5 0 21 

100.00% 98.03% 0.97% 0.19% 0.00% 0.81% 
Franklin* 1,598 1,567 27 0 1 3 

100.00% 98.06% 1.69% 0.00% 0.061 0.19% 
Long Hill* 1,434 1,402 9 0 2 21 

100.001 97. 77% 0.63% 0.00% 0.14% 1.46% 
Mount Airy 1 * 3,486 3,155 306 8 0 17 

100.001 90.50% 8.781 0.23% 0.00% 0.49% 
Mount Airy 2 * 3,714 3,345 344 1 11 13 

100.00% 90.06% 9.26% 0.03% 0.30% 0.35% 
Mount Airy 4 * 2,406 2,062 332 4 8 0 

100.00% 85.70% 13.80% 0.17% 0.33% 0.00% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/19/98 
: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A District 5 Time: 11:15 a.m. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 5 
e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit Pop. White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

Mount Airy 5 * 3,240 2,893 336 1 1 9 
100.00% 89.29% 10.37%' 0.03% 0 .03% 0.28% 

Mount Airy 6 * 2,603 2,584 9 1 3 6 
100.00% 99.27% 0.35% 0.04% 0.12% 0.23% 

Mount Airy 7 * 1,200 1,181 7 0 5 7 
100.00% 98.42% 0.58% 0.00% 0.42% 0.58% 

Mount Airy 8 * 3,774 3,684 70 3 4 13 
100.00% 97.62% 1.85% 0.08% 0.11% 0.34% 

Mount Airy 9 * 2,955 2,668 282 4 1 0 
100.00% 90.29% 9.54% 0 .14% 0.03% 0.00% 

Pilot 1 ... 1,181 1,046 130 1 0 4 
100.00% 88.57% 11.01% 0.08% 0.00% 0.34% 

Pilot 2 * 2,092 2,032 44 3 3 10 
100.00% 97.13% 2.10% 0.14% 0.14% 0.48% 

Rockford• 1,392 1,335 24 7 1 25 
100.00% 95.91% 1. 72% 0.50% 0.07% 1.80% 

Shoals• 1,407 1,364 33 0 0 10 
100.00% 96.94% 2.35% 0.00% 0.00% 0.71% 

Siloam* 859 824 13 0 0 22 
100.00% 95.93% 1.51% 0.00% 0.00% 2.56% 45•rts Creek 1 ... 1,988 1,958 17 5 0 8 
100.00% 98.49% 0.86% 0.25% 0.00% 0.40% 

arts Creek 2 ... 3,951 3,902 17 6 9 17 
100.00% 98.76% 0.43% 0.15% 0.23% 0.43% 

North Westfield* 2,149 1,948 175 7 0 19 
100.00% 90.65% 8.14% 0.33% 0.00% 0.88% 

South Westfield• 1,302 1,283 14 0 2 3 
100.00% 98.54% 1.08% 0.00% 0.15% 0.23% 

Total Surry County 51,999 49,210 2,324 60 63 342 
100.00% 94.64% 4.47% 0.12% 0.12% 0.66% 

Total 551,848 469,996 76,638 1,161 2,450 1,603 
100.00% 85.17% 13.89% 0.21% 0.44% 0.29% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/19/98 
: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A District 6 Time: 11:16 a.m. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 1 
CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit Pop. White Black Jun. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

Chatham County 
North Siler City* 4,745 3,031 1,613 18 1 82 

100.001 63.881 33.991 0.381 0.021 1. 731 
South Siler City* 4,775 3,592 1,120 6 11 46 

100.001 75.231 23.461 0.131 0.231 0.961 
Total Chatham County 9,520 6,623 2,733 24 12 128 

100.001 69.571 28. 711 0.251 0.131 1.341 

Davidson County 
Abbotts Creek* 6,285 6,117 145 9 12 2 

100.001 97.331 2.311 0.141 0.191 0.031 
Alleghany * 506 506 0 0 0 0 

100.001 100.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 
Central* 1,381 1,347 28 3 1 2 

100.00% 97.541 2.03% 0.221 0.071 0.141 
Holly Grove* 3,586 3,425 139 14 4 4 

100.001 95.511 3.881 0.391 0.111 0.11% 
rty • 3,363 3,345 10 8 0 0 

100.001 99.461 0.301 0.241 0.001 0.00% 
on* 1,292 1,292 0 0 0 0 

100.001 100.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 
Emmons• 2,467 2,450 5 2 10 0 

100.001 99 .311 0.201 0.081 0.411 0.001 
Silver Valley * 2,579 2,562 5 12 0 0 

100.001 99 .341 0.191 0.471 0.001 0.00% 
Healing Springs* 1,644 1,642 0 2 0 0 

100.001 99.881 0.001 0.121 0.001 0.001 
Jackson Hill * 790 789 0 0 0 1 

100.001 99.871 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.131 
Silver Hill * 4,658 4,607 29 14 4 4 

100.001 98.91% 0.621 0.301 0.091 0.09% 
Thomasville No. 1 * 3,417 2,506 878 17 12 4 

100.001 73.341 25.701 0.50% 0.35% 0.12% 
Thomasville No. 2 * 2,709 1,830 843 17 7 12 

100.001 67.551 31.12% 0.631 0.26% 0.44% 
Thomasville No. 3 * 2,910 852 2,039 6 3 10 

100.001 29.28% 70.071 0.211 0.10% 0.34% 
Thomasville No. 4 * 3,377 3,034 307 22 6 8 

100.001 89.841 9.09% 0.65% 0.18% 0.241 
Thomasville No. .5 * 3,523 3,149 353 10 5 6 

100.00% 89.38% 10.02, 0.281 0.141 0.17% 
Thomasville No. 7 * 2,703 2,617 74 3 8 1 

100.00% 96.82% 2. 741 0.111 0.301 0.04% 
Thomasville No. 8 * 3,811 3,753 13 18 2 25 

100.00% 98.481 0.341 0.47% 0.05% 0.661 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/19/98 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A District 6 Time: 11:16 

Total Populations, All Ages Pa 
Plant CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS I 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit ~ White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

Thomasville No. 9 * 4,841 4,784 , 20 15 19 3 
100.00% 98.82% 0.41% 0.31% 0.39% 0.06% 

Thomasville No. 10 •• 3,511 · 3,446 47 13 3 2 
100.00% 98.15% 1.34% 0 .37% 0.09% 0.06% 

Total Davidson County 59,353 54,053 4,935 185 96 84 
100.00% 91.07% 8.31% 0 .31% 0.16% 0.14% 

Guilford County 
GB-01 * 4,715 3,281 1,326 28 51 29 

100.00% 69.59% 28.12% 0.59% 1.08% 0.62% 
GB-02 * 3,667 2,817 756 14 65 15 

100.00% 76.82% 20.62% 0.38% 1.771 0.41% 
GB-03 * 3,905 1,458 2,363 15 53 16 

100.00% 37. 34% 60.51% 0.38% 1.361 0.411 
GB-04 * 2,580 1,446 1,063 16 43 12 

100.001 56.05% 41.20% 0.62% 1.67% 0.47% 
GB-05 * 4,503 35 4,436 11 17 4 

100.00% 0.78% 98.51% 0.24% 0.381 0.09% 
GB-06 * 4,363 108 4,228 16 5 

100.00% 2.48% 96.91% 0.37% 0.111 0. 
GB-07 * 2,755 27 2,726 2 0 

100.00% 0.98% 98.95% 0.07% 0.001 0.00% 
GB-08 * 5,186 368 4,799 11 3 5 

100.00% 7.10% 92.54% 0.21% 0.06% 0.10% 
GB-09 * 4,971 271 4,638 27 32 3 

100.00% 5.45% 93.30% 0.54% 0.64% 0.06% 
GB-10 * 2,163 1,836 266 4 so 7 

100.00% 84.88% 12.30% 0.18% 2.31% 0.32% 
GB-11 * 2,015 1,625 354 .12 17 7 

100.00% 80.65% 17.57% 0.60% 0.84% 0.35% 
GB-12 * 2,897 2,835 so 1 3 8 

100.00% 97.86% 1.73% 0.03% 0.10% 0.28% 
GB-13 * 2,533 2,452 58 2 19 2 

100.00% 96.80% 2.29% 0.08% 0.75% 0.08% 
GB-14 * 5,417 4,478 823 25 69 22 

100.00% 82.67% 15.19% 0.46% 1.27% 0.41% 
GB-15 * 3,811 2,687 858 74 160 32 

100.00% 70.51% 22.51% 1.94% 4.20% 0.84% 
GB-16 * 3,163 3,075 53 2 29 4 

100.00% 97.22% 1.68% 0.06% 0.92% 0.13% 
GB-17 * 3,552 3,021 323 19 184 5 

100.00% 85.05% 9.09% 0.53% 5.18% 0.14% 
GB-18 * 3,276 2,784 391 21 74 6 

100.00% 84.98% 11.94% 0.64% 2.26% 0.18% 
GB-19 * 4,006 178 3,806 12 3 7 

100.00% 4.44% 95.01% 0.30% 0.07% 0.17% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/19/98 
n: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A District 6 Time: 11:16 a.m. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 3 
CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit Pop. White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

GB-20 • 2,847 2,781 43 1 20 2 
100.001 97.681 1.511 o'. 041 0.701 0.071 

GB-21 * 3,059 3,017 25 1 16 0 
100.001 98.631 0.821 0.031 0.521 0.001 

GB-22 * 4,212 3,425 692 15 65 14 
100.001 81.321 16.431 0.361 1.541 0.331 

GB-23 * 5,084 3,672 1,124 69 199 20 
100.001 72 .231 22 .111 1.361 3.911 0.391 

GB-24A * 3,192 2,081 995 23 72 21 
100.001 65.191 31.171 0.721 2.261 0.661 

GB-25 * 4,292 2,054 2,058 64 106 10 
100.001 47.861 47.951 1.491 2.471 0.231 

GB-26A * 3,448 2,371 992 25 55 5 
100.001 68.761 28.771 0.731 1.601 0.151 

GB-27A * 2,015 1,967 21 0 27 0 
100.001 97.621 1.041 0.001 1.341 0.001 

GB-28 • 2,645 2,461 166 5 11 2 
100.001 93.041 6.281 0.191 0.421 0.081 

GB-29 * 3,067 10 3,056 1 0 0 
100.001 0.331 99.641 0.031 0.001 0.001 

2,940 121 2,755 17 41 6 
100.001 4.121 93. 711 0.581 1.391 0.201 

1 * 2,352 2,309 21 1 20 1 
100.001 98.171 0.891 0.041 0.851 0.041 

GB-32 * 2,214 1,765 363 5 67 14 
100.001 79.721 16.401 0.231 3.031 0.631 

GB-33 * 5,732 3,832 1,796 40 35 29 
100.001 66.851 31.331 0. 701 0.611 0.511 

GB-34A * 1,567 1,471 61 0 29 5 
100.001 93.871 3.891 0.001 1.851 0.321 

GB-35A * 2,056 1,913 117 0 26 0 
100.001 93.041 5.691 0.001 1.261 0.001 

GB-36 * 5,607 4,172 1,303 17 92 23 
100.001 74.411 23.241 0.301 1.641 0.411 

GB-37A * 2,524 2,258 216 7 38 5 
100.001 89.461 8.561 0.281 1.511 0.201 

GB-38 * 3,040 2,421 564 18 34 3 
100.001 79.641 18.551 0.591 1.121 .o .101 

GB-39 * 3,279 3,157 82 6 33 1 
100.001 96.281 2.501 0.181 1.011 0. 031 

GB-40A * 3,604 3,008 517 12 61 6 
100.001 83.461 14.351 0.331 1.691 0.171 

GB-41A * 1,896 1,773 86 2 29 6 
100.001 93.511 4.541 0.111 1.531 0.321 

GB-42 * 5,946 3,051 2,791 46 43 15 
100.001 51.311 46.941 0. 771 o. 721 0.251 

GB-43 * 2,666 2,089 550 10 9 8 
100.001 78.361 20.631 0.381 0.341 0.301 
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GB-44 * 4,225 1,306 2,877 15 11 16 
100.00% 30.91% 68.09% 0.36% 0.26% 0.38% 

GB-45 * 1,571 487 1,055 24 2 3 
100.001 31.001 67.151 1.53% 0.13% 0.191 

HP-01 * 1,550 1,521 15 0 14 0 
100.00% 98.13% 0.97% 0.00% 0.90% 0.00% 

HP-02 * 1,065 921 128 4 11 1 
100.00% 86.48% 12.02% 0.38% 1.03% 0.09% 

HP-03 * 1,699 1,194 474 111 15 5 
100.001 70.28% 27.901 0.65% 0.881 0.29% 

HP-04 * 2,759 2,722 27 1 7 2 
100.001 98.661 0.981 0.04% 0.25% 0.07% 

HP-05 * 4,102 1,710 2,333 11 38 10 
100.00% 41.69% 56.871 0.271 0.93% 0.24% 

HP-06 * 2,423 34 2,369 6 4 10 
100.00% 1.40% 97. 77% 0.251 0.17% 0.411 

HP-07 * 2,740 593 2,110 15 13 9 
100.001 21.64% 77.01% 0.551 0.471 0.331 

HP-08 * 4,156 3,808 272 13 so 13 
100.001 91.631 6.54% 0.31% 1.20% 0.31% 

HP-09 * 3,103 2,447 593 21 36 
100.00% 78.861 19 .111 0.681 1.161 0. 

HP-10 * 2,125 1,711 320 30 58 
100.001 80.521 15.061 1.411 2.731 0.281 

HP-11 * 1,638 351 1,256 15 9 7 
100.00% 21.431 76.681 0.921 0.55% 0.431 

HP-12 * 5,416 935 4,424 33 10 14 
100.00% 17.26% 81.68% 0.61% 0.18% 0.261 

HP-13 * 2,565 1,940 522 35 56 12 
100.001 75.631 20.35% 1.36% 2.181 0.471 

HP-14 * 1,323 1,232 39 35 17 0 
100.00% 93.121 2.95% 2.651 1.28% 0.001 

HP-15 * 2,174 1,612 516 24 17 5 
100.001 74.15% 23. 741 1.101 0.781 0.231 

HP-16 * 4,111 3,876 185 15 26 9 
100.001 94.281 4.501 0.361 0.631 0.221 

HP-:17 * 4,471 3,167 1,260 10 29 5 
100.001 70.83% 28.18% 0.22% 0.651 0.111 

HP-18 * 4,395 3,337 957 51 49 1 
100.001 75.93% 21. 771 1.161 1.111 0.021 

HP-19 * 1,485 1,420 53 3 5 4 
100.001 95.621 3 .571 0.201 0.34% 0.271 

HP-20 * 3,199 2,685 469 4 36 5 
100.001 83.931 14.661 0.13% 1.131 0.161 

HP-21 * 4,197 3,329 765 22 71 10 
100.001 79.321 18.231 0.521 1.691 0.241 

HP-22 * 2,837 835 1,986 6 8 2 
100.001 29.431 70.001 0.21% 0.281 0.07 
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HP-23 * 2,692 2,568 80 2 38 4 
100.00% 95.39% 2.97% 0.011' 1.41% 0.15% 

HP-24 * 3,363 3,221 106 5 26 5 
100.00% 95.78% 3.15% 0.15% o. 77% 0.15% 

Clay* 6,017 5,835 124 31 21 6 
100.00% 96.98% 2.06% 0.52% 0.35% 0.10% 

Deep River* 4,680 4,531 116 24 4 5 
100.00% 96.82% 2.48% 0.51% 0.09% 0.11% 

Fentress-1 * 5,276 4,689 545 31 8 3 
100.00% 88.87% 10.33% 0.59% 0.15% 0.06% 

Fentress-2 * 4,472 4,296 138 19 17 2 
100.00% 96.06% 3.09% 0.42% 0.38% 0.04% 

Friendship-1 * 6,459 5,898 418 20 107 16 
100.00% 91.31% 6.47% 0.31% 1.66% 0.25% 

Friendship-2 * 2,436 2,271 128 19 17 1 
100.00% 93.23% 5.25% 0.78% 0.70% 0.04% 

Gibsonville* 1,810 1,420 384 3 3 0 
100.00% 78.45% 21.22% 0.17% 0.17% 0.00% 

Whitsett* 1,721 1,512 192 6 7 4 
100.00% 87 .86% 11.16% 0.35% 0.41% 0.23% 

2,420 2,338 64 10 7 1 
100.001 96.61% 2.64% 0.41% 0.29% 0.04% 

stown-1 * 2,606 2,333 205 l 64 4 
100.00% 89.52% 7.87% 0.04% 2.46% 0.15% 

Jarnestown-2 * 4,000 3,901 61 24 12 2 
100.00% 97.53% 1.53% 0.60% 0.30% 0.05% 

Jarnestown-3 * 3,726 3,642 30 22 28 4 
100.00% 97.75% 0.81% 0.59% 0.75% 0.11% 

North Jefferson* 5,098 4,285 775 29 7 2 
100.00% 84.05% 15.20% 0.57% 0.14% 0.04% 

South Jefferson* 3,618 2,949 639 11 15 4 
100.00% 81.51% 17.66% 0.30% 0.41% 0.11% 

North Sumner* 2,552 2,018 498 20 12 4 
100.00% 79.08% 19.51% 0.78% 0.47% 0.16% 

South Sumner* 5,950 5,747 152 32 16 3 
100.00% 96.59% 2.55% 0.54% 0.27% 0.05% 

GB-:-24B * 4,654 3,444 1,020 49 128 13 
100.00% 74.00% 21.92% 1.05% 2.75% 0.28% 

GB-26B * 2,668 1,835 756 15 52 10 
100.00% 68.78% 28.34% 0.56% 1.95% 0.37% 

GB-27B * 1,921 1,831 57 0 32 1 
100.00% 95. 31% 2.97% 0.00% 1.67% 0.05% 

GB-34B * 2,006 1,894 76 0 35 1 
100.00% 94.42% 3.79% 0.00% 1.74% 0.05% 

GB-35B * 2,402 2,100 274 l 24 3 
100.00% 87.43% 11.41% 0.04% 1.00% 0.12% 

GB-37B * 3,299 2,702 542 8. 40 7 
100.00% 81.90% 16.43% 0.24% 1.21% 0.21% 
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GB-40B * 3,120 2,584 446 7 79 4 
100.00% 82.82% 14.29% 0.22% 2.53% 0.13% 

GB-41B * 2,316 2,111 158 5 36 6 
100.00% 91.15% 6.82% 0.22% 1.55% 0 .26% 

GIB-G * 1,961 1,472 478 8 3 0 
100.00% 75.06% 24.38% 0.41% 0.15% 0.00% 

GB-24C * 2,133 1,911 132 7 75 8 
100.00% 89.59% 6.19% 0.33% 3.52% 0.38% 

GB-27C * 2,095 1,906 150 6' 33 0 
100.00% 90.98% 7.16% 0.29% 1.58% 0.00% 

GB-35C * 2,421 1,234 1,050 18 82 37 
100.00% 50~97% 43.37% 0.74% 3.39% 1.53% 

Total Guilford County 317,983 223,612 88,510 1,534 3,625 701 
100.00% 70.32% 27.83% 0.48% 1.14% 0.22% 

Moore County 
Moore County 59,013 47,464 10,882 309 150 

100.00% 80.43% 18.44% 0.52% 0.25% 
Total Moore County 59,013 47,464 10,882 309 150 

100.00% 80.43% 18.44% 0.52% 0.25% 

Randolph County 106,546 99,042 6,367 453 358 326 
100.00% 92.96% 5.98% 0.43% 0.34% 0.31% 

Total 552,415 430,794 113,427 2,505 4,241 1,447 
100.00% 77.98% 20.53% 0.45% 0.771 0.26% 
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Cleveland County 84,714 66,362 17,741 114 394 103 
100.001 78.341 20.941 0.131 ' 0.471 0.121 

Gaston County · 175,093 150,868 22,676 397 915 237 
100.00% 86.16% 12.95% 0.23% 0.52% 0.14% 

Lincoln County 50,319 45,710 4,108 120 172 210 
100.00% 90.841 8.16% 0.241 0.341 0.42% 

Mecklenburg County 
Charlotte Pct. 1 * 1,758 1,716 39 2 0 1 

100.00% 97. 611 2.22% 0.11% 0.00% 0.06% 
Charlotte Pct. 4 4,056 3,438 533 10 64 11 

100.00% 84.761 13.141 0.251 1.581 0.271 
Charlotte Pct. 8 * 2,940 2,841 72 3 15 9 

100.00% 96.631 2.45% 0.10% 0.511 0.311 
Charlotte Pct. 18 * 1,851 1,843 4 1 3 0 

100.001 99.571 0.221 0.05% 0.161 0.001 
Charlotte Pct. 19 * 1,937 1,910 4 1 13 9 

100.00% 98. 611 0 .211 0.051 0.671 0.46% 
Charlotte Pct. 20 * 2,124 2,096 11 5 7 5 

100.001 98.681 0.521 0 .241 0.331 0.241 
lotte Pct. 32 * 2,249 2,234 9 1 5 0 

100.001 99.331 0.401 0.041 0.221 0.001 
C arlotte Pct. 36 * 3,207 3,051 75 2 78 1 

100.001 95.141 2.341 0.061 2.431 0.031 
Charlotte Pct. 47 * 2,039 2,000 31 5 1 2 

100.001 98.091 1.521 0.251 0.051 0.101 
Charlotte Pct. 48 * 2,092 2,050 18 1 19 4 

100.001 97.99% 0.861 0.051 0.911 0.191 
Charlotte Pct. 49 * 2,463 2,335 102 3 20 3 

100.001 94.801 4.141 0.121 0.811 0.121 
Charlotte Pct. so* 3,373 2,759 388 13 166 47 

100.001 81.801 11. 501 0.391 4.921 1.391 
Charlotte Pct. 57 * 2,286 2,224 44 5 10 3 

100.001 97.29% 1.921 0.221 0.441 0.13% 
Charlotte Pct. 58 * 2,032 1,723 188 9 101 11 

100.00% 84.791 9.251 0.441 4.971 0.541 
Charlotte Pct. 59 * 2,606 2,153 307 7 117 22 

100.001 82.62% 11.78% 0.271 4.491 0.841 
Charlotte Pct. 62 * 4,277 3,266 799 17 169 26 

100.001 76.361 18.68% 0.401 3.951 0 .611 
Charlotte Pct. 64 * 7,206 5,880 1,076 35 169 46 

100.001 81.601 14.931 0.491 2.351 0.64% 
Charlotte Pct. 65 * 4,574 4,294 121 5 140 14 

100.00% 93.88% 2.651 0 .111 3.061 0.311 
Charlotte Pct. 66 * 1,899 1,808 53 5 29 4 

100.00% 95.211 2.791 0.261 1.53% 0.211 
Pct. 67 * 1,879 1,828 36 6 9 0 

100.001 97.29% 1.921 0.32% 0.48% 0.00% 
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Charlotte Pct. 68 * 5,823 5,357 227 16 171 52 
100.001 92.001 3.901 0.271 2.94% 0.891 

Charlotte Pct. 69 * 2,439 2,321 62 3 48 5 
100.001 95.161 2.54% 0.121 1.97% 0 .21% 

Charlotte Pct. 70 * 3,933 3,699 183 0 48 3 
100.001 94.051 4.651 0.001 1.221 0.081 

Charlotte Pct. 71 * 2,318 2,232 33 4 43 6 
100.001 96.291 1.42% 0.17% 1.86% 0.261 

Charlotte Pct. 72 * 3,896 3,746 48 0 99 3 
100.001 96.151 1.23% 0.001 2.54% 0.081 

Charlotte Pct. 73 * 4,673 4,397 188 11 72 5 
100.001 94.091 4.021 0.24% 1.54% 0.111 

Charlotte Pct. 74 * 2,720 2,666 31 5 16 2 
100.00% 98.01% 1.14% 0.181 0.591 0.071 

Charlotte Pct. 75 * 3,356 3,247 33 2 68 6 
100.00% 96.751 0.98% 0.061 2.031 0.18% 

Charlotte Pct. 76 * 4,379 4,199 86 5 86 3 
100.001 95.891 1.961 0 .11% 1.96% 0.07% 

Charlotte Pct. 77 * 

Tract 0058.06 

Block Group 1 
Block 113 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total Block Group 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total Tract 0058.06 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Tract 0059.03 

Block Group 3 
Block 340A 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 340B 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 341A 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 341B 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 342 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 344A 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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~ Pop. White Black Jun. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 
Block 344B 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 345 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 346 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 347 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 348 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 349 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 350 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 351 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 352 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 353 0 0 0 0 0 0 

354 1 1 0 0 0 0 
100.00% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 

k 355 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 356 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 357 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 361 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Water block 399 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total Block Group 3 1 1 0 0 0 0 
100.00% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 

Total Tract 0059.03 1 1 0 0 0 0 
100.00% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 

Total Charlotte Pct. 77 * 1 1 0 0 0 0 
100.00% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 

Charlotte Pct. 79 * 2,836 2,449 339 6 21 21 
100.00% 86.35% 11.95% 0.21% o. 74% 0.74% 

Charlotte Pct. 80 * 4,007 3,350 568 19 63 7 
100.00% 83.60% 14.18% 0.47% 1.57% 0.17% 

Charlotte Pct. 83 * 4,282 3,821 373 23 53 12 
100.00% 89.23% 8. 71% 0.54% 1.24% 0.28% 

Charlotte Pct. 85 * 3,555 3,209 244 6 88 8 
100.00% 90.27% 6.86% 0.17% 2.48% 0.23% 
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Charlotte Pct. 86 "' 3,452 3,311 37 0 - 102 2 
100.00% 95.92% 1.07% 0.00% 2.95% 0.06% 

Charlotte Pct. 87 "' 4,862 4,400 349 9 86 18 
100.00% 90.50% 7.18% 0.19% 1. 77% 0.37% 

Charlotte Pct. 88 "' 3,363 3,085 145 13 105 15 
100.00% 91.73% 4.31% 0.39% 3.12% 0.45% 

Charlotte Pct. 89 "' 3,773 3,691 38 21 18 5 
100.00% 97.83% 1.01% 0.56% 0.48% 0.13% 

Charlotte Pct. 90 "' 5,819 5,581 130 24 80 4 
100.00% 95 .91% 2.23% 0.41% 1.37% 0.07% 

Charlotte Pct. 91 3,982 3,841 79 0 56 6 
100.00% 96.46% 1.98% 0.00% 1.41% 0.15% 

Charlotte Pct. 92 "' 5,894 5,532 220 7 131 4 
100.00% 93.86% 3.73% 0.12% 2.22% 0.07% 

Charlotte Pct. 93 "' 3,470 3,186 117 5 150 12 
100.00% 91.82% 3.37% 0.14% 4.321 0.35% 

Charlotte Pct. 94 "' 5,124 4,471 504 19 112 18 
100.00% 87.26% 9.84% 0.37% 2.19% 0.35% 

Charlotte Pct. 95 "' 7,442 5,837 1,400 23 154 28 
100.00% 78.43% 18.811 0.311 2.07% 0.38% 

Charlotte Pct. 96 "' 3,190 2,943 142 3 100 
100.00% 92 .26' 4.45% 0.09% 3.13% o.o 

BER* 2,299 2,017 271 10 1 
100.00% 87. 73% 11.791 0.43% 0.04% 0.00% 

CCK * 2,241 1,906 286 16 33 0 
100.00% 85.05% 12.76% 0. 71% 1.47% 0.00% 

COl "' 1,054 940 104 3 6 1 
100.00% 89.18% 9.87% 0.28% 0.57% 0.09% 

LEM"' 5,597 5,383 152 12 44 6 
100.00% 96.18% 2. 72% 0.21% 0.79% 0.11% 

LCl - North 4,219 3,803 337 49 25 5 
100.00% 90.14% 7.99% 1.16% 0.59% 0.12% 

MAl * 3,784 3,520 201 33 24 6 
100.00% 93.02% 5.31% 0.87% 0.63% 0.16% 

MA2 "' 2,563 2,453 79 10 19 2 
100.00% 95.71% 3.08% 0.39% 0.74% 0.08% 

MA3 * 5,550 5,301 147 5 90 7 
100.00% 95. 51% 2.65% 0.09% 1.62% 0.13% 

MA4 * 2,817 2,734 59 15 7 2 
100.00% 97.05% 2.09% 0.53% 0.25% 0.07% 

Charlotte Pct. 102 3,572 3,031 412 18 86 25 
100.00% 84.85% 11.53% 0.50% 2.41% 0.70% 

MHl * 6,374 6,092 159 57 48 18 
100.00% 95.58% 2.49% 0.89% 0.75% 0.28% 

MH2 * 5,699 5,360 277 15 43 4 
100.00% 94.05% 4.86% 0.26% 0.75% 0.07% 

MH3 * 6,148 6,047 so 27 20 4 
100.00% 98.36% 0.81% 0.44% 0 .33% 0.07% 
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OAK 2,537 2,444 75 6 0 12 
' 100.00% 96.33% 2.96% 0.24% 0.00% 0.47% 

PCl * 2,417 2,319 70 14 8 6 
100.00% 95.95% 2.90% 0.58% 0.33% 0.25% 

PC2 * 2,546 2,230 293 7 12 4 
100.00% 87.59% 11.51% 0.27% 0.47% 0.16% 

PVL * 6,006 5,655 280 15 39 17 
100.00% . 94.16% 4.66% 0.25% 0.65% 0.28% 

PRl 400 370 27 0 3 0 
100.00% 92.50% 6.75% 0.00% 0.75% 0.00% 

PR2 3,571 3,415 96 10 49 1 
100.00% 95.63% 2.69% 0.28% 1.37% 0.03% 

PR3 2,865 2,688 103 18 52 4 
100.00% 93.82% 3.60% 0.63% 1.82% 0 .14% 

Charlotte Pct. 93 Part 801 785 12 0 1 3 
100.00% 98.00% 1.50% 0.00% 0.12% 0 .37% 

SCl 5,405 4,645 592 33 86 49 
100.00% 85.94% 10.95% 0.61% 1.59% 0 .91% 

SC2 3,664 3,502 130 17 13 2 
100.00% 95.58% 3.55% 0.46% 0.35% 0.05% 

Pct. 100 * 4,732 4,429 215 7 76 5 
100.00% 93.60% 4.54% 0.151 1.61% 0.11% 

l Mecklenburg County 242,298 223,090 13,913 757 3,890 648 
100.00% 92.07% 5. 74% 0.31% 1.61% 0.27% 

Total 552,424 486,030 58,438 1,388 5,371 1,198 
100.00% 87.98% 10.58% 0.25% 0.97% 0.22% 
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''Alexander County 
Alexander County 27,544 25,667 1,673 52 49 103 

100.00% 93.19% 6.07% 0.19% 0.18% 0.37% 
Total Alexander County 27,544 25,667 1,673 52 49 103 

100.00% 93.19% 6.07% 0.19% 0.18% 0.37% 

Alleghany County 
Alleghany County 9,590 9,338 177 8 5 62 

100.00% 97.37% 1.85% 0.08% 0.05% 0.65% 
Total Alleghany County 9,590 9,338 177 8 5 62 

100.00% 97.37% 1.85% 0.08% 0.05% 0.65% 

Ashe County 
Ashe County 22,209 21,960 144 21 31 53 

100.00% 98.88% 0.65% 0.09% 0.14% 0.24% 
22,209 21,960 144 21 31 53 

100.00% 98.88% 0.65% 0.09% 0.14% 0.24% 

Avery county 
Avery County 14,867 14,596 158 23 23 67 

100.00% 98.18% 1.06% 0.15% 0.15% 0.45% 
Total Avery County 14,867 14,596 158 23 23 67 

100.00% 98.18% 1.06% 0.15% 0.15% 0.45% 

Burke County 75,744 69,521 5,178 133 794 118 
100.00% 91. 78% 6.84% 0.18% 1.05% 0.16% 

Caldwell County 70,709 66,506 3,881 105 111 106 
100.00% 94.06% 5.49% 0.15% 0.16% 0.15% 

Catawba County 118,412 106,370 10,689 232 830 291 
100.00% 89.83% 9.03% 0.20% 0.70% 0.25% 

Iredell County 
Bethany* 5,151 4,759 358 11 15 8 

100.00% 92.39% 6.95% 0.21% 0.29% 0.16% 
Concord* 4,288 3,981 299 3 4 1 

100.00% 92.84% 6.97% 0.07% 0.09% 0.02% 

Davidson* 8,071 7,814 214 15 22 6 
100.00% 96.82% 2.65% 0.19% 0.27% 0.07% 

Eagle Mills* 1,621 1,438 167 5 0 11 
100.00% 88.71% 10.30% 0 .31% 0.00% 0.68% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/19/98 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A District 10 Time: 11:18 

Total Populations, All Ages p 

Plan t:{Ee: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 
Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit Pop. White Black Jun. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

Fallstown * 5,386 4,499 862 9 7 9 
100.00% 83.53% 16.00% 0.17% 0.13% 0.17% 

New Hope* 1,175' 1,155 14 2 1 3 
100.00% 98.30% 1.19% 0.17% 0.09% 0.26% 

Olin* 1,372 1,308 33 3 0 28 
100.00% 95.34% 2.41% 0.22% 0.00% 2.04% 

Sharpesburg * 2,073 1,971 77 1 0 24 
100.00% 95.08% 3. 71% 0.05% 0.00% 1.16% 

Shiloh* 6,042 5,612 408 9 2 '11 
100.00% 92.88% 6.75% 0.15% 0.03% 0.18% 

Statesville #1 * 3,859 3,269 503 8 54 25 
100.00% 84.71% 13.03% 0.21% 1.40% 0.65% 

Statesville #2 * 3,972 3,116 758 5 79 14 
100.00% 78.45% 19.08% 0.13% 1.99% 0.35% 

Statesville #3 * 4,220 1,814 2,373 13 11 9 
100.00% 42.99% 56.23% 0.31% 0.26% 0.21% 

Statesville #4 * 3,643 2,999 593 12 14 25 
100.00% 82.32% 16.28% 0.33% 0.38% 0.69% 

Statesville #5 * 3,755 3,052 674 5 7 17 
100.00% 81.28% 17.95% 0.13% 0.19% 0.45% 

Statesville #6 * 4,354 1,909 2,418 12 2 
100.00% 43.84% 55.54% ·o. 201 0.05% 0. 

Turnersburg * 2,392 1,853 522 9 ·1 
100.00% 77.47% 21.82% 0.38% 0.04% 0.29% 

Union Grove* 1,672 1,612 44 2 0 14 
100.00% 96.41% 2.631 0.12% 0,001 0.84% 

Total Iredell County 63,046 52,161 10,317 124 219 225 
100.001 82. 73% 16.361 0.201 0.351 0.36% 

Mitchell County 14,433 14,354 23 19 19 18 
100.00% 99.451 0.161 0.131 0.131 0.12% 

Surry County 
Bryan* 2,377 2,356 11 1 3 6 

100.00% 99.12% 0.46% 0.04% 0.131 0.25% 
Elkin 1 * 1,018 1,010 5 0 3 0 

100.001 99.211 0.491 0.00% 0.291 0.00% 
Elkin 2 * 2,696 2,341 342 1 6 6 

100.001 86.831 12.691 0.04% 0.221 0.22% 
Elkin 3 * 2,127 2,093 25 0 9 0 

100.001 98.401 1.181 0.00% 0.421 0.00% 
Marsh* 1,487 1,373 73 4 0 37 

100.001 92.33% 4.91% 0.271 0.00% 2.49% 
Total Surry County 9,705 9,173 456 6 21 49 

100.00% 94.52% 4.70% 0.06% 0.22% 0.50% 

• 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/19/98 
n: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A District 10 Time: 11:18 a.m. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 3 
e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit Pop. ~ Black Arn. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

Watauga County 
Watauga County 36,952 35,930 768 59 152 43 

100.00% 97.23% 2.08% 0.16% 0.41% 0.12% 
Total Watauga County 36,952 35,930 768 59 152 43 

100.00% 97.23% 2.08% 0.16% 0.41% 0.12% 

Wilkes County 59,393 56,237 2,824 69 100 163 
100.00% 94.69% 4.75% 0.12% 0.17% 0.27% 

Yadkin County 30,488 28,884 1,295 22 26 261 
100.00% 94.74% 4.251 0.07% 0.09% 0.86% 

Total 553,092 510,697 37,583 873 2,380 1,559 
100.00% 92.33% 6.80% 0.16% 0.43% 0.28% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/19/98 
: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A District 12 Time: 11:19 a.m. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 1 
CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit ~ White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

Davidson County 
Arcadia* 6,400 6,148 184 24 39 5 

100.001 96.061 2.881 0.381 0.611 0.081 
Boone* 3,383 3,236 121 6 4 16 

100.001 95.651 3.581 0.181 0.121 0.471 
Cotton* 4,475 3,807 628 19 14 7 

100.001 85.071 14.03% 0.421 0.31% 0.161 
Southmont* 3,278 3,053 202 12 5 6 

100.001 93.141 6.161 0.371 0.151 0.181 
Hampton* 614 596 14 3 0 l 

100.001 97.071 2.281 0.491 0.001 0.161 
Lexington No. 1 * 2,122 2,000 100 10 10 2 

100.001 94.251 4. 711 0.471 0.471 0.091 
Lexington No. 2 * 2,278 2,202 34 5 28 9 

100.001 96.661 1.491 0.221 1.231 0.401 
Lexington No. 3 * 950 940 0 0 10 0 

100.001 98.951 0.001 0.001 1.051 0.001 
Lexington No. 4 * 2,054 2,007 34 6 5 2 

100.001 97. 711 1.661 0.291 0.241 0.101 -No. 1 * 2,777 805 1,942 3 16 11 
100.001 28.991 69.931 0.111 0.581 0.401 

No. 2 * 3,114 2,612 425 15 44 18 
100.001 83.881 13.651 0.481 1.411 0.581 

Ward No. 3 * 2,954 2,684 150 10 110 0 
100.001 90.861 5.081 0.341 3. 721 0.001 

Ward No. 4 * 2,403 1,906 426 24 42 5 
100.001 79.321 17. 731 1.001 1. 751 0.211 

Ward No. 5 * 2,448 807 1,610 14 13 4 
100.001 32.971 65.771 0.571 0.531 0.161 

Ward No. 6 * 2,896 2,502 363 5 19 7 
100.001 86.401 12.531 0.171 0.661 0.241 

Welcome* 4,723 4,576 124 11 6 6 
100.001 96.891 2.631 0.231 0.131 0.131 

Midway* 9,897 9,116 751 16 10 4 
100.001 92 .111 7.591 0.161 0.101 0.041 

Reeds* 2,353 2,282 65 0 1 5 
100.001 96.981 2.761 0.001 0.041 0.211 

Tyro* 4,023 3,865 144 9 2 3 
100.001 96.071 3.581 0.221 0.051 0.071 

Reedy Creek* 3,563 3,531 25 4 3 0 
100.001 99.101 0.701 0.111 0.081 0.001 

Yadkin College* 619 568 37 14 0 0 
100.001 91. 761 5.981 2.261 0.001 0.001 

Total Davidson County 67,324 59,243 7,379 210 381 111 
100.001 88.001 10.961 0 .311 0.571 0.161 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A District 12 

Total Populations, All Ages 
Plant e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Census 

Forsyth County 
Broadbay #1 * 

Broadbay #2 * 

Middlefork #2 * 

Middlefork #3 * 

Y!1ll. 

Ashley Middle School* 

Carver High School* 

Covenant Presbyterian Church* 

East Winston Library* 

Easton Elementary School* 

Forest Hill Fire Station* 

Forest Pk. Elementary School* 

14th Street Recreation Center* 

Happy Hill Recreation Center* 

Hill Middle School* 

Kennedy Middle School* 

Lowrance Middle School* 

M. L. King Recreation Center* 

Memorial Coliseum* 

Mineral Springs F. St* 

Mt. Sinai Church* 

Philo Middle School* 

St. Andrews United Methodist* 

Trinity Moravian Chu~ch * 

Winston Lake Family YMCA* 

Total 
Pop. 

3,128 
100.00% 

4,842 
100.00% 

3,449 
100.00% 

5,497 
100.00% 

2,045 
100.00% 

4,317 
100.00% 

2,160 
100.001 

2,895 
100.00% 

2,606 
100.00% 

3,022 
100.00% 

2,968 
100.00% 

2,344 
100.00% 

3,386 
100.00% 

2,621 
100.001 

3,165 
100.00% 

3,102 
100.00% 

3,134 
100.00% 

2,746 
100.00% 

3,743 
100.00% 

1,711 
100.00% 

2,172 
100.00% 

4,101 
100.00% 

2,702 
100.00% 

3,662 
100.00% 

Total 

~ 

2,497 
79.83% 

3,671 
75.82% 
2,426 

70.34% 
4,344 

79.02% 
14 

0.68% 
104 

2.41% 
1,856 

85.93% 
197 

6.80% 
1,094 

41. 98% 
804 

26.60% 
745 

25.10% 
12 

0.511 
67 

1.98% 
1,457 

55.59% 
189 

5.97% 
318 

10.25% 
19 

0.611 
583 

21.23% 
2,030 

54.23% 
20 

1.17% 
1,976 

90.98% 
1,610 

39.26% 
1,787 

66.14% 
816 

22.28% 

Total 
Black 

618 
19.76% 
1,107 

22.86% 
1,004 

29.11% 
1,121 

20.39% 
2,002 

97.90% 
4,209 

97.50% 
273 

12.64% 
2,686 

92.78% 
1,496 

57. 41% 
2,192 

72.53% 
2,200 

74.12% 
2,328 

99.32% 
3,310 

97.76% 
1,134 

43.27% 
2,970 

93.84% 
2,781 

89.65% 
3,113 

99.33% 
2,133 

77.68% 
1,653 

44.16% 
1,679 

98.13% 
169 

7.78% 
2,451 

59. 77% 
858 

31. 75% 
2,803 

76.54% 

Total 
Arn. Ind. 

8 
0.26% 

8 
0.17% 

4 
0.12% 

11 
0.20% 

17 
0.83% 

4 
0.09% 

6 
0.28% 

7 
0.24% 

3 
0.12% 

5 
0.17% 

11 
0.37% 

3 
0.13% 

4 
0.12% 

20 
0.76% 

1 
0.03% 

1 
0.03% 

0 
0.00% 

5 
0.18% 

17 
0.45% 

5 
0.29% 

7 
0.32% 

1 
0.02% 

13 
0.48% 

8 
0.22% 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11:19 

Total 
Asian/PI 

1 
0.03% 

26 
0.54% 

15 
0.43% 

15 
0.27% 

4 
0.20% 

0 
0.00% 

4 
0.19% 

0 
0.00% 

5 
0.19% 

15 
0.50% 

1 
0.03% 

0 
0.00% 

2 
0.06% 

7 
0.27% 

1 
0.03% 

2 
0.06% 

2 
0.06% 

15 
0.55% 

14 
0 .37% 

0 
0.00% 

18 
0.83% 

12 
0.29% 

27 
1.00% 

19 
0.52% 

Pa 

Total 

~ 

4 
0.13% 

30 
0.62% 

0 
0.00% 

6 
0.111 

8 
0.39% 

0 
0.00% 

21 
0.97% 

5 
0.17% 

8 
0 .311 

6 
0.20 

0.3 
1 

0.04% 
3 

0.09% 
3 

0.11% 
4 

0.13% 
0 

0.00% 
0 

0.00% 
10 

0 .36% 
29 

0. 77% 
7 

0 .·411 
2 

0.09% 
27 

0.66% 
17 

0.63% 
16 

0.4 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 
Census 
Unit 

Total Forsyth County 

Iredell County 
Barringer• 

Chambersburg• 

Coddle Creek #1. 

Coddle Creek #2. 

Coddle Creek #3. 

Coddle Creek #4. 

Cool Springs* 

tal Iredell County 

Mecklenburg County 
Charlotte Pct. 2 • 

Charlotte Pct. 3 

Charlotte Pct. 5 • 

Charlotte Pct. 6 • 

Charlotte Pct. 7 * 

Charlotte Pct. 9 * 

Charlotte Pct. 10 * 

Charlotte Pct. 11 * 

Charlotte Pct. 12 * 

Charlotte Pct. 13 * 

Charlotte Pct. 14 * 

Units Assigned to a District 
District 12 

Total Populations, All Ages 
HOME SEATS 

Total Total Total 
Pop. White Black 
75,518 28,636 46,290 

100.00% 37.92% 61.30% 

4,070 3,620 435 
100.00% 88.941 10.69% 

8,121 6,858 1,168 
100.00% 84.45% 14.38% 

3,400 2,884 464 
100.00% 84.82% 13.65% 

3,997 2,477 1,468 
100.00% 61.97% 36. 73% 

4,246 3,750 458 
100.00% 88.32% 10.79% 

4,228 4,064 140 
100.00% 96.12% 3 .31% 

1,823 1,393 419 
100.001 76.411 22.98% 
29,885 25,046 4,552 

100.001 83 .81% 15.23% 

5,898 4,520 1,213 
100.00% 76.641 20.57% 

4,613 2,018 2,393 
100.00% 43.75% 51.88% 

2,645 2,070 488 
100.001 78.26% 18.451 

4,522 3,560 775 
100.001 78.731 17.141 

2,460 1,991 414 
100.001 80.93% 16.83% 

3,241 2,558 559 
100.001 78.93% 17.25% 

2,248 2,006 155 
100.00% 89.23% 6.901 

3,999 1,502 2,443 
100.00% 37.561 61.09% 

5,123 89 5,023 
100.001 1.741 98.051 

3,511 235 3,169 
100.00% 6.691 90.261 

4,648 321 4,061 
100.001 6.91% 87.371 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11:19 a.m. 

Page: 3 

Total Total Total 
Arn. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

169 205 218 
0.22% 0.27% 0 .29% ' 

6 5 4 
0.15% 0.121 0.101 

16 46 33 
0.201 0.571 0 .411 

17 27 8 
0.50% 0.79% 0.241 

7 39 6 
0.18% 0.98% 0.15% 

17 6 15 
0.40% 0.141 0 .35% 

5 14 5 
0.12% 0.331 0.121 

1 0 10 
0.051 0.001 0.55% 

69 137 81 
0.23% 0.461 0.271 

40 93 32 
0.681 1.58% 0.541 

18 164 20 
0.39% 3.561 0.431 

5 69 13 
0.19% 2.61% 0.491 

20 105 62 
0.441 2.32% 1.371 

12 33 10 
0.49% 1.341 0.411 

15 9 100 
0.46% 0.28% 3.09% 

48 17 22 
2.141 0.761 0.98% 

15 30 9 
0.38% 0.75% 0.23% 

3 1 7 
0.061 0.02% 0.141 

11 89 7 
0.31% 2.531 0.201 

11 248 7 
0.241 5.341 0.15% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/19/98 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A District 12 Time: 11:19 

Total Populations, All Ages Pa 
Plant CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit Pop. White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

Charlotte Pct. 15 * 3,816 2,947 743 25 83 18 
100.001 77.231 19.471 0.661 2.181 0.471 

Charlotte Pct. 16 * 2,522 ~2 2,485 0 1 4 
100.001 1.271 98. 531 0.001 0.041 0.161 

Charlotte Pct. 17 * 3,801 970 2,763 15 38 15 
100.001 25.521 72.691 0.391 1.001 0.391 

Charlotte Pct. 21 * 3,139 2,683 330 25 68 33 
100.001 85.471 10.51% 0.801 2.171 1.051 

Charlotte Pct. 22 * 4,443 174 4,255 5 1 8 
100.001 3.921 95.771 0.111 0.021 0.181 

Charlotte Pct. 23 * 3,705 1,659 1,980 16 46 4 
100.001 44.781 53.44% 0.431 1.241 0.111 

Charlotte Pct. 24 * 3,854 1,544 2,272 30 1 7 
100.001 40.061 58.951 0.781 0.031 0.181 

Charlotte Pct. 25 * 3,416 15 3,393 0 8 0 
100.001 0 .441 99 .331 0.001 0.231 0.001 

Charlotte Pct. 26 * 4,281 2,047 2,177 40 12 5 
100.001 47.821 50.851 0.931 0.281 0.121 

Charlotte Pct. 27 * 5,261 932 4,231 14 59 25 
100.001 17. 721 80.421 0.27% 1.121 0.481 

Charlotte Pct. 28 * 3,848 2,262 1,431 35 92 2 
100.001 58.781 37.191 0.91% 2.391 0.7 

Charlotte Pct. 29 * 3,615 2,675 781 22 111 
100.001 74.001 21.601 0.61% 3.071 0.721 

Charlotte Pct. 30 * 2,453 1,460 869 31 77 16 
100.001 59.521 35.431 1.261 3 .141 0.651 

Charlotte Pct. 31 * 4,789 129 4,633 9 17 1 
100.001 2.691 96. 741 0.191 0.351 0.021 

Charlotte. Pct. 33 * 3,931 3,320 439 20 108 44 
100.001 84.461 11.171 0.51% 2.751 1.121 

Charlotte Pct. 34 * 3,662 3,163 401 13 56 29 
100.001 86.37% 10.951 0.351 1.531 0.791 

Charlotte Pct. 35 * 1,901 1,461 424 5 7 4 
100.001 76.851 22.301 0.261 0.371 0.211 

Charlotte Pct. 37 * 2,620 2,479 52 11 73 5 
100.001 94.621 1.981 0.421 2.791 0.191 

Charlotte Pct. 38 * 3,457 2,936 397 18 71 35 
100.001 84.931 11.481 0.521 2.051 1.01% 

Charlotte Pct. 39 * 5,468 786 4,496 25 145 16 
100.001 14.371 82.221 0.461 2.651 0.291 

Charlotte Pct. 40 * 4,679 2,579 2,010 30 40 20 
100.001 55.121 42.961 0.64% 0.851 0.431 

Charlotte Pct. 41 * 3,875 1,239 2,517 38 73 8 
100.001 31.971 64.951 0.981 1.881 0.211 

Charlotte Pct. 42 * 4,732 349 4,355 5 13 10 
100.001 7.381 92.031 0.11% 0.271 0.21% 

Charlotte Pct. 43 * 4,062 2,680 1,228 9 118 27 
100.001 65.981 30 .231 0.221 2.901 0.661 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/19/98 
n: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A District 12 Time: 11:19 a.m. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 5 
CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

· Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit Pop. ~ Black Arn. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

Charlotte Pct. 44 * 2,155 1,832 270 14 31 8 
100.00% 85.01% 12.53% 0.65% 1.44% 0.37% 

Charlotte Pct. 45 * 3,673 2,871 589 10 153 so 
100.00% 78.16% 16.04% 0.27% 4.17% 1.36% 

Charlotte Pct. 46 * 4,666 2,850 1,608 29 107 72 
100.00% 61.08% 34.46% 0.62% 2.29% 1.54% 

Charlotte Pct. 51 * 3,420 2,936 319 13 117 35 
100.00% 85.85% 9.33% 0.38% 3.42% 1.02% 

Charlotte Pct; 52 * 4,296 166 4,109 0 12 9 
100.00% 3.86% 95.651 0.00% 0.281 0 .211 

Charlotte Pct. 53 * 4,582 3,036 1,358 44 122 22 
100.00% 66.26% 29.64% 0.961 2.66% 0.48% 

Charlotte Pct. 54 * 2,049 8 2,037 1 3 0 
100.00% 0.39% 99 .41% 0.05% 0.15% 0.001 

Charlotte Pct. 55 * 2,674 9 2,657 5 2 1 
100.001 0.34% 99.36% 0.19% 0.07% 0.04% 

Charlotte Pct. 56 * 5,848 54 5,772 3 13 6 
100.00% 0.92% 98.70% 0.051 0.22% 0.101 

Charlotte Pct. 60 3,226 712 2,446 3 37 28 
100.00% 22.071 75.82% 0.091 1.15% 0.87% 

Charlotte Pct. 61 * 4,067 3,386 573 12 92 4 
100.001 83.261 14.091 0.30% 2.26% 0.10% 

otte Pct. 63 * 5,113 4,100 843 16 135 19 
100.00% 80.19% 16.49% 0.31% 2.64% 0.37% 

Charlotte Pct. 77 * 

Tract 0038.04 
Block Group 2 1,263 127 1,133 0 1 ·2 

100.00% 10.06% 89.71% 0.00% 0.08% 0.16% 
Total Tract 0038.04 1,263 127 1,133 0 1 2 

100.00% 10.06% 89.71% 0.001 0.08% 0.16% 

Tract 0058.06 

Block Group 1 
Block 101 486 163 300 3 15 5 

100.00% 33.54% 61.73% 0.62% 3 .09% · 1.03% 
Block 102 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 103 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 104 0 0 0 0 0 0 

£lock 105 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 106A 202 5 197 0 0 0 
100.00% 2.48% 97.52% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/19/98 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A District 12 Time: 11:19 

Total Populations, All Ages 
Plant e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit Pop. White ~ Am. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

Block 107 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 108A 77 70 6 1 0 0 
100.00% 90.91% 7.79% 1.30% 0.00% 0.00% 

Block 109 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 110 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block lllA 1 1 0 0 0 0 
100.00% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 

Block 124A 2 0 2 0 0 0 
100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 

Block 125 42 0 42 0 0 0 
100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 

Block 126 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 127 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 128A 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 128B 0 0 0 0 0 

Block 129 27 0 27 0 0 
100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 

Block 130 3 0 3 0 0 0 
100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 

Water block 199 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Water block 199 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total Block Group 1 840 239 577 4 15 5 
100.00% 28.45% 68.69% 0.48% 1.79% 0.60% 

Total Tract 0058.06 840 239 577 4 15 5 
100.00% 28.45% 68.69% 0.48% 1.79% 0.60% 

Tract 0059.03 

Block Group 3 
Block 301 740 56 683 1 0 0 

100.00% 7.57% 92.30% 0.14% 0.00% 0.00% 
Block 302 134 7 127 0 0 0 

100.00% 5.22% 94.78% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 
Block 303 118 0 118 0 0 0 

100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 
Block 304 76 0 76 0 0 0 

100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

Block 343 

Block 386 

Block 387 

' CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 
Census 
Unit 

Total Block Group 3 

Total Tract 0059.03 

Total Charlotte Pct. 77 • 

Char1otte Pct. 78 • 

Charlotte Pct. 81 • 

Charlotte Pct. 82 • 

otte Pct. 84 • 

C arlotte Pct. 97 • 

Charlotte Pct. 98 • 

COR * 

CO2* 

DAV* 

HUN·• 

LC2 

LCl - South 

MCl 

MC2 

Charlotte Pct. 16 Part 

MCl part 

XMC2 Noncontiguous 

Units Assigned to a District 
District 12 

Total Populations, All Ages 
HOME SEATS 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11:19 a.m. 

Page: 7 

Total Total 
Pop. White 

Total Total Total Total 
Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

0 0 

120 
100.00% 

169 
100.00% 

1,357 
100.00% 

1,357 
100.00% 

3,460 
100.00% 

5,335 
100.00% 

4,372 
100.00% 

6,053 
100.001 

7,719 
100.00% 

5,917 
100.001 

5,384 
100.00% 

3,706 
100.001 

10,599 
100.00% 

4,280 
100.00% 

5,069 
100.00% 

3,357 
100.00% 

843 
100.001 

6,429 
100.001 

4,702 
100.001 

1,009 
100.00% 

924 
100.00% 

0 

7 
5.83% 

3 
1.78% 

73 
5.38% 

73 
5.38% 

439 
12.69% 

2,534 
47.50% 
3,478 

79.55% 
1,647 

27 .21% 
5,938 

76.93% 
4,066 

68. 72% 
2,756 

51.19% 
3,041 

82.06% 
8,831 

83.32% 
3,529 

82.45% 
4,305 

84.93% 
1,252 

37.30% 
732 

86.831 
5,344 

83.121 
3,902 

82.99% 
5 

0.50% 
599 

64.83% 
0 

0 0 0 0 

108 
90.00% 

165 
97.63% 
1,277 

94.10% 

1,277 
94.10% 

2,987 
86.33% 

2,682 
50.27% 

831 
19.01% 

4,263 
70.43% 

1,487 
19.26% 
1,664 

28.12% 
2,421 

44.97% 
626 

16.89% 
1,463 

13.80% 
669 

15.63% 
725 

14.30% 
2,098 

62.501 
103 

12.22% 
905 

14.08% 
664 

14.12% 
993 

98 .41% 
324 

35.06% 
0 

0 
0.00% 

1 
0.59% 

2 
0.15% 

2 
0.15% 

6 
0.17% 

47 
0.88% 

19 
0.43% 

16 
0.26% 

33 
0.43% 

13 
0.22% 

40 
o. 74% 

10 
0.27% 

30 
0.28% 

21 
0.491 

22 
0.43% 

3 
0.09% 

5 
0.59% 

23 
0.36% 

64 
1.36% 

7 
0.69% 

1 
0.11% 

0 

5 
4.17% 

0 
0.001 

5 
0.371 

5 
0.37% 

21 
0.61% 

42 
0.79% 

30 
0.69% 

87 
1.44% 

197 
2.55% 

150 
2.54% 

123 
2.28% 

27 
o. 731 

251 
2.37% 

54 
1.26% 

15 
0.30% 

4 
0.12% 

1 
0.12% 

134 
2.08% 

51 
1.08% 

0 
0.00% 

0 
0.00% 

0 

0 
0.00% 

0 
0.00% 

0 
0.00% 

0 
0.001 

7 
0.20% 

30 
0.56% 

14 
0.32% 

40 
0.66% 

64 
0.83% 

24 
0.41% 

44 
0.82% 

2 
0.05% 

24 
0~23% 

7 
0.16% 

2 
0.04% 

0 
0.00% 

2 
0.24% 

23 
0.36% 

21 
0.45% 

4 
0.40% 

0 
0.00% 

0 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/19/98 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A District 12 Time: 11:19 a. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page 
Plant e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
!mil. Pop. White ~ Am. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

Charlotte Pct. 104 4,877 1,666 3,042 11 141 17 
100.00% 34.16% 62.37% 0.23% 2.89% 0.35% 

Charlotte Pct. 105 5,093 4,146 6i72 19 243 13 
100.00% 81.41% 13.19% 0.37% 4. 77% 0.26% 

Total Mecklenburg County 269,135 141,561 120,555 1,179 4,571 1,269 
100.00% 52.60% 44.79% 0.44% 1. 70% 0.47% 

Rowan County 110,605 91,851 17,773 262 444 275 
100.00% 83.04% 16.07% 0.24% 0.40% 0.25% 

Total 552,467 346,337 196,549 1,889 5,738 1,954 
100.00% 62.69% 35.58% 0.34% 1.04% 0.35% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Place Population by District Date: 5/19/98 
: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A Total Populations, All Ages Time: 11:45 a.m. 

Page: l 
e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit Pop. White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

District 1 
Ahoskie town 4,345 2,139 2,146 34 24 2 
Askewville town 136 136 0 0 0 0 
Aulander town 1,078 585 489 0 4 0 
Aurora town 570 364 205 0 0 1 
Ayden town 4,590 2,174 2,404 6 5 1 
Battleboro town 270 89 181 0 0 0 
Beargrass town 56 56 0 0 0 0 
Bethel town 1,746 711 1,032 0 0 3 
Black Creek town 486 453 32 0 1 0 
Chocowinity town 615 497 118 0 0 0 
Cofield village 407 41 353 13 0 0 
Colerain town 108 95 11 1 1 0 
Como town 66 64 2 0 0 0 
Conetoe town 229 109 120 0 0 0 
Conway town 720 486 234 0 0 0 
Cove City town 408 215 193 0 0 0 
Dover town 451 257 194 0 0 0 
Elm City town 1,512 821 685 1 1 4 

ield town 3,082 804 2,271 2 4 1 
ka town 270 198 69 0 0 3 
etts town 140 105 35 0 0 0 

a kland town 66 54 12 0 0 0 
Fountain town 433 266 162 0 0 5 
Fremont town 1,630 771 854 3 0 2 
Garysburg town 995 30 962 2 0 1 
Gaston town 843 767 74 2 0 0 
Gatesville town 181 169 8 0 2 2 
Goldsboro city 24,807 9,017 15,503 51 176 60 
Greenville city 19,022 5,720 13,057 50 108 87 
Grifton town 1,973 1,232 725 3 9 4 
Grimesland town 356 258 98 0 0 0 
Halifax town 298 217 80 l 0 0 
Hamilton town 402 251 151 0 0 0 
Harrellsville town 54 48 6 0 0 0 
Hassell town 89 30 59 0 0 0 
Henderson city 15,361 7,235 8,044 19 30 33 
Hobgood town 430 233 197 0 0 0 
Hookerton town 390 226 164 0 0 0 
Jackson town 478 284 194 0 0 0 
Jamesville town 431 290 141 0 0 0 
Kelford town 190 92 98 0 0 0 
Kinston city 16,026 2,788 13,163 18 42 15 
Kittrell town 222 170 52 0 0 0 
ta Grange town 2,805 1,198 1,594 l 7 5 
Lasker town 97 96 l 0 0 0 
Le gett town 100 61 39 0 0 0 

ton Woodville town 787 256 528 3 0 0 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

Place Population by District 
Total Populations, All Ages 

Plant e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 
Census 
Unit 

Littleton town 
Macclesfield town 
Macon town 
Maysville town 
Middleburg town 
Murfreesboro town 
New Bern city 
Norlina town 
Oak City town 
Oxford city 
Parmele town 
Pinetops town 
Plymouth town 
Pollocksville town 
Powellsville town 
Princeville town 
Rich Square town 
Roanoke Rapids city 
Robersonville town 
Rocky Mount city 
Roper town 
Roxboro city 
Roxobel town 
Saratoga town 
Scotland Neck town 
Seaboard town 
Severn town 
Sharpsburg town 
Snow Hill town 
Speed town 
Stantonsburg town 
Stovall town 
Tarboro town 
Trenton town 
Trent Woods town 
Walstonburg town 
Wa:z::-renton town 
Washington city 
Weldon town 
Whitakers town 
Williamston town 
Wilson city 
Windsor town 
Winton town 
Woodland town 
No Place Code 
Total District 1 

Total 
Pop. 

683 
403 
123 
824 

72 
2,460 

13,921 
901 
384 

7,750 
229 

1,458 
4,272 

271 
95 

1,357 
990 

15,722 
1,911 

16,875 
609 

7,219 
218 
301 

2,571 
617 
213 
425 

1,285 
64 

734 
358 

10,991 
186 
299 
146 
841 

9,073 
1,390 

464 
5,399 

26,127 
2,026 

741 
717 

286,204 
539,670 

Total 
White 

410 
398 
103 
450 

36 
1,517 
7,102 

630 
201 

3,464 
38 

672 
1,805 

211 
45 
28 

510 
12,849 

850 
2,543 

170 
4,066 

148 
286 

1,091 
173 
125 

54 
593 

42 
489 
185 

7,442 
126 
299 
133 
560 

4,863 
606 
182 

2,564 
9,163 
1,321 

193 
422 

151,014 
262,330 

Total 
~ 

273 
5 
3 

368 
36 

871 
6,720 

263 
178 

4,248 
190 
785 

2,437 
58 
so 

1,329 
464 

2,719 
1,044 

14,291 
439 

3,089 
70 
12 

1,475 
443 

88 
369 
679 

22 
245 
173 

3,474 
60 

0 
12 

275 
4,158 

779 
281 

2,820 
16,772 

695 
sos 
293 

131,001 
271,301 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

0 
0 
2 
1 
0 
7 

43 
2 
2 
8 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
7 

41 
5 

22 
0 

37 
0 
0 
1 
1 
0 
0 
8 
0 
0 
0 

14 
0 
0 
0 
0 
5 
0 
0 
4 

31 
3 

40 
2 

2,937 
3,434 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11:45 

Total 
Asian/PI 

0 
0 
0 
1 
0 

59 
33 

0 
2 

16 
0 
1 

22 
0 
0 
0 
5 

100 
12 
11 

0 
12 

0 
3 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 

45 
0 
0 
1 
1 

21 
4 
1 
9 

62 
7 
0 
0 

360 
1,203 

Pa 

Total 
Other 

0 
0 

15 
4 
0 
6 

23 
6 
1 

14 
0 
0 
8 
2 
0 
0 
4 

13 
0 
8 

4 
0 
0 
2 
4 
0 
0 
0 

16 
0 
0 
0 
5 

26 
1 
0 
2 

99 
0 
3 
0 

894 
1,404 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Place Population by District Date: 5/19/98 
P.~~n: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A Total Populations, All Ages Time: 11:45 a.m. 

Page: 3 
type: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit Pop. White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

District 2 
Angier town 1,967 1,417 531 5 10 4 
Bailey town 553 469 76 0 0 8 
Battleboro town 145 137 8 0 0 0 
Benson town 2,787 1,843 897 6 8 33 
Broadway town 939 868 71 0 0 0 
Bunn town 353 230 116 6 1 0 
Castalia town 233 139 94 0 0 0 
Centerville town 74 73 1 0 0 0 
Clayton town 4,655 3,460 1,142 8 11 34 
Clinton city 7,313 3,945 3,289 39 15 25 
Coats town 1,492 1,272 195 11 1 13 
Creedmoor city 1,474 1,023 434 2 13 2 
Dortches town 769 570 198 1 0 0 
Dunn city 8,104 4,554 3,424 59 39 28 
Erwin town 3,995 3,498 452 21 6 18 
Four Oaks town 1,280 1,090 173 3 6 8 
Franklinton town 1,577 897 671 2 6 1 
Garner town 3,008 2,186 776 13 27 6 
Kenly town 1,549 932 601 11 4 1 
Knightdale town 1,848 1,656 170 0 12 10 

ington town 2,020 1,178 795 15 2 30 
sburg town· 3,013 1,896 1,097 4 15 1 

889 814 71 0 3 1 
Micro town 305 289 16 0 0 0 
Middlesex town 696 491 184 1 0 20 
Nashville town 3,595 2,043 1,540 8 2 2 
Newton Grove town 481 356 114 0 0 11 
Pine Level town 1,183 1,123 59 1 0 0 
Princeton town 1,147 806 334 4 0 3 
Raleigh city 107,522 57,329 46,698 356 2,569 573 
Red Oak town 191 169 20 2 0 0 
Rocky Mount city 31,698 21,559 9,798 99 181 61 
Rolesville town 551 510 39 0 1 1 
Sanford city 14,474 9,153 5,045 85 82 109 
Selma town 4,578 2,642 1,908 7 3 18 
Sharpsburg town 903 731 170 0 1 1 
Sims town 118 101 17 0 0 0 
Smithfield town 7,018 4,213 2,654 11 45 95 
Spring Hope town 1,151 666 476 4 0 5 
Stem town 245 236 6 0 2 1 
Turkey town 155 125 28 2 0 0 
Wake Forest town 5,552 4,142 1,341 9 48 12 
Wendell town 2,803 2,474 315 2 9 3 

Whitakers town 381 222 159 0 0 0 
Wilson city 10,782 10,154 554 9 51 14 
Youngsville town 398 277 115 0 0 6 
Zebulon town 3,173 1,847 1,307 1 0 18 

ace Code 295,138 226,452 64,095 1,434 987 2,169 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

Place Population by District 
Total Populations, All Ages 

Plant e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 
Census 
Unit 

Total District 2 

District 3 
Alliance town 
Arapahoe town 
Atlantic Beach town 
Ayden town 
Bath town 
Bayboro town 
Beaufort town 
Belhaven town 
Bridgeton town 
Cape Carteret town 
Cedar Point town 
Columbia town 
Creswell town 
Edenton town 
Elizabeth City city 
Emerald Isle town 
Farmville town 
Fremont town 
Goldsboro city 
Greenville city 
Havelock city 
Hertford town 
Holly Ridge town 
Indian Beach town 
Jacksonville city 
Kill Devil Hills town 
Kinston city 
Kitty Hawk town 
Manteo town 
Mesic town 
Minnesott Beach town 
Morehead City town 
Mount Olive town 
Nags Head town 
New Bern city 
Newport town 
Oriental town 
Pantego town 
Pikeville town 
Pine Knoll Shores town 
Pink Hill town 
Richlands town 
River Bend town 
Seven Springs town 

Total 
Pop. 
544,275 

478 
393 

1,938 
150 
132 
711 

3,808 
2,183 

453 
889 
628 
724 
361 

5,164 
14,237 
2,416 
4,388 

0 
14,836 
25,633 
12,359 
2,096 

714 
141 

29,196 
4,081 
8,899 
1,937 

968 
305 
242 

6,046 
4,545 
1,804 
3,442 
2,417 

748 
145 
534 

1,302 
537 
851 

2,371 
129 

Total 
White 
382,257 

418 
373 

1,878 
150 
120 
378 

2,852 
768 
433 
882 
625 
240 
193 

2,214 
6,685 
2,395 
2,341 

0 
10,904 
22,977 

9,483 
1,059 

609 
136 

19,650 
3,996 
7,555 
1,915 

853 
93 

240 
4,877 
2,120 
1,739 
2,552 
2,008 

649 
127 
521 

1,293 
398 
623 

2,252 
120 

Total 
Black 
152,274 

54 
19 
25 

0 
12 

331 
908 

1,410 
16 

0 
0 

481 
168 

2,924 
7,430 

7 
2,024 

0 
3,353 
2,139 
2,094 
1,032 

80 
0 

7,878 
21 

1,255 
2 

112 
211 

2 
1,066 
2,404 

48 
843 
319 

98 
17 
11 

0 
135 
223 

96 
9 

Total 
Arn. Ind. 

2,241 

2 
1 

10 
0 
0 
0 

18 
3 
3 
2 
1 
2 
0 
6 

23 
7 
6 
0 

75 
55 
99 

0 
7 
0 

139 
11 
16 

3 
0 
0 
0 

35 
5 
0 

10 
18 

0 
1 
0 
1 
1 
1 
2 
0 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11:45 

Total 
Asian/PI 

4,160 

4 
0 

21 
0 
0 
1 

14 
2 
1 
5 
2 
1 
0 

16 
69 · 

.. ·. 5 
14 

0 
336 
410 
399 

5 
18 

5 
880 

31 
62 
11 

2 
0 
0 

52 
10 
14 
28 
41 

1 
0 
1 
7 
1 
1 

13 
0 

Pa 

~ 
3,345 

0 
0 
4 
0 
0 
1 

16 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
4 

30 
2 

1 
52 

284 
0 
0 
0 

649 
22 
11 

6 
1 
1 
0 

16 
6 
3 
9 

31 
0 
0 
1 
1 
2 
3 
8 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Place Population by District Date: 5/19/98 
- An: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A Total Populations, All Ages Time: 11:45 a.m. 

Page: 5 
e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit Pop. White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

_Simpson village 285 103 179 0 0 3 
Southern Shores town 1,345 1,340 0 2 1 2 
Stonewall town 211 172 38 1 0 0 
Surf City town 216 213 2 1 0 0 
Swansboro town 1,165 1,103 38 7 15 2 
Trent Woods town 2,067 2,061 0 1 5 0 
Vanceboro town 946 736 204 4 0 2 
Vandemere town 260 138 122 0 0 0 
Walnut Creek village 623 616 3 0 4 0 
Washington city 2 2 0 0 0 0 
Washington Park town 362 358 4 0 0 0 
Winfall town 408 271 131 3 3 0 
Winterville town 2,816 1,622 1,175 8 10 1 
No Place Code 361,812 287,609 65,452 1,455 2,942 4,354 
Total District 3 537,849 418,038 106,605 2,045 5,463 5,698 

District 4 
Apex town 4,873 3,927 865 15 33 33 
Carrboro town 11,553 9,066 1,930 39 427 91 -town 43,013 38,586 2,371 120 1,676 262 

el Hill town .38,719 31,875 4,853 123 1,684 184 
ham city 136,056 70,186 62,375 334 2,646 515 

Fuquay-Varina town 4,460 3,352 1,047 17 10 34 
Garner town 11,956 9,979 1,857 26 67 27 
Goldston town 290 271 17 1 1 0 
Hillsborough town 4,161 2,529 1,600 7 18 7 
Holly Springs town 786 197 589 0 0 0 
Mebane city 460 390 65 1 0 4 
Morrisville town 946 834 106 0 4 2 
Pittsboro town 1,436 1,001 412 7 6 10 
Raleigh city 98,211 84,903 10,127 225 2,515 442 
No Place Code 189,608 159,848 26,882 529 1,592 757 
Total District 4 546,528 416,944 115,096 1,444 10,679 2,368 

District 5 
Alamance village 125 125 0 0 0 0 
Burlington city 39,043 29,782 8,846 76 293 46 
Clemmons village 5,836 5,616 143 4 70 3 
Cooleemee town 899 869 12 15 0 3 

Danbury town 58 54 4 0 0 0 
Dobson town 1,016 946 43 1 1 25 
Eden city 15,202 12,282 2,827 26 47 20 
Elon College town 4,076 3,661 382 4 22 7 
Gibsonville town 1,450 1,293 148 2 6 1 

.am city 10,109 8,356 1,660 29 40 24 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Place Population by District Date: 5/19/98 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A Total Populations, All Ages Time: 11:45 

Plant e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 
Census Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit Pop. White Black Arn. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

Greensboro city 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Haw River town 1,642 1,565 69 2 5 1 
High Point city 4 4 0 o· 0 0 
Kernersville town 10,690 9,927 604 20 63 76 
King city 4,025 3,967 22 8 24 4 
Madison town 2,004 1,455 538 0 8 3 
Mayodan town 2,319 2,086 217 3 12 1 
Mebane city 4,101 3,253 812 3 24 9 
Milton town 172 97 73 0 2 0 
Mocksville town 3,383 2,674 687 12 9 1 
Mount Airy city 7,155 6,468 638 9 11 29 
Pilot Mountain town 1,164 1,029 130 1 0 4 
Reidsville city 11,960 7,232 4,643 15 40 30 
Rural Hall town 1,639 1,416 214 5 4 0 
Stokesdale town 2,080 1,878 169 4 1 28 
Stoneville town 1,081 838 228 1 0 14 
Walkertown town 1,082 996 69 0 4 13 
Walnut Cove town 1,050 783 259 2 3 3 
Winston-Salem city 84,834 69,583 13,888 187 949 227 
Yanceyville town 1,611 788 811 1 4 7 
No Place Code 323,312 284,192 36,654 708 772 986 
Total District 5 543,122 463,215 74,790 1,138 2,414 1, 

District 6 
Aberdeen town 2,700 2,255 400 17 25 3 
Archdale city 6,610 6,439 82 19 63 7 
Asheboro city 16,292 13,868 2,141 47 112 124 
Cameron town 213 125 86 1 1 0 
Carthage town 968 770 191 6 0 1 
Denton town 1,292 1,292 0 0 0 0 
Foxfire village 331 329 0 0 2 0 
Franklinville town 617 580 12 2 0 23 
Gibsonville town 1,956 1,467 478 8 3 0 
Greensboro city 183,457 117,185 62,292 852 2,633 493 
High Point city 69,129 47,095 20,874 373 647 140 
Jamestown town 2,343 2,079 203 1 57 4 
Lexington city 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Liberty town 1,908 1,367 524 5 4 8 
Pinebluff town 876 823 31 11 9 2 
Pinehurst town 5,077 4,969 89 1 14 4 
Ramseur town 1,176 1,111 46 2 9 8 
Randleman city 2,569 2,467 76 20 5 1 
Robbins city 953 844 45 0 0 64 
Seagrove town 213 211 0 2 0 0 
Siler City town 4,792 3,391 1,279 13 8 101 
Southern Pines town 8,911 5,879 2,967 40 18 7 
Staley town 193 189 3 0 0 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

Place Population by District 
Total Populations, All Ages 

CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 
Census 
Unit 

. Taylortown town 
Thomasville city 
Vass town 
Whispering Pines village 
No Place Code 
Total District 6 

District 7 
Atkinson town 
Autryville town 
Bald Head Island village 
Belville town 
Beulaville town 
Bladenboro town 
Boiling Spring Lakes city 
Bolivia town 
Bolton town 
Brunswick town 

urgaw town 
abash town 

so town 
arolina Beach town 

Caswell Beach town 
Cerro Gordo town 
Chadbourn town 
Clarkton town 
Clinton city 
Dublin town 
East Arcadia town 
Elizabethtown town 
Fair Bluff town 
Fairmont town 
Faison town 
Falcon town 
Place 0910 
Garland town 
Godwin town 
Greenevers town 
Harrells town 
Holden Beach town 
Hope Mills town 
Kenansville town 
Kure Beach town 
Lake Waccamaw town 
Leland town 
Linden town 

Beach town 

Total 
Pop. 

490 
15,159 

633 
1,228 

217,147 
547,233 

245 
154 

78 
51 

896 
1,769 
1,650 

119 
427 
284 

1,780 
1,040 

451 
3,493 

126 
157 

1,943 
737 
891 
228 
458 

3,381 
1,004 
2,367 

555 
163 

44,276 
731 

64 
390 
182 
626 

8,184 
835 
619 
954 

1,752 
133 

3,795 

Total 
White 

24 
11,150 

549 
1,223 

199,062 
426,743 

214 
154 

78 
37 

718 
1,473 
1,600 

119 
168 

96 
1,114 
1,032 

350 
3,431 

125 
123 

1,082 
544 
694 
217 

10 
1,593 

425 
849 
393 
163 

31,722 
430 

48 
15 

109 
626 

7,282 
530 
617 
762 

1,594 
130 

3,769 

Total 
Black 

464 
3,877 

71 
0 

16,141 
112,372 

31 
0 
0 

14 
176 
292 

31 
0 

245 
188 
640 

8 
91 
33 

0 
33 

822 
184 
171 

9 
447 

1,758 
575 

1,346 
105 

0 
10,352 

289 
16 

371 
64 

0 
610 
303 

0 
164 
154 

1 
2 

Total 
Arn. Ind. 

1 
71 
13 

1 
950 

2,456 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

12 
0 

14 
0 
5 
0 
7 

19 
0 
1 

34 
6 

21 
2 
1 

12 
3 

169 
0 
0 

753 
4 
0 
0 
3 
0 

140 
0 
1 

27 
3 
1 

20 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11:45 a.m. 

Total 
Asian/PI 

1 
26 

0 
4 

581 
4,222 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
5 
0 
0 
0 
6 
0 
0 
4 
0 
0 
5 
0 
3 
0 
0 

11 
0 
1 
5 
0 

785 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

73 
2 
1 
0 
1 
0 
1 

Page: 7 

Total 
~ 

0 
35 

0 
0 

413 
1,439 

0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
3 
2 
0 
0 
0 

15 
0 
3 
6 
1 
0 
0 
3 
2 
0 
0 
7 
1 
2 

52 
0 

664 
8 
0 
4 
6 
0 

79 
0 
0 
1 
0 
1 
3 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Place Population by District Date: 5/19/98 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A Total Populations, All Ages Time: 11:45 a.m. 

Pa 
Plan tme: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit Pop. fillili ~ Am. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

Lumberton city 18,477 10,527 5,634 2,168 115 33 
McDonald town 52 34 1 13 0 4 
Magnolia town 744 370 368 6 0 0 
Marietta town 169 58 104 6 1 0 
Navassa town 445 34 409 2 0 0 
Ocean Isle Beach town 523 521 1 0 1 0 
Orrum town 97 54 43 0 0 0 
Pembroke town 2,241 265 74 1,894 3 5 
Proctorville town 128 77 35 8 0 8 
Raynham town 71 33 11 27 0 0 
Red Springs town 58 54 0 4 0 0 
Roseboro town 1,383 675 696 9 1 2 
Rose Hill town 1,273 903 367 3 0 0 
Rowland town 915 346 539 30 0 0 
St. Helena village 285 239 46 0 0 0 
Salemburg town 358 349 4 1 1 3 
Sandy Creek town 174 174 0 0 0 0 
Shallotte town 963 914 40 5 3 1 
Southport city 2,325 1,708 612 1 1 3 
Stedman town 555 472 78 1 1 3 
Sunset Beach town 311 311 0 0 0 0 
Surf City town 627 611 1 6 5 

~ Tabor City town 2,308 1,584 713 11 0 
Tar Heel town 97 97 0 0 0 
Teachey town 242 103 139 0 0 0 
Topsail Beach town 346 344 1 1 0 0 
Varnamtown town 398 397 0 1 0 0 
Wade town 223 186 33 2 2 0 
Wallace town 2,847 2,097 731 10 4 5 
Warsaw town 2,838 1,276 1,509 14 12 27 
Watha town 52 52 0 0 0 0 
White Lake town 377 364 5 4 4 0 
Whiteville city 4,962 3,215 1,679 38 19 11 
Wilmington city 55,263 35,929 18,686 167 315 166 
Wrightsville Beach town 2,937 2,921 5 2 8 1 
Yaupon Beach town 723 713 4 1 3 2 
No Place Code 351,982 234,564 79,468 34,541 1,371 2,038 
Total District 7 544,757 367,007 131,561 40,234 2,774 3,181 

District 8 
Albemarle city 14,592 11,900 2,489 24 170 9 
Ansonville town 609 120 487 0 2 0 
Biscoe town 1,453 781 549 0 0 123 
Candor town 712 612 43 11 5 41 
Concord city 27,137 21,292 5,617 63 149 16 
Dobbins Heights town 1,102 143 949 8 1 1 
East Laurinburg town 273 255 7 11 0 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
lan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

Place Population by District 
Total Populations, All Ages 

e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 
Census 

Unit 
Ellerbe town 
Place 0910 
Gibson town 
Hamlet city 
Harrisburg town 
Hoffman town 
Indian Trail town 
Kannapolis city 
Laurinburg city 
Lilesville town 
Locust city 
Lumber Bridge town 
McFarlan town 
Marshville town 
Maxton town 
Monroe city 
Morven town 
Mount Gilead town 
Mount Pleasant town 
New London town 
Norman town 

ood town 
ro town 

rkton town 
Peachland town 
Polkton town 
Raeford city 
Red Springs town 
Rennert town 
Richfield town 
Rockingham city 
St. Pauls town 
Spring Lake town 
Stallings town 
Stanfield town 
Star town 
Troy town 
Wadesboro town 
Wagram town 
Waxhaw town 
Weddington town 
Wingate town 
No Place Code 
Total District 8 

District 9 
nt city 

Total 
Pop. 

1,076 
30,707 

524 
6,062 
1,456 

328 
1,885 

20,652 
11,636 

414 
1,915 

98 
84 

1,967 
2,273 

15,875 
545 

1,234 
1,016 

414 
65 

1,545 
581 
364 
384 
662 

3,383 
3,736 

136 
535 

9,291 
1,992 
7,480 
2,092 

447 
761 

3,339 
3,405 

461 
1,092 
3,495 
2,686 

351,631 
545,602 

8,394 

Total 
White 

518 
11,547 

258 
4,024 
1,396 

129 
1,809 

16,541 
5,823 

227 
1,866 

85 
65 

1,180 
828 

9,221 
147 
754 
910 
385 

43 
1,088 

424 
289 
256 
363 

1,927 
1,495 

12 
456 

6,789 
1,435 
3,019 
1,817 

440 
735 

2,117 
1,926 

265 
827 

3,380 
2,155 

244,101 
368,175 

7,327 

Total 
Black 

537 
18,270 

215 
1,978 

39 
193 

52 
4,003 
5,236 

182 
l 
2 

19 
767 

1,282 
6,416 

396 
476 
102 

21 
22 

437 
154 

62 
127 
297 

1,321 
1,965 

52 
57 

2,334 
440 

3,769 
236 

0 
18 

1,168 
1,458 

180 
264 

75 
490 

86,262 
151,516 

829 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

1 
188 

51 
49 

8 
5 

17 
28 

504 
5 
4 

11 
0 
7 

153 
53 

0 
4 
4 
4 
0 
3 
2 

13 
0 
2 

104 
263 

72 
3 

61 
112 

68 
35 

0 
4 

42 
12 
16 

1 
14 

3 
12,023 
14,066 

24 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11:45 a.m. 

Total 
Asian/PI 

0 
359 

0 
7 

11 
0 
4 

44 
48 

0 
2 
0 
0 
7 
7 

88 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
1 
0 
1 
0 

24 
12 

0 
19 

103 
1 

324 
1 
0 
4 
3 
8 
0 
0 

22 
22 

4,069 
5,520 

205 

Page: 9 

Total 
~ 

20 
343 

0 
4 
2 
1 
3 

36 
25 

0 
42 

0 
0 
6 
3 

97 
2 
0 
0 
4 
0 

15 
0 
0 
0 
0 
7 
1 
0 
0 
4 
4 

300 
3 
7 
0 
9 
l 
0 
0 
4 

16 
5,176 
6,325 

9 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Place Population by D1strict Date: 5/19/98 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A Total Populations, All Ages Time: 11:45 

Pa 
Plant e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit Pop. White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

Belwood town 537 499 35 1 1 1 
Bessemer City city 4,680 4,086· 570 9 4 11 
Boiling Springs town 2,422 2,063 340 6 '6 7 
Casar town 328 327 0 1 0 0 
Charlotte city 162,705 148,283 10,216 405 3,278 523 
Cherryville city 4,381 3,936 389 9 40 7 
Cornelius town 308 298 4 1 5 0 
Cramerton town 2,371 2,283 67 8 12 1 
Dallas town 2,919 2,274 625 13 4 3 
Earl town 179 157 22 0 0 0 
Fallston town 473 462 11 0 0 0 
Gastonia city 54,717 40,486 13,617 103 384 127 
Grover town 424 406 15 1 2 0 
High Shoals city 263 260 2 1 0 0 
Kings Mountain city 8,396 6,720 1,517 16 137 6 
Kingstown town 454 7 447 0 0 0 
Lattimore town 156 142 12 0 0 2 
Lawndale town 542 413 119 0 10 0 
Lincolnton city 6,847 5,443 1,308 9 38 49 
Lowell city 2,696 2,473 207 11 0 5 
McAdenville town 830 814 7 3 4 
Matthews town 10,922 10,359 421 37 96 
Mint Hill town 10,561 10,238 216 45 58 
Mooresboro city 290 227 63 0 0 
Mount Holly city 7,427 6,727 641 19 37 3 
Patterson Springs town 680 672 2 5 0 1 
Pineville town 2,740 2,588 109 12 15 16 
Polkville city 1,511 1,416 93 0 1 1 
Ranlo town 1,602 1,495 90 12 2 3 
Shelby city 14,662 8,359 6,234 20 34 15 
Spencer Mountain town 135 135 0 0 0 0 
Stanley town 2,803 2,718 73 2 8 2 
Waco town 299 232 67 0 0 0 
No Place Code 225,674 204,662 19,096 609 922 386 
Total District 9 544,328 478,987 57,464 1,382 5,303 1,193 

District 10 
Arlington town 488 468 18 0 0 2 
Bakersville town 332 331 0 0 1 0 
Banner Elk town 927 852 66 0 6 3 
Beech Mountain town 232 232 0 0 0 0 
Blowing Rock town 1,195 1,182 9 1 3 0 
Boone town 12,896 12,166 586 24 100 20 
Boonville town 895 838 51 1 5 0 
Brookford town 451 446 4 1 0 0 
Cajah's Mountain town 2,278 2,200 71 2 1 4 
Catawba town 467 378 89 0 0 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

Place Population by District 
Total Populations, All Ages 

CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 
Census 
Unit 

Claremont city 
Connelly Springs town 
Conover city 
Crossnore town 
Drexel town 
East Bend town 
Elkin town 
Elk Park town 
Gamewell town 
Glen Alpine town 
Grandfather village 
Granite Falls town 
Harmony town 
Hickory city 
Hildebran town 
Hudson town 
Jefferson town 
Jonesville town 
Lansing town 
Lenoir city 
Long View town 

Valley town 
en town 

oresville town 
Morganton city 
Newland town 
Newton city 
North Wilkesboro town 
Rhodhiss town 
Ronda town 
Rutherford College town 
Sawmills town 
Seven Devils town 
Sparta town 
Spruce Pine town 
Statesville city 
Sugar Mountain village 
Taylorsville town 
Troutman town 
Valdese town 
West Jefferson town 
Wilkesboro town 
Yadkinville town 
No Place Code 
Total District 10 

ict 11 

Total 
Pop. 

949 
1,303 
5,122 

227 
1,746 

405 
3,782 

441 
3,357 

536 
34 

3,236 
332 

28,035 
774 

2,819 
1,292 
1,547 

126 
13,701 
3,038 

7 
2,565 

0 
14,742 

645 
9,304 
3,383 

528 
337 
932 

3,920 
97 

1,951 
1,951 

17,477 
76 

1,495 
1,419 
3,861 

875 
2,538 
2,505 

375,722 
539,293 

Total 
White 

930 
1,256 
4,607 

220 
1,676 

390 
3,411 

440 
3,194 

517 
34 

3,129 
326 

22,766 
773 

2,810 
1,262 
1,314 

126 
11,463 
2,756 

7 
2,159 

0 
12,238 

635 
7,770 
2,799 

527 
337 
928 

3,887 
93 

1,891 
1,942 

10,976 
76 

1,280 
1,017 
3,767 

862 
2,216 
2,275 

357,275 
497,450 

Total 
Black 

11 
19 

439 
7 

47 
14 

355 
0 

144 
1 
0 

88 
4 

4,827 
0 
2 

15 
222 

0 
2,151 

225 
0 

375 
0 

2,260 
0 

1,437 
573 

1 
0 
0 
1 
4 

43 
3 

6,271 
0 

211 
395 

30 
7 

283 
191 

15,597 
37,147 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

2 
5 
8 
0 
8 
0 
1 
0 
3 
0 
0 
4 
1 

77 
1 
6 
5 
1 
0 

25 
16 

0 
5 
0 

21 
1 

13 
3 
0 
0 
3 

13 
0 
4 
0 

36 
0 
3 
4 
6 
4 
0 
4 

541 
853 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11:45 a.m. 

Total 
Asian/PI 

6 
23 
59 

0 
13 

1 
9 
1 
5 

18 
0 
3 
0 

286 
0 
0 
8 
0 
0 

40 
31 

0 
2 
0 

206 
0 

42 
4 
0 
0 
1 
9 
0 
1 
1 

118 
0 
0 
3 

28 
2 

23 
5 

1,249 
2,313 

Page: 11 

Total 
~ 

0 
0 
9 
0 
2 
0 
6 
0 

11 
0 
0 

12 
1 

79 
0 
1 
2 

10 
0 

22 
10 

0 
24 

0 
17 

9 
42 

4 
0 
0 
0 

10 
0 

12 
5 

76 
0 
1 
0 

30 
0 

16 
30 

1,060 
1,530 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

Place Population by District 
Total Populations, All Ages 

Plant e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 
Census 
Unit 

Alexander Mills town 
Andrews town 
Asheville city 
Biltmore Forest town 
Black Mountain town 
Bostic town 
Brevard city 
Bryson City town 
Burnsville town 
Canton town 
Clyde town 
Columbus town 
Dillsboro town 
Ellenboro town 
Fletcher town 
Forest City town 
Franklin town 
Hayesville town 
Hazelwood town 
Hendersonville city 
Highlands town 
Hot Springs town 
Lake Lure town 
Laurel Park town 
Maggie Valley town 
Marion city 
Marshall town 
Mars Hill town 
Montreat town 
Murphy town 
Old Fort town 
Robbinsville town 
Rosman town 
Ruth town 
Rutherfordton town 
Saluda city 
Santeetlah town 
Spindale town 
Sylva town 
Tryon town 
Waynesville town 
Weaverville town 
Webster town 
Woodfin town 
No Place Code 
Total District 11 

Total 
Pop. 

662 
2,544 

61,388 
1,312 
5,361 

290 
5,388 
1,145 
1,453 
3,763 
1,033 

812 
84 

511 
2,786 
7,458 
2,791 

251 
1,632 
7,284 

944 
476 
675 

1,252 
160 

4,765 
774 

1,611 
592 

1,573 
457 
651 
229 
312 

3,552 
450 

4 
3,605 
1,635 
1,680 
6,737 
2,001 

~10 
2,736 

393,394 
538,623 

Total 
White 

573 
2,444 

48,509 
1,309 
4,852 

273 
4,552 
1,064 
1,417 
3,691 

983 
785 

82 
458 

2,709 
5,426 
2,659 

251 
1,588 
5,760 

942 
472 
655 

1,244 
159 

4,167 
769 

1,515 
549 

1,453 
377 
627 
228 
295 

3,077 
442 

4 
2,712 
1,550 
1,269 
6,394 
1,951 

396 
2,718 

376,035 
499,385 

Total 
Black 

83 
58 

12,207 
0 

440 
17 

749 
4 

33 
69 
43 
21 

0 
52 
46 

1,980 
94 

0 
22 

1,430 
0 
0 

17 
1 
0 

554 
2 

82 
29 
81 
79 

0 
0 

12 
461 

8 
0 

870 
62 

406 
278 

40 
2 

10 
8,755 

29,097 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

1 
23 

164 
0 
7 
0 

10 
64 

3 
2 
4 
0 
2 
0 
5 

11 
12 

0 
13 
19 

0 
0 
3 
3 
1 

13 
2 
3 
2 

21 
0 

22 
1 
4 
2 
0 
0 
6 

18 
2 

37 
9 
2 
3 

6,880 
7,374 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11:45 a. 

Total 
Asian/PI 

0 
1 

373 
3 

56 
0 

61 
12 

0 
1 
2 
1 
0 
0 

20 
29 
19 

0 
6 

49 
2 
1 
0 
3 
0 

25 
1 
6 

11 
14 

1 
2 
0 
1 
7 
0 
0 

13 
3 
0 

18 
0 
7 
3 

1,068 
1,819 

Page 

Total 
~ 

5 
18 

135 
0 
6 
0 

16 
1 
0 
0 
1 
5 
0 
1 
6 

12 
7 
0 
3 

26 
0 

4 
0 
0 
0 
0 
5 
0 
0 
4 
2 
3 

10 
1 
3 
2 

656 
948 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
: 98 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN A 

i 

Place Population by District 
Total Populations, All Ages 

e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 971HOME SEATS 
Census 
Unit 

District 12 
Charlotte city 
China Grove town 
Cleveland town 
Cornelius town 
Davidson town 
East Spencer town 
Faith town 
Granite Quarry town 
Huntersville town 
Kannapolis city 
Landis town 
Lexington city 
Mooresville town 
Rockwell town 
Salisbury city 
Spencer town 
Statesville city 
Troutman town 
Walkertown town 

-

. ton-Salem city 
ace Code 
District 12 

Total 
Pop. 

232,929 
2,575 

520 
2,252 
3,638 
1,994 

505 
1,505 
3,006 
8,447 
2,330 

16,581 
8,223 
1,476 

21,445 
3,123 

0 
74 

113 
58,588 

177,847 
547,171 

Total 
White 

111,196 
2,305 

347 
1,701 
3,117 

317 
504 

1,369 
2,545 
7,025 
2,266 

11,305 
6,101 
1,457 

13,510 
2,410 

0 
74 

113 
15,695 

158,683 
342,040 

Total 
Black 

115,597 
248 
173 
521 
451 

1,675 
0 

117 
439 

1,327 
54 

4,916 
2,054 

14 
7,708 

686 
0 
0 
0 

42,429 
17,182 

195,591 

Date: 5/19/98 
Time: 11:45 a.m. 

Total Total 
Arn. Ind. Asian/PI 

1,019 
4 
0 
8 

14 
0 
0 
2 

11 
9 
3 

71 
20 

0 
40 
13 

0 
0 
0 

138 
520 

1,872 

3,929 
14 

0 
21 
49 

0 
1 

17 
10 
26 

6 
244 

28 
5 

148 
8 
0 
0 
0 

148 
1,065 
5,719 

Page: 13 

Total 
~ 

1,188 
4 
0 
1 
7 
2 
0 
0 
1 

60 
1 

45 
20 

0 
39 

6 
0 
0 
0 

178 
397 

1,949 

' 



Units with Differing Assigments between Plans 
Within State (37) 

Census 97, 98 
Unit HOUSE/SENATE CONGRESS IONA 

PLAN L PLAN 

Alamance County 

No Am. Ind. Res. code 

Alamance County 

No Place Code 
Albright• 6 5 
Burlington #9 • 6 5 
Coble• 6 5 
South Graham• 6 5 
Melville #3 • 6 5 
North Newlin• 6 5 
South Newlin• 6 5 
Patterson• 6 5 
North Thompson• 6 5 
South Thompson• 6 5 

eghany County 

. Ind. Res . code 

MCD/CCD _ 

No Place Code 
Alleghany County 5 10 

Ashe County 

No Am. Ind. Res. code 

MCD/CCD _ 

No.Place Code 
Ashe County 5 10 

Davidson County 

No Am. Ind. Res. code 

Davidson County 

No Place Code 
12 6 

on• 6 12 



Census 
Unit 

Southmont* 
Lexington No. 1 * 
Lexington No. 2 * 
Ward No. 6 * 
Welcome * 
Thomasville No. 1 
Thomasville No. 2 
Thomasville No. 3 
Thomasville No. 8 

Forsyth County 

* 
* 
* 
* 

No Am. Ind. Res. code 

Forsyth County 

No Place Code 
Broadbay #1 * 
Middlefork #2 * 
Middlefork #3 * 

Units with Differing Assigments between Plans 
Within State (37) 

97 98 
HOUSE/SENATE CONGRESS IONA 
PLAN L PLAN 

6 12 
6 12 
6 12 
6 12 
6 12 

12 6 
12 6 
12 6 
12 6 

Covenant Presbyterian Church 
Philo Middle School* 

5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

12 
12 
12 
12 
12 

Guilford County 

No Am. Ind. Res. code 

Guilford County 

No Place Code 
GB-01 * 12 6 
GB-02 * 12 6 
GB-03 * 12 6 
GB-04 * 12 6 
GB-:-05 * 12 6 
GB-06 * 12 6 
GB-07 * 12 6 
GB-08 * 12 6 
GB-09 * 12 6 
GB-15 * 12 6 
GB-18 * 12 6 
GB-19 * 12 6 
GB-24A * 12 6 
GB-25 * 12 6 
GB-26A * 12 6 
GB-29 * 12 6 
GB-30 * 12 6 • 



Census 
Unit 

GB-33 * 
GB-36 * 
GB-42 * 
GB-44 * 
GB-45 * 
HP-01 * 
HP-02 * 
HP-03 * 
HP-OS* 
HP-06 * 
HP-07 * 
HP-10 * 
HP-11 * 
HP-12 * 
HP-13 * 
HP-15 * 
HP-19 * 
HP-22 * 
Bruce* 
North Center Grove* 

Center Grove* 
estown-1 * 
estown-2 * 

orth Madison* 
South Madison* 
North Monroe* 
South Monroe* 
Oak Ridge* 
Stokesdale* 
North Sumner* 
North Washington* 
South Washington* 
GB-24B * 
GB-26B * 

Iredell County 

No Am. Ind. Res. code 

Iredell County 

No Place Code 
Statesville #3 * 
Statesville #6 * 

Lincoln County 

klenburg County 

Units with Differing 
Within 

97 I 

HOUSE/SENATE 
PLAN 

12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
6 
6 
6 

12 
12 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 

12 
6 
6 

12 
12 

12 
12 

10 

Assigments between Plans 
State (37) 

98 
CONGRESS IONA 

L PLAN 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
5 
5 
5 
6 
6 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
6 
5 
5 
6 
6 

10 
10 

9 



Census 
Unit 

No Am. Ind. Res. code 

Mecklenburg County 

No Place Code 
Charlotte Pct. 5 * 
Charlotte Pct. 6 * 
Charlotte Pct. 7 * 
Charlotte Pct. 10 * 
Charlotte Pct. 21 * 
Charlotte Pct. 33 * 
Charlotte Pct. 34 * 
Charlotte Pct. 35 * 
Charlotte Pct. 37 * 
~harlotte Pct. 38 * 
Charlotte Pct. 45 * 
Charlotte Pct. 51 * 
Charlotte Pct. 63 * 
Charlotte Pct. 84 * 

Rowan County 

No Am. Ind. Res. code 

Rowan County 

No Place Code 
Bradshaw* 
Enochville * 
Blackwelder Park* 
Bostian School* 
N. China Grove* 
S. China Grove* 
East Kannapolis* 
West Kannapolis* 
East Landis* 
West Landis* 
Barnhardt Mill* 
Rockwell* 
Bostian Crossroads* 
Faith 
Faith Noncontiguous 
Locke* 
Sumner* 
Morgan I* 
Morgan II* 
Mt. Ulla* 
Gold Knob* 

Units with Differing Assigments between Plans 
Within State (37) 

97 
HOUSE/SENATE 
PLAN 

9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
9 

6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 

98 
CONGRESS IONA 

L PLAN 

12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 

12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 



Census 
Unit 

,Granite Quarry* 
Hatters Shop* 
Milford Hills * 
Trading Ford 
West Ward II* 

Units with Differing Assigments between Plans 
Within State (37) 

97 I 
HOUSE/SENATE 
PLAN 

98 
CONGRESS IONA 

Trading Ford Noncontiguous A 
Steele* 

6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 

L PLAN 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 

Surry County 

No Am. Ind. Res. code 

Surry County 

No Place Code 
Bryan* 
Elkin 1 * 
Elkin 2 * 
Elkin 3 * 

5 10 
5 10 
5 10 
5 10 
5 10 
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HOUSE DRH4174-RN( 4.19) 

Short Title: Congressional Redistricting. (Public) 

Sponsors: House Committee on Congressional Redistricting. 

Referred to: 

1 A BILL TO BE ENTITLED 
2 AN ACT TO DIVIDE NORTH CAROLINA INTO TWELVE CONGRESSIONAL 
3 DISTRICTS. 
4 The General Assembly of North Carolina enacts: 
5 Section 1. (a) G.S. 163-201(a) reads as rewritten: 
6 "(a) For the purpose of nominating and electing members of the House of 
7 Representatives of the Congress of the United States in 1998 and every two years 
8 thereafter, the State of North Carolina shall be divided into 12 districts as follows: 
9 District 1: Beaufort County: Chocowinity township, Richland township, 

10 Washington township: the remainder not in District 3; Bertie County, Craven County: 
11 Epworth *, Cove City *, Dover *, Fort Barnwell *, First Ward *, Second Ward *, 
12 Third Ward *, Fourth Ward *, Fifth Ward *, Clarks *, Country Club *, Rhems *: the 
13 remainder not in District 3; Jasper *; Edgecombe County, Gates County, Granville 
14 County: Antioch *, Corinth *, Oak Hill *, Credle *, East Oxford *, South Oxford *, 
15 W~t Oxford Elementary *, Salem *, Sassafras Fork *, Walnut Grove *; Greene 
16 County, Halifax County, Hertford County, Jones County: Beaver Cr~ek *, 
17 Chinquapin *, Cypress Creek *, Pollocksville *, Trenton *, White Oak *; Lenoir 
18 County: Contentnea *, Institute *, Kinston #1 *, Kinston #2 *, Kinston #6 *, 
19 Kinston #7 *, Kinston #8 *, Kinston #9 *, Moseley Hall *, Sandhill *, Vance *; 
20 Martin County, Northampton County, Person County: Allensville, Cunningham-Chub 
21 Lake, Holloway, Roxboro City # 4, Woodsdale, Roxboro City # 1, Roxboro City # 
22 lA, Roxboro City # 2, Roxboro City # 3; Pitt County: Ayden East *, Belvoir *, 
23 Bethel *, Carolina *, Falkland *, Fountain *, Grifton *, Grimesland *, Pactolus *, 
24 Greenville # 1 *, Greenville # 2, Greenville # 3 *, Greenville # 4 *, Greenville # 5 
25 *, GreCD:ville #6 *, Greenville #13 *, Greenville #2 Noncontiguous; Vance County, 

' 
I 
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1 Warren County, Washington County: Lees Mill *, Plymouth #1 *, Plymouth #2 *, 
2 Plymouth #3 *; Wayne County: Goldsboro #1 *, Goldsboro #2 *, Goldsboro #3 *, 
3 Goldsboro # 5 *, Eureka *, Fremont *, Saulston *, Pinewood *; Wilson County: 
4 Black Creek *, Gardners *, Saratoga *, Stantonsburg *, Toisnot *, Wilson A *, 
5 Wilson B *, Wilson C *, Wilson E *, Wilson F *, Wilson G *, Wilson H *, Wilson I *, 
6 Wilson M *, Wilson N *, Wilson Q *. ' 
7 District 2: FrankUn County, Granville County: Brassfield *, Butner *, Creedmoor 
8 *, Tally Ho*; Hamett County, Johnston County, Lee County, Nash County, Sampson 
9 County: Kitty Fork *, Keener *, Herring *, Newton Grove *, Northeast Clinton *, 

10 Central Clinton *, East Clinton *, West Clinton *, Giddensville *, Turkey *, 
11 Westbrook *; Wake County: Raleigh 01-01 *, Raleigh 01-02 *, Raleigh 01-03 *, 
12 Raleigh 01-05 *, Raleigh 01-06 *, Raleigh 01-07 *, Raleigh 01-09 *, Raleigh 01-10 *, 
13 Raleigh 01-12 *, Raleigh 01-13 *, Raleigh 01-14 *, Raleigh 01-18 *, Raleigh 01-19 *, 
14 Raleigh 01-20 *, Raleigh 01-21 *, Raleigh 01-22 *, Raleigh 01-23 *, Raleigh 01-26 *, 
15 Raleigh 01-27 *, Raleigh 01-28 *, Raleigh 01-31 *, Raleigh 01-34 *, Raleigh 01-35 *, 
16 Raleigh 01-38 *, Raleigh 01-40 *, Raleigh 01-46 *, Bartons Creek #2 *, Little River 
17 #1 *, Little River #2 *, Marks Creek #1 *, Marks Creek #2 *, Raleigh 01-27 Part, 
18 Neuse #1 *, Neuse #2 *, New Light #1 *, New Light #2 *, St. Marys #1 *, St. 
19 Marys # 2 *, St. Matthews # 1 *, St. Matthews # 2 *, St. Matthews # 3 *, St. 
20 Matthews #4 *, Wake Forest #1 *, Wake Forest #2 *; Wilson County: Cross Roads 
21 *, Old Fields *, Spring Hill *, Taylors *, Wilson D *, Wilson J *, Wilson K *, Wilson 
22 L *, Wilson P *. 
23 District 3: Beaufort County: Bath township, Long Acre township, Pantego 
24 township, Washington township: Tract 9905: Block Group 5: Block 522A, Block 
25 528A; Camden County, Carteret County: Carteret County; Chowan County, Craven 
26 County: Emul *,Vanceboro*, Bridgeton*, Truitt*, Harlowe*, Croatan *, Havelock 
27 *, Grantham *, Sixth Ward *, Rhems *: Tract 9604: Block Group 7: Block 701, Block 
28 702, Block 704; River Bend •, Trent Woods •, Woodrow *; Currituck County; Dare 
29 County; Hyde County; Jones County: Tuckahoe *; Lenoir County: Falling Creek *, 
30 Kinston # 3 •, Kinston # 4 •, Kinston # 5 •, Neuse •, Pink Hill # 1 •, Pink Hill # 2 
31 •, Southwest •, Trent #1 *, Trent #2 •, Woodlington *; Onslow County, Pamlico 
32 County; Pasquotank County, Perquimans County, Pitt County: Arthur•, Ayden West 
33 *, Chicod •, Farmville West •, Farmville East *, Simpson *, Swift Creek *, 
34 Winterville West *, Winterville East •, Greenville #7 •, Greenville #8 *, Greenville 
35 #9 *, Greenville #10 *, Greenville #11 *, Greenville #12 *; Tyrrell County, 
36 Washington County: Scuppemong *, Skinnersville *; Wayne County: Brogden *, Mt. 
37 Olive *, Buck Swamp *, Fork *, Grantham *, Great Swamp *, Goldsboro #4 *, 
38 Indian Springs*, White Hall*, New Hope*, Pikeville*, Stoney Creek*. 
39 District 4: Chatham County: Albright *, Bynum *, East Mann's Chapel *, West 
40 Mann's Chapel *, Bennett •, Bonlee *, Harpers Crossroads *, Cape Fear *, East 
41 Pittsboro *, West Pittsboro *, Goldston *,Hadley*, Haw River*, Hickory Mountain 
42 *, New Hope *, Oakland *, East Williams *, West Williams *; Durham County, 
43 Orange County, Person County: Bushy Fork, Flat River, Mt. Tirzah, Olive Hill, 
44 Hurdle Mills; Wake County: Raleigh 01-04 *, Raleigh 01-11 •, Raleigh 01-15 *, 
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1 Raleigh 01-16 *, Raleigh 01-17 *, Raleigh 01-29 *, Raleigh 01-30 *, Raleigh 01-32 *, 
2 Raleigh 01-33 *, Raleigh 01-36 *, Raleigh 01-37 *, Raleigh 01-39 *, Raleigh 01-41 *, 
3 Raleigh 01-42 *, Raleigh 01-43 *, Raleigh 01-44 *, Raleigh 01-45 *, Bartons Creek #1 
4 *,Buckhorn*, Cary #1 *, Cary #2 *, Cary #3 *, Cary #4 *, Cary #5 *, Cary #6 
5 *, Cary #7 *, Cary #8 *, Cary #9 *, Cary #10 *, Cedar Fork *, Holly Springs *, 
6 House Creek # 1 *, House Creek # 2 *, House . Creek # 3 *, House Creek # 4 *, 
7 House Creek # 5 *, House Creek # 6 *, Leesville # 1 *, Leesville # 2 *, Leesville # 3 
8 *, Meredith *, Middle Creek # 1 *, Middle Creek # 2 *, Panther Branch *, St. Marys 
9 #3 *, St. Marys #4 *,St.Marys #5 *,St.Marys #6 *,St.Marys # 7, Swift Creek 

10 #1 *, Swift Creek #2 *, Swift Creek #3 *, Swift Creek #4 *, White Oak #1 *, 
11 White Oak #2 *. 
12 Di:Mflet S: A!&muee Cotmty: Cefttrti Boone *, Nortfl Boone *, &outft Boone *, 
13 lNest Boone *, Boone #S *, Best BurHDgtoft *, Nortfl BurHDgton *, &etttft Bttriingten 
14 *, West Bttriingten *, BurHDgten # S *, Bur~on # 6 *, BurHngteft # 7 *, 
15 BIH'lmgten #8 *, Fetteette *, Eest Gr8:ftem *, Noft1t Gr8:ft&m *, West Gr8:ft8:ffl *, 
16 Gr8:ft8:ffl #3 *, Hew Jtir.,rer *, Neftft MelVtile *, Sottth Melr..tHe *, Merteft *, Pleesut 
17 Gre¥e *, AHeg,liuy Cettnty, Ashe Cettnty, CesweH Cettnty, Devte CettBty, Fersyth 
18 Cettnty: l.ceeeus Creek # 1 *, :!.ceeeus Creek #2 *, A-eeetts Creek #3 1*, Belews 
19 Creek *, Betltenie #1 *, Bet:henie #2 *, Betftenie #3 *, Broeeleey #1 *, 
20 ClemmonsrAHe # 1 *, Clemmonsriti:le # 2 *, Clemmeft!"Ji,He # 3 *, Kemersrmle # 1 *, 
21 Kemersrmle #2 *, KemersVtile #3 *, Kemem'H:le #4 *, Lewi-srmle # 1 *, Lewisrfflle 
22 #2 *, 1...ewwmle #3 *, M:ielelleferk #2 *, M:ielelleferk #3 *, Ola 11:iehmofta *, Olel 
23 Town # 2 *, Ole TeWB # 3 *, Stiem Chapel # 1 *, Stiem Chapel # 2 *, Sotttk Fork 
24 #2 *, Sotttft Fork #3 *, Vieftfte # 1 *, Vieftftfl #2 *, Vieftft& #'3 *, Acrelmore Baptist 
25 Chureh *, Betltebere Merf:wiu Ch'tH'eh *, Biele Wesleyen ChMeh *, Bishop 
26 MeGmnness *, Belton S'VIRmmieg Center *, BreWBIDottgles Reereetien *, Brttnsoft 
27 Elementery Sehoel *, Cti¥8:f)' Baptist Chttreh *, Christ Morertien Chureh *, Cottfttry 
28 Clttl, Fire St. *, Ce¥enent Presbyteriu C:h:ureh *, First C:hristiflft Chureh *, Forsyth 
29 Teeh Vl. Camp. *, Greek Orthoee:x: C:httrek *, Henes Commttnity Center*, Jeffersoft 
30 Elementefy Se.heel *, Letftem Elementery Sekeel *, Messi~ Moreviu C:h'ttfeh *, 
31 ,MiHer Perk Reereetien Center *, Mt. Teeer Hig,li Se.heel *, New Hope United 
32 MetftetitSt Cffltfel! *, Ole Town Preseyterien Ckurek *, Parklenel Hig,li &ehool *, 
33 P8:P1fwey Uniteel Ck'ttfeb *, Philo Mielelle Sehoel *, Pole Perk Reereetion Ceftter *, 
34 ReyBelds Higk &ekoel Gym *, Sneffl1eoe Forest ElememerJ &ekeel *, Setttft Fork 
35 Elem Sehool *, St. Anne's Episeopti Chttreh *, S\tfflfflit Seltoel *, Trinity Uniteel 
36 MetftotitSt Churelt *, Whitaker Elementery &elteol *; Reekiftglt&m Cettftty, Stekes 
37 Comtty; S'llffY Comtty. 
38 District 5; Alamance County, Caswell County, Davie County; Davie County; 
39 Forsyth County; Abbotts Creek # 1 *, Abbotts Creek # 2 *, Abbotts Creek # 3 *, 
40 Belews Creek *, Bethania # 1 *, Bethania # 2 *, Bethania # 3 *, Clemmonsville # 1 
41 *, Clemmonsville #2 *. Clernrnonsville #3 *, Kernersville #1 *. Kernersville #2 *. 
42 Kernersville # 3 *, Kernersville # 4 *, Lewisville # 1 *, Lewisville # 2 *, Lewisville 
43 # 3 *, Old Richmond *, Old Town # 2 *, Old Town # 3 *, Salem Chapel # 1 *, 
44 Salem Chapel #2 *, South Fork #2 *, South Fork #3 *, Vienna #1 *, Vienna #2 
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1 *, Vienna # 3 *, Ardmore Baptist Church *, Bethabara Moravian Church *, Bible 
2 Wesleyan Church *, Bishop McGuinness *, Bolton Swimmin~ Center *, 
3 Brown/Dou~las Recreation *, Brunson Elementazy School *, Calvacy Ba.ptist Church 
4 *, Christ Moravian Church *, Countcy Club Fire St, *, First Christian Church *, 
5 Forsyth Tech w, Camp, *, Greek Orthodox Church *, Hanes Community Center *, 
6 Jefferson Elementazy School *, Latham Elementazy School *, Messiah Moravian 
7 Church *, Miller · Park Recreation Center *, Mt, Tabor Hi~h School *, New Hope 
8 United Methodist Church *, Old Town Presbyterian Church *, Parkland m,h School 
9 *, Parkway United Church *, Polo Park Recreation Center *, Reynolds Hi,h School 

10 Gym *, Sherwood Forest Elementacy School *, South Fork Elem School *, St, 
11 Anne's E,piscopal Church *, Summit School *, Trinity United Methodist Church *, 
12 Whitaker Elementazy School *; Guilford County: Bruce *, North Center Grove *, 
13 South Center Grove *, North Madison *. South Madison *, North Monroe *, South 
14 Monroe *, Oak Rid,e *, Stokesdale *, North Washin&1on *, South Washineton *; 
15 Rockin,ham County, Stokes County: Stokes County; Surzy County; Dobson 1 *, 
16 Dobson 2 *. Dobson 3 *. Eldora *, Franklin *, Lon, Hill *, Mount Aizy 1 *, Mount 
17 Aicy 2 *, Mount Aicy 4 *, Mount Aizy 5 *, Mount Aizy 6 *, Mount Aizy 7 *, Mount 
18 Aicy 8 *, Mount Any 9 *, Pilot 1 *, Pilot 2 *, Rockford *, Shoals *, Siloam *, 
19 Stewarts Creek 1 *, Stewarts Creek 2 *, North Westfield *. South Westfield *, 
20 District 6. Meumce Cetmt)': Alerigl'lt *, BmliBgten #9 *, Ceele *, Se11tft Greem 
21 *, MelYiHe #3 *, !oJertlt Newlin *, Se11tft NewliB *, Pattersen *, Neft:ft Thempsen *, 
22 Setttft Thempsen *, Chatltam Cent)': Nerte: Siler City *, Se11tfl Siler City *; 
23 Daviasen Cetmt)': Meghey *, Central *, I leHy Gre.-..,e *, Lil,ert)' *, Ceuen *, 
24 Se11tflment *, Denten *, Emmens *, Sil¥er ¥alley *, Healiftg Springs *, JaclESen Hill 
25 *, Letiftgten Ne. 1 *, Letingten Ne. 2 *, Ward Ne. 6 *, Welceme *, Silwer HiH *, 
26 Themas?ille Ne. 4 *, Them&S?iHe !oJe. S *, Them&SYttle Ne. 7 *, Themas'fflle !oJe. 9 *, 
27 Themas'"mle Ne. 19 *, Gllil:fera Cetfflt)'. GB 19 *, GB 11 *, GB 12 *, CB 13 *, GB 14 
28 *, GB 16 *, GB 17 *, GB 29 *, GB 21 *, CB 22 *, GB 23 *, GB 27A *, CB 28 *, 
29 GB 31 *, GB 32 *, GB 34A *, GB 3:SA *, GB 37A *, GB 38 *, GB 39 *, GB 49A. *, 
30 GB 41A *, CB 43 *, HP 94 *, HP 98 *, HP 99 *, HP 14 *, HP 16 *, HP 17 *, HP 18 
31 *, HP 29 *, HP 21 *, HP 23 *, HP 24 *, BNce *, Nertlt Center Gre¥e *, Setttft Center 
32 Cre¥e *, Clay *, Deep Jtir1er *, :Fentress 1 *, :Fentress 2 *, P:rienaship 1 *, 
33 :Friendship 2 *, Gie:me.¥iHe *, '.¥1.Htsett *, Greene *, JemesteWB 3 *, Neft:ft Jeffersen 
34 *, Setttfl. Jeffersen *, Nefth Madisen *, Se11tl'l Maeisen *, Neft:ft Menree *, Setttfl. 
35 Memee *, Oak Ri.ege *, Stekesa&le *, So11tlt S11B'l:fter *, Netth \Jhshington *, Se11tfl 
36 WasbiBgten *, CB 27B *, GB 34B *, CB 3SB *, GB 37B *, GB 49B *, GB 41B *, 
37 GIB G *, GB 24C *, GB 27C *, GB 3SC *, Moore Cetfflt)': :Meere Cetfflty, Reaelph 
38 Cetfflt)', Rewe Cetfflt)': Bradsl'law *, Enecl'l?ille *, Blackweleer Park *, Bestie 
39 Scl'leel *, N. Chi.Ba Gre"t·e *, S. Chi.Ba Cre""t·e *, East *MtBapelis *, West *MtBe:pelis 
40 *, East Lanais *, \¥est Lanais *, Bamharat 1-lill *, RockweH *, Bestie Cressreaas *, 
41 F&itlt, F&itlt Nencentig11e11s, Lecke *, SIIHtBer *, Merge I *, !>f(erge H *, Mt. UHa *, 
42 Gela KBel, *, Gr&:B:ite Q11arry *, Hatters Sl'ler, *, 1-lilfere Hills *, TraaiBg :Fera, West 
43 \Jhra H *, TraaiBg Fera NencentigttettS A, Steele *. 
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1 District 6; Chatham County; North Siler City *, South Siler City *; Davidson 
2 County; Abbotts Creek *, Alleehany *, Central *, Holly Grove *, Liberty *, Denton 
3 •, fimmons *, Silver Valley •, Healin& Sprinp •, Jackson Hill •, Silver Hill •. 
4 Thomasville No, 1 •, Thomasville No, 2 •, Thomasville No, 3 *, Thomasville No, 4 *, 
5 Thomasville No. 5 •, Thomasville No, 7 *, Thomasville No, 8 •, Thomasville No, 9 •, 
6 Thomasville No, 10 *; Guilford County; GB-01 •, GB-02 •, GB-03 •, GB-04 •, GB-05 
7 *, GB-06 *, GB-07 *, GB-08 *, GB-09 *, GB-10 *, GB-11 *, GB-12 *, GB-13 *, GB-
8 14 *, GB-15 *, GB-16 *, GB-17 *, GB-18 *, GB-19 *, GB-20 *, GB-21 *, GB-22 *, 
9 GB-23 *, GB-24A *, GB-25 *, GB-26A *, GB-27A *, GB-28 *, GB-29 *, GB-30 *, 

10 GB-31 *, GB-32 *, GB-33 *, GB-34A *, GB-35A *, GB-36 *, GB-37A *, GB-38 *, 
11 GB-39 *, GB-40A *, GB-41A *, GB-42 *, GB-43 *, GB-44 *, GB-45 *, HP-01 •, HP-
12 02 *, HP-03 *, HP-04 *, HP-05 *, HP-06 *, HP-07 *, HP-08 *, HP-09 •, HP-10 *, HP-
13 11 *, HP-12 *, HP-13 *, HP-14 *, HP-15 *, HP-16 *, HP-17 *, HP-18 *, HP-19 *, HP-
14 20 *, HP-21 *, HP-22 *, HP-23 *, HP-24 *, Clay *, Deep River *, Fentress-! *, 
15 fentress-2 *, Friendship-1 *, Friendship-2 *, Gibsonville *, Whitsett *, Greene *, 
16 Jamestown-! *. Jamestown-2 *, Jamestown-3 •. North Jefferson *, South Jefferson *, 
17 North Sumner *, South Sumner *, GB-24B *, GB-26B *, GB-27B *, GB-34B *, GB-
18 35B *, GB-37B *, GB-40B *, GB-41B *, GIB-G *, GB-24C *, GB-27C *, GB-35C *: 
19 Moore County; Randolph County, . 
20 District 7: Bladen County; Brunswick County; Columbus County; Cumberland 
21 County: Beaver Dam*, Black River*, Linden*, Long Hill*, Cedar Creek•, Judson 
22 *, Stedman *, Cross Creek # 1 *, Cross Creek # 3 *, Cross Creek # 4 *, Cross Creek 
23 # 7 •, Cross Creek # 8 *, Cross Creek # 10 *, Cross Creek # 11 *, Cross Creek # 12 
24 *, Cross Creek #14 *, Cross Creek #15 *, Cross Creek #18 *, Cross Creek #20 *, 
25 Cross Creek #22 •, Cross Creek # 23 •, Cross Creek #24 *, Cross Creek # 2 •, 
26 Eastover•, Vander •,Wade•, Alderman *,Sherwood*, Pearces Mill #2 *, Pearces 
27 Mill # 3 *, Pearces Mill # 4 *, Cumberland # 1 *, Cumberland # 2 *, Hope Mills # 1 
28 •, Hope Mills #2 •, Montclair *, Seventy First #2 *, Seventy First #3 *; Duplin 
29 County, New Hanover County, Pender County, Robeson County: Alfordsville*, Back 
30 Swamp *, Britts •, Burnt Swamp *, Fairmont #1 *, Fairmont #2 *, Gaddys *, East 
31 Howellsville *, West Howellsville *, Lumberton #1 *, Lumberton #2 *, Lumberton 
32 # 3 *, Lumberton # 4 *, Lumberton # 5 *, Lumberton # 6 *, Lumberton # 7 *, 
33 Lumberton # 8 *, Orrum *, North Pembroke *, South Pembroke *, Philadelphus *, 
34 Raft Swamp *, Rowland *, Saddletree *, Smiths *, Smyrna *, Sterlings *, Thompson 
35 *, Union *, Whitehouse *, Wishart *; Sampson County: Clement *, Harrells *, 
36 Salemburg *, Ingold *, Autryville *, Roseboro *, Mingo *, Plainview *, Southwest 
37 Clinton *, Rowan *, Garland *, Lakewood *. 
38 District 8: Anson County, Cabarrus County, Cumberland County: Westarea *, 
39 Cross Creek # 5 *, Cross Creek # 6 *, Cross Creek # 9 *, Cross Creek # 13 *, Cross 
40 Creek #16 *, Cross Creek #17 *, Cross Creek #19 *, Cross Creek #21, 
41 Manchester *, Spring Lake *, Beaver Lake *, Brentwood *, Cottonade *, Morganton 
42 Road #1 *, Morganton Road #2 *, Seventy First #1 *; Hoke County, Montgomery 
43 County; Richmond County, Robeson County: Lumber Bridge *, Maxton *, Parkton *, 
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1 Red Springs #1 *, Red Springs #2 *, Rennert *, Shannon *, North St. Pauls *, 
2 South St. Pauls*; Scotland County, Stanly County; Union County. 
3 Dism.et 9: Cle¥elene Cetiftty, Gasteft Cetmty, Meek¼eftbttrg Cettftty. Charlette Pet. 
4 1 *, Charlette Pet. 4, Ch&t'lette Pet. :S *, Clt&t'lette Pet. 6 *, Clt&t'lette Pet. 7 *, 
5 Gharlette Pet. 8 *, Clta:rlette Pet. 10 *, Cltarlette Pet. 18 *, Cltarlette Pet. 19 *, 
6 Clte.rlette Pet. 20 *, Clt&t'lette Pet. 21 *, Clte.rlette Pe't. 32 *, Charlette Pet. 33 *, 
7 Cltarlette Pet. 34 *, Cltarlette Pet. 3:S *, Cltarlette Pet. 36 *, Clt&t'lette Pet. 37 *, 
8 Cltarlette Pct. 38 *, Cltarlette Pct. 4:S *, Clta:rlette Pct. 47 *, Cltarlette Pct. 48 *, 
9 Charlette Pct. 49 *, Charlette Pct. :SO *, Cltarlette Pct. :Sl *, Cltarlette Pet. :S7 *, 

10 Chariette Pct. S8 *, Chariette Pet. S9 *, CltM'lette Pet. 62 *, Cltariette Pet. 63 *, 
11 Cltarlette Pet. 64 *, Charlette Pet. 6:S *, CltM'lette Pct. 66 *, Clte.rlette Pct. 67 *, 
12 Che.rlette Pet. 68 *, Chariette Pet. 69 *, Cltarlette Pct. 70 *, Che.rlette Pet. 71 *, 
13 Chariette Pct. 72 *, Ch:a:rlette Pct. 73 *, CltM'lette Pct. 74 *, Ch:arlette Pet. 7:S *, 
14 Ch&t'lette Pct. 76 *, Ch:a:rlette Pct. 77 *. Tre:ct 0058.06. Bleek Gretti, 1: Bleek 113; 
15 Tre:ct 0959.03: Bleck Gretti, 3: Bleck 340A, Bleck 340B, Bleek 341A, Bleck 341B, 
16 Bleck 342, Bleck 344A, Bleek 344B, Bleck 345, Bleck 346, Bleek 347, Bleck 348, 
17 Bleck 349, Bleck 350, Bleck 351, Bleck 352, Bleck 353, Bloek 354, Bleck 3:SS, Bleck 
18 3S6, Bleck 357, Bleck 361; Ch:arlette Pct. 79 *, Cltarlotte Pct. 80 *, CltM'lotte Pct. 83 
19 *, Clta:rlette Pct. 84 *, Charlette Pct. 8:S *, Ch:a:rlette Pct. 86 *, Cha:rlette Pct. 87 *, 
20 Cltarlette Pct. 88 *, Clta:rlette Pct. 89 *, Cltarlette Pct. 90 *, Cltarlette Pct. 91, 
21 Clta:rlette Pct. 92 *, Charlette Pct. 93 *, Che:r4ette Pct. 94 *, Che:r4ette Pct. 95 *, 
22 Clte:rlette Pct. 96 *, BER. *, CCK *, CO1 *, LEM *, LC1 Nerih, ~{Al *, M,A2 *, 
23 'MA.3 *, M.A.4 *, Cha:rlotte Pct. 102, MH1 *, MH2 *, MH3 *, OAK, PC1 *, PC2 *, 
24 PVL *, PR.1, PR2, PR3, Ch:arlette Pct. 93 PM't, SCl, SC2, Charlette Pct. 100 *. 
25 District 9; Cleveland County, Gaston County, Lincoln County, Mecklenbw:& 
26 County; Charlotte Pct, 1 *, Charlotte Pct, 4, Charlotte Pct. 8 *, Charlotte Pct, 18 *, 
27 Charlotte Pct, 19 *, Charlotte Pct, 20 *, Charlotte Pct, 32 *, Charlotte Pct, 36 *, 
28 Charlotte Pct, 47 *, Charlotte Pct, 48 *, Charlotte Pct, 49 *, Charlotte Pct, 50 *, 
29 Charlotte Pct, 57 *, Charlotte Pct, 58 *, Charlotte Pct, 59 *, Charlotte Pct, 62 *, 
30 Charlotte Pct, 64 *, Charlotte Pct, 65 *, Charlotte Pct, 66 *, Charlotte Pct. 67 *, 
31 Charlotte Pct, 68 *, Charlotte Pct, 69 *, Charlotte Pct, 70 *, Charlotte Pct, 71 *, 
32 Charlotte Pct. 72 *, Charlotte Pct. 73 *, Charlotte Pct, 74 *, Charlotte Pct, 75 *, 
33 Charlotte Pct, 76 *, Charlotte Pct, 77 *; Tract 0058,06; Block Group 1; Block 113; 
34 Tract 0059,03; Block Group 3; Block 340A, Block 340B, Block 341A, Block 341B, 
35 Block 342, Block 344A, Block 344B, Block 345, Block 346, Block 347, Block 348, 
36 Block 349, Block 350, Block 351, Block 352, Block 353. Block 354, Block 355, Block 
37 356, Block 357, Block 361; Charlotte Pct, 79 *, Charlotte Pct, 80 *, Charlotte Pct, 83 
38 *, Charlotte Pct, 85 *, Charlotte Pct. 86 *, Charlotte Pct, 87 *, Charlotte Pct, 88 *, 
39 Charlotte Pct, 89 *, Charlotte Pct, 90 *, Charlotte Pct, 91. Charlotte Pct, 92 *, 
40 Charlotte Pct, 93 *, Charlotte Pct, 94 *, Charlotte Pct, 95 *, Charlotte Pct, 96 *, BER 
41 *, CCK *, CO1 *, LEM *, LC1 - North, MA1 *, MA2 *, MA3 *, MA4 *, Charlotte 
42 Pct, 102, MHl *, MH2 *, MH3 *, OAK, Pct *, PC2 *, PYL *, PRL PR2, PR3, 
43 Charlotte Pct, 93 Part, sc1, sc2, Charlotte Pct. 100 *, 
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1 Distriet 19: AleHBtier Ceety, /tz:,,ePf Ceety; Bttrlfe Ceety, CeleweB Ceety, 
2 Cete¥trb& Ceety, lretieB Ceety: Bet"ftllfty *, Ceneefti *, Davidsen *, Eagle ~tills *, 
3 FeBst6W1l *, ~lew Hope *, OM *, Sltll!'f'esettrg *, Smlelt *, StatesYiHe # 1 *, 
4 Stetes¥ille #2 *, States"mle #4 *, Statesvi:He #S *, TUfflefsettrg *, Unien Gre"le *; 
5 Lifteem Ceety, MitelteH Ceety, Watettga Ceety; WHlfes Ceety, Yatikffl Cel:tftty. 
6 District 10: Alexander County; Alle~hany County; Ashe County; Aveiy County; 
7 Burke County, Caldwell County. Catawba County. Iredell County: Bethany *, 
8 Concord *, Davidson *, Ea~le Mills*, Fallstown *, New Hope*, Olin *, Shmesbure 
9 *, Shiloh *, Statesville # 1 *, Statesville # 2 *, Statesville # 3 *, Statesville # 4 *, 

1 O Statesville # 5 *, Statesville # 6 *, Tumersbure *, Union Grove *; Mitchell County, 
11 Suny County; Bzyan *, Elkin 1 *, Elkin 2 *, Elkin 3 *, Marsh *; Watau~a County; 
12 Wilkes County, Yadkin County, ' 
13 District 11: Buncombe County, Cherokee County; Clay County; Graham C.ounty; 
14 Haywood County; Henderson County, Jackson County; McDowell County; Macon 
15 County; Madison County; Polk County; Rutherford County; Swain County; 
16 Transylvania County; Yancey County. 
17 Distri.et 12: D&"l'ieseB Cel:tftty: Aeeetts Creek: *, Areaeia *, Beene *, HampteB *, 
18 Lemgten Ne. 3 *, Lemgten Ne. 4 *, W&Pti Ne. 1 *, Witrti Ne. 2 *, WMti Ne. 3 *, 
19 WMti ~le. 4 *, WMti Ne. S *, 'Mieway *, Reeds *, Tyre *, Reeey Creek *, 
20 ThenHl~•mle ~le. 1 *, Themas¥ille Ne. 2 *, Themw.-i:lle Ne. 3 *, Them&S'Y'ille Ne. 8 *, 
21 Yetim CeBege *, ·Fersyt,11. Ceety: Breedeay #2 *, Mftley ~~stile Sclteel *, Cer"ler 
22 High Se:heel *, East Wfflsten Liefery *, Eesten Elemefttety Scheel *, Ferest Hi:11 Fire 
23 Stetien *, Ferest Pk. Elementary Selteel *, 14t"ft Sttieet Reereatien Center *, Ha:ppy 
24 Hill Reereetien Center *, Hi:11 MititUe Scheel *, Keftfleey Mieele Selteel *, Lewrllftce 
25 Mitidle Se:heel *, M. L. K:i:ftg Reereetien Center *, MemePiel Celisel:tffl *, ~4inerel 
26 Sprift,gs F. St *, Mt. Sinai CfflH'eb *, St. A:nerews Unites Met"Beeist *, Trmi.ty 
27 Mer&¥illft Ghttrelt *, Wfflsten Lake Family nfCA *; Gmlferti Ce1:tttty: CB 91 *, 
28 CB 92 *, GB 93 •,· GB 94 *, GB 95 *, GB 96 *, CB 97 *, GB 98 *, GB 99 *, GB 15 
29 *, CB· 1g *, CB 19 *, GB 24A *, GB 25 *, CB 26A *, GB 29 *, GB 39 *, GB 33 *, 
30 GB 36 *, GB 42 *, GB 44 *, GB 45 *, HP 91 *, HP 92 *, HP 93 *, HP 95 *, HP 96 *, 
31 HP 97 *, HP 19 *, HP 11 *, HP 12 *, HP 13 *, HP 15 *, HP 19 *, HP 22 *, 
32 Jemestewn 1 *, Jamestown 2 *, Neftlt SttmBer *, GB 24B *, CB 26B *, lfeeeB 
33 Cel:t:B:ty. BEtfflBger *, Cltameersemg *, Cea.ale Creek # 1 *, Ceeele Creek: #2 *, 
34 Ceedle Creek: # 3 *, Cetitile Creek # 4 *, Ceel Springs *, States¥iBe # 3 *, 
35 Stetesr.tille # 6 *, MeeklcMJttrg Ce1:tttty: Clt8:14ette Pet. 2 *, Clt8:14ette Pet. 3, Clt8:14ette 
36 Pet. 9 *, CltMlette Pet. 11 *, Cltarlette Pet. 12 *, ChMlettc Pet. 13 *, ChMlette Pet. 14 
37 *, ChMlette Pet. 15 *, Charlette Pet. 16 *, ChMlette Pet. 17 *, Charlette Pet. 22 *, 
38 CltMlette Pet. 23 *, ChMlette Pet. 24 *, Clt:Mlette Pet. 25 *, Cltmilette Pet. 26 *, 
39 CltMlette Pet. 27 *, CltMlette Pet. 28 *, CltMlette Pet. 29 *, Clt8:14ette Pet. 39 *, 
40 CltMlette Pet. 31 *, Chflf'lette Pet. 39 *, Clt:Mlette Pet. 49 *, CltMlette Pet. 41 *, 
41 CltMlette Pet. 42 *, Cltarlette Pet. 43 *, ChMlette Pet. 44 *, Cltmilette Pet. 46 *, 
42 CltMlette Pet. S2 *, CltMlette Pet. 53 *, Clt8:14ette Pet. 54 *, Cltflf'lette Pet. 5:S *, 
43 Clterlette Pet. S6 *, CltMlette Pet. 69, CltMlette Pet. 61 *, CltMlette Pet. 77 *. tlte 
44 remameer net in Distri.et 9; Cltmilette Pet. 78 *, CltMlette Pet. 81 *, CltMlette Pet. 82 
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1 *, Cherioue Pet. 97 *, Cherloue Pet. 98 *, COR *, CO2 *, DAV *, HUN *, LC2, LCl 
2 Sottt-h, MCl, MC2, Cherloue Pet. 16 Pert, MCl :pert, X:MC2 Noneonagttotts, 
3 Cha-rlo«:e Pet. 184, Cherlotte Pet. 185; R:owe Col:tftty: Cler1eleti *, Ft1e'BkUt1 *, East 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 

S:peneer *, S:peneer *, V.test Innes *, East Ward I *, East Ward H *, Noffh Ward I *, 
~loffh V.Za,d H *, Sottt:11 Vhtr8 *, West VlarEl I *, West W&rd EH *, Scotch Irish *, 
Uftity *· 

District 12; Davidson County; Arcadia *, Boone *, Cotton *, Southmont *, 
Hampton *, Lexin&ion No, 1 *, Lexin&ion No, 2 *, Lexineton No, 3 *, Lexin&ion No, 
4 *, Ward No, t *, Ward No, 2 *, Ward No, 3 *, Ward No, 4 *, Ward No, 5 *, Ward 
No, 6 *, Welcome *, Midway *, Reeds *, Tyro *, Reedy Creek *, Yadkin Colle&e *; 
Forsyth County; Broad bay # t *, Broadbay # 2 *, Middlefork # 2 *, Middlefork # 3 
*, Ashley Middle School *, Carver Hi&h School *, Covenant Presbyterian Church *, 
East Winston Librazy *, Easton Elementary School *, Forest Hill Fire Station *, 
Forest Pk, Elementary School *, 14th Street Recreation Center *, Happy Hill 
Recreation Center *, Hill Middle School *, Kennedy Middle School *, Lowrance 
Middle School *, M, L, Kine; Recreation Center *, Memorial Coliseum *, Mineral 
Sprin,p F, St *, Mt. Sinai Church *, Philo Middle School *, St, Andrews United 
Methodist *, Trinity Moravian Church *, Winston Lake Family YMCA *; Iredell 
County; Barrine;er *, Chambersbur& *, Coddle Creek # 1 *, Coddle Creek # 2 *, 
Coddle Creek #3 *, Coddle Creek #4 *, Cool Sprin&s *; Mecklenbure; County; 
Charlotte Pct, 2 *, Charlotte Pct, 3, Charlotte Pct, 5 *, Charlotte Pct, 6 *, Charlotte 
Pct, 7 *, Charlotte Pct, 2 *, Charlotte Pct, 10 *, Charlotte Pct, 11 *, Charlotte Pct, 12 
*, Charlotte Pct, 13 *, Charlotte Pct, 14 *, Charlotte Pct, 15 *, Charlotte Pct, 16 *, 
Charlotte Pct, 17 *, Charlotte Pct, 21 •, Charlotte Pct, 22 •, Charlotte Pct, 23 • 
Charlotte Pct, 24 *, Charlotte Pct, 25 *, Charlotte Pct, 26 *, Charlotte Pct, 27 * 
Charlotte Pct, 28 *, Charlotte Pct, 29 •, Charlotte Pct, 30 *, Charlotte Pct, 31 • 
Charlotte Pct, 33 *, Charlotte Pct. 34 *, Charlotte Pct, 35 *, Charlotte Pct, 37 * 
Charlotte Pct, 38 *, Charlotte Pct, 39 *, Charlotte Pct, 40 *, Charlotte Pct, 41 * 
Charlotte Pct, 42 *, Charlotte Pct, 43 *, Charlotte Pct, 44 *, Charlotte Pct, 45 • 
Charlptte Pct, 46 •, Charlotte Pct, 51 •, Charlotte Pct, 52 *, Charlotte Pct, 53 *, 
Charlotte Pct, 54 •, Charlotte Pct, 55 •, Charlotte Pct, 56 *, Charlotte Pct, 60. 
Charlotte Pct, 61 *, Charlotte Pct, 63 *, Charlotte Pct, 77 *; Tract 0038,04; Block 
Group 2; Tract 0058.06; Block Group 1; Block 101, Block 102, Block 103, Block 104, 
Block 105. Block 106A. Block 107, Block 108A, Block 109, Block 110. Block 111A, 
Block 124A, Block 125, Block 126, Block 127, Block 128A, Block 128B, Block 129, 
Block 130: Tract 0059,03; Block Group 3; Block 301, Block 302, Block 303, Block 
304, Block 343, Block 386, Block 387; Charlotte Pct, 78 *, Charlotte Pct, 81 *, 
Charlotte Pct, 82 *, Charlotte Pct, 84 *, Charlotte Pct. 97 *, Charlotte Pct, 98 *, COR 
*, CO2 *, DAY *, HUN *, LC2, LCl - South. MCL MC2, Charlotte Pct, 16 Part, 
MCl part, XMC2 Noncontie;uous, Charlotte Pct. 104, Charlotte Pct, 105; Rowan 
County," 

{b) The new plan adopted by subsection (a) of this section is an Interim 
Plan effective for the 1998 election only. G.S. 163-201(a) as it existed prior to the 
enactment of this section is effective for the election in 2000. 
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1 Section 2. This act is effective when it becomes law. 

• 
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VISITOR REGISTRATION SHEET 

HOUSE CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING COMM. May 19, 1998 
Name of Committee Date 

VISITORS: PLEASE SIGN BELOW AND RETURN TO COMMITTEE CLERK 

NAME FIRM OR AGENCY AND ADDRESS 



NORTH CAROLINA HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
COMMITTEE MEETING NOTICE 

You are hereby notified that the Committee on CONGRESSIONAL 
REDISTRICTING will meet as follows: 

DAY &DATE: Wednesday, September 23, 1998 

Immediately following Session 

Chamber Desk (Seat 28) 

TIME: 

LOCATION: 

The following bills will be considered (Bill# & Short Title): 

HB 599 - CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING - 4 
HB 1398 - CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING/FMIV 

Respectfully, 

Representative W. Edwin McMahan 
Chairman 

I hereby certify this notice was filed by the committee clerk at the following offices at 
2:00 p.m. on September 18, 1998. 

_Principal Clerk 
_Reading Clerk - House Chamber 

Sharon Cram (Committee Clerk) 
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MINUTES 

HOUSE COMMITTEE ON CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING 

Gene Arnold 
Walter Church, Sr. 
Jim Crawford 
Don Davis 

Septe_mber 23, 1998 
5:25 p.m. 

W. Edwin McMahan, Chairman 

Members Present 

Robert Grady 
Lyons Gray 
Mary McAllister 
Richard Morgan 

The House Committee on Congressional Redistricting met at 5 :25 p.m. on 
September 23, 1998 in the House Chamber, Seat 28 with Chairman Edwin McMahan 
presiding. 

Chairman McMahan: The meeting will come to order. We are here today to 
discuss House Bill 599, entitled Congressional Redistricting-4, and House Bill 1398, 
entitled Congressional Redistricting/FMIV Is there any discussion. Do I hear a motion 
to postpone indefinitely House Bill 599. 

Representative Morgan: I move that we postpone indefinitely House Bill 599. 

Representative Davis: Second 

Chairman McMahan: All in favor raise your right hand. All opposed. House 
Bill 599 will be postponed indefinitely. Do I hear a motion to postpone indefinitely 
House Bill 1398. 

Representative Lyons Gray: I move that we postpone indefinitely House Bill 
1398. 

Representative Davis: Second. 



House Congressional Redistricting Committee 
Minutes 9-23-98 

Chairman McMahan: All in favor raise your right hand. All opposed. House 
Bill 1398 will be postponed indefinitely. The meeting is adjourned. 

The meeting was adj 

fJJ2 ()1(1 -L 
W. Edwin McMahan, Chairman 

Sharon Cram, Committee Clerk 

2 



1998 COMMITTEE REPORT 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

The following report(s) from standing committee(s) is/are presented: 
By Representative(s) McMahan for the Committee on CONGRESSIONAL 
REDISTRICTING. 

D Committee Substitute for 
H.B. 599 A BILL TO BE ENTITLED AN ACT TO DIVIDE NORTH CAROLINA INTO 

TWELVE CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS, IMPLEMENTING SHAW COMPLIANCE 
PLAN C. 

D With a favorable report. 

D With a favorable report and recommendation that the bill be re-referred to the Committee on 
D Appropriations D Finance D 

D With a favorable report, as amended. 

D With a favorable report, as amended, and recommendation that the bill be re-referred to the 
Committee on D Appropriations D Finance D 

D With a favorable report as to committee substitute bill(# ), D which changes the title, 
unfavorable as to original bill (Committee Substitute Bill# ), (and recommendation 
that the committee substitute bill# ) be re-referred to the Committee on .) 

D With a favorable report as to House committee substitute bill (# 
the title, unfavorable as to Senate committee substitute bill. 

), □ which changes 

D And having received a unanimous vote in committee, is placed on the Consent Calendar. 
(PUBLIC BILLS ONLY) 

D With an unfavorable report. 

D With recommendation that the House concur. 

D With recommendation that the House do not concur. 

D With recommendation that the House do not concur; request conferees. 

□ With recommendation that the House concur; committee believes bill to be material. 

D With an unfavorable report, with a Minority Report attached. 

D Without prejudice. 

~ With an indefinite postponement report. 

□ With an indefinite postponement report, with a Minority Report attached. 

0 With recommendation that it be adopted. (HOUSE RESOLUTION ONLY) 
3/25/98 



1 
'I 
I 

• 
l 

.J 

• 

• 

H 

GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF NORTH CAROLINA 

SESSION 1997 

HOUSE BILL 599 

Short Title: Congressional Redistricting. 

Sponsors: Representative Wood. 

' Referred to: Congressional Redistricting. 

March 25, 1997 

1 A BILL TO BE ENTITLED 

1 

(Public) 

2 AN ACT TO DIVIDE NORTH CAROLINA INTO TWELVE CONGRESSIONAL 
3 DISTRICTS, IMPLEMENTING SHAW COMPLIANCE PLAN C . 
4 The General Assembly of North Carolina enacts: 
5 Section 1. That part of Section 1 of Chapter 6 of the Session Laws of the 
6 1991 Extra Session which rewrote G.S. 163-201(a) is repealed. 
7 Section 2. G.S. 163-201(a) reads as rewritten: 
8 "(a) For the purpose of nominating and electing members of the House of 
9 Representatives of the Congress of the United States in ~ 1998 and every two 

10 years thereafter, the State of North Carolina shall be divided into H- 12 districts as 
11 follows: 
12 FIRST DISTRICT: Beattfoft, Beftie, Camdefl, Caftefet, Chowafl, Crnvefl, 
13 Cttnituck, Dafe, Gates, Gfeefle, Heftfofd, Hyde, Lefloif, Maftifl, Nofthhamptofl, 
14 Pamlico, Pasq_uotaflk, Pefq_uimafls, Pitt, Tyffell, afld 1Nasliiflgtofl Cottflties. 
15 SECOND DISTRICT: Caswell, Dufham, Edgecombe, Gfaflville, Halifux, Nash, 
16 PefSOH, Vaflee, Waffefl, afld 1Nilsofl Cottflties; afld the O'Neals Towflship ifl Johflstoa 
1 7 Cottflty. 
18 THIRD DISTRICT: Bladefl, Dttplifl, Hafflett, JoHes, Lee, Oflslow, Pefldef, 
19 Sampsofl, afld Wayfle Cottflties; the followiflg towH:ships Of Johflstofl Couflty: Baflflef, 

· 20 BefltOflS¥iHe, Beulah, Boofl Hill, Claytofl, Clevelafld, Elevatiofl, lflgfams, Meadow, 
21 Miefo, Pifle Level, Pleasaflt Gfo:Ye, Selma, Smithfield, 1Nildefs, afld \llilsofl Mills; afld 
22 the foHo•.viflg towflships of Moofe Cottflty: 1 (Cafthage), 4 (Rittefs), 5 (Deep Rivef), 6 
23 (Gfeefl:wood), afld 10 (Little Rh•ef). 
24 FOURTH DISTRICT: Chatham, Frnflklifl, Ofaftge, Raftdolph, afld 1Nake Couflties . 
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1 FIFTH DISTRICT. Alc:KaHder, AHeghaHy, Ashe, Forsyth, R:ockiHghaffl, Stokes, 
2 Surry, aH:d \1/ilkes CouH:ties. 
3 SIXTH DISTRICT: l\lafflaHce, Davidson, and Guilferd Counties. 
4 SEVENTH DISTRICT: Bntnswick, Coluffleus, Cuffleerland, New llaHoYer, aHd 
5 · Roeeson Counties. 
6 EIGHTH DISTRICT: Anson, Cabarrus, Da,.tie, Holte, Montgofflery, RichffloHd, 
7 Rowan, Scotland, Stanly, aH:d Union Counties; and the fellowing townships of Moore 
8 County: 2 (Bensaleffl), 3 (Sheffielas), 7 (McNeiHs), 8 (Sana Hill), at1d 9 (Miflernl 
9 Spriflgs); ana the fellowing townships of Yadltin Couflty: Booflville, East Bend, Fall 

10 Creek, Foreush, Knees, at1a Lieerty. 
11 'NINTH DISTRICT. IreeeH, LincolH, at1d Mecklenburg Couflties, at1e the foHowit1g 
12 townships of Yaekit1 County: Buck Shoal ana Deep Creek. 
13 TENTH DISTRICT. Burke, Caldwell, Catawba, Cle·1eland, Gaston, at1d \l/atauga 
14 Cout1ties, at1a the follov1it1g to·w1t1ships of Avery Cout1ty: Bat1fler Elk, Beech 
15 ~{oufltaifl, Crat1een=y, LinYiHe, ane \Vilsofls Creek. 
16 ELEVE:P.tTH DISTRICT: But1cofflee, Cherokee, Clay, Grahaffl, IIayvtood, 
17 Hendersofl, Jacltson, McDowell, Macofl, Madisofl, Mitchell, Polle, Rutherford, Swaifl, 
18 Traflsyl·tafli&, &fld Yaflcey Couflties; &fld the foHowiflg towflships of AYery Couflty: 
19 i\.lt&fflOflt, Roariflg Creek, &fla Toe RiYer. 
20 

District 1: Bertie County. Chowan County. Edgecombe County, Franklin County. 
Gates County. Greene County, Halifax County. Hertford County, Lenoir County: 

21 
22 
23 Contentnea *. Falling Creek *.Institute*, Kinston #1 *, Kinston #2 *, Kinston #3 
24 *, Kinston # 4 *, Kinston # 5 *, Kinston # 6 *, Kinston # 7 *, Kinston # 8 *, Kinston 
25 #9 *, Moseley Hall *, Vance *: Martin County, Nash County: Castalia *, Griffins *, 
26 Mannings #1 *, Mannings #2 *, No. Whitakers #1 *, No. Whitakers #2 *, Red 
27 Oak *, Rocky Mount #1 *, Rocky Mount #2 *, Rocky Mount #3 *, Rocky Mount 
28 # 4 *, Rocky Mount # 6 *, Stony Creek # 1, Stony Creek Noncontiguous A, Stony 
29 Creek Noncontiguous B, Battleboro *: Northampton County, Pasquotank County. 
30 Perquimans County, Pitt County: Belvoir *, Bethel *, Carolina *, Falkland *, 
31 Greenville # 1 *, Greenville # 2, Greenville # 3 *, Greenville # 4 *, Greenville # 5 
32 *, Greenville # 6 *, Greenville # 12 *, Greenville # 13 *, Greenville # 2 
33 Noncontiguous; Vance County, Warren County. Washington CoJnty. Wilson County: 
34 Gardners *, Saratoga *, Stantonsburg *, Toisnot *, Wilson A *, Wilson B *, Wilson C 
35 *. Wilson D *, Wilson E *, Wilson F *, Wilson G *, Wilson H *, Wilson I *, Wilson 
36 M *. Wilson N *. Wilson O *. 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 

District 2: Cumberland County: Westarea *, Cross Creek # 1 *. Cross Creek # 3 *, 
Cross Creek # 4 *, Cross Creek # 5 *. Cross Creek # 7 *. Cross Creek # 8 *, Cross 
Creek # 13 *, Cross Creek # 16 *, Cross Creek # 17 *. Cross Creek # 19 *, Cross 
Creek #21, Cross Creek #2 *, Manchester *, Spring Lake *. Beaver Lake *, 
Brentwood *. Cottonade *, Montclair *, Morganton Road # 1 *. Morganton Road # 2 
*. Seventy First #1 *: Durham County: Bragtown School*, Brogden Junior H.S. *. 
Burton School *, C.C. Spaulding School *. Club Blvd. School *, Durham Co. Main 
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1 Library *, Durham High School *, Fire Station #6 *, Forest Hills Club House *. 
2 Holloway Street School *, Holton Junior High School *, Hope Valley School *. 
3 Lakewood School *, Moose Lodge *. Morehead School *, North Durham School 
4 Building *, Pearson School *. Pearsontown School *. R.N. Harris *. Rogers-Herr 
5 Junior H.S. *. Shephard Junior H.S. *, Watts Street School *, Weaver Street 
6 Community Center *, White Rock Baptist Church *, Y.E. Smith School *, Campus 
7 Precinct *, Bethesda Ruritan Club *, Nelson Community Center *; Harnett County, 
8 Hoke County, Robeson County: Alfordsville *, Back Swamp *, Burnt Swamp *, 
9 Fairmont #1 *, Fairmont #2 *, Gaddys *, Lumber Bridge *, Lumberton #5 *, 

10 Lumberton #6 *. Lumberton #7 *. Maxton *,Orrum*, Parkton*, North Pembroke 
11 *, South Pembroke *, Philadelphus *, Raft Swamp *, Red Springs # 1 *, Red Springs 
12 #2 *, Rennert *, Rowland *. Saddletree *. Shannon *. Smiths *, Sterlings *. North 
13 St. Pauls *, Thompson *, Union *. Whitehouse *: Scotland County, Wake County: 
14 Raleigh 01-13 *. Raleigh 01-14 *, Raleigh 01-19 *, Raleigh 01-20 *, Raleigh 01-21 *, 
15 Raleigh 01-'22 *, Raleigh 01-23 *, Raleigh 01-26 *, Raleigh 01-27 *, Raleigh 01-28 *, 
16 Raleigh 01-34 *, Raleigh 01-35 *, Raleigh 01-40 *, Buckhorn *, Cedar Fork *, Holly 
17 Springs*, Middle Creek #1 *, Middle Creek #2 *,St.Marys #2 *, Swift Creek #1 
18 *, Swift Creek #2 *, Swift Creek #4 *, White Oak #1 *, White Oak #2 *. 
19 
20 District 3: Beaufort County: Beaufort County: Camden County, Carteret County: 
21 Carteret County: Craven County, Currituck County: Currituck County: Dare County: 
22 Dare County: Duplin County. Hyde County: Hyde County: Jones County. Lenoir 
23 County: Neuse *, Pink Hill # 1 *. Pink Hill # 2 *, Sandhill *, Southwest *, Trent # 1 
24 *, Trent #2 *. Woodlington *; Onslow County: Cross Roads *, East Northwoods *. 
25 West Northwoods *. Half Moon *, New River *, Tar Landing *, Catherine Lake *, 
26 Haw Branch *, Gum Branch *, Richlands *. Harris Creek *, Bear Creek *, Hubert *. 
27 Swansboro *, Mills *, Mortons *, Northeast *, Camp Lejeune Military Base 9, Camp 
28 Lejeune Military Base 12. Camp Lejeune Military Base 13, VTD ZZZZ: Pamlico 
29 County: Pamlico County: Pitt County: Arthur *, Ayden West *, Ayden East *, Chi cod 
30 *, Farmville West *, Farmville East *. Fountain *, Grifton *, Grimesland *. Simpson 
31 *. Pactolus *. Swift Creek *. Winterville West *, Winterville East*. Greenville #7 *, 
32 Greenville #8 *, Greenville #9 *, Greenville #10 *, Greenville #11 *: Tyrrell 
33 County. Wayne County. 
34 
35 District 4: Durham County: Neal Junior H.S. *. Edison Johnson Community 
36 Center *, Hillandale School *. Homestead Heights Baptist *, Cole Mill Church of 
37 Christ *. Carrington Junior H.S. *. Eno Valley School *. Northern H.S. *, DNOE 
38 VALLEY SCHOOL NONCONTIGUOUS *, Mangum School *, Rougemont United 
39 Methodist *, Gorman Ruritan Club *. Oak Grove School *: Johnston County. Nash 
40 County: Bailey *, Coopers *. Drywells *. Ferrells *, Jacksons *, Nashville *. Oak 
.41 Level. Oak Level Noncontiguous. Rocky Mount #5 *, Rocky Mount #7 *: Orange 
42 County: Battle Park *. Coker Hills *, Colonial Heights . *. Country Club *. East 
43 Franklin *. Eastside *, Estes Hills *. Foxcroft *, Glenwood *, Greenwood *. Lincoln 
44 *. North Carrboro*, Norside *,Patterson*. Ridgefield*. Town Hall*. Weaver Dairy 
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1 *, Westwood *, Eno *, St. Marys *, Caldwell *; Wake County: Raleigh 01-01 *, 
2 Raleigh 01-02 *, Raleigh 01-03 *, Raleigh 01-04 *, Raleigh 01-05 *, Raleigh 01-06 *, 
3 Raleigh 01-07 *, Raleigh 01-09 *, Raleigh 01-10 *, Raleigh 01-11 *, Raleigh 01-12 *, 
4 Raleigh 01-15 *, Raleigh 01-16 *, Raleigh 01-17 *, Raleigh 01-18 *, Raleigh 01-29 *, 
5 Raleigh 01-30 *, Raleigh 01-31 *, Raleigh 01-32 *, Raleigh 01-33 *, Raleigh 01-36 *, 
6 Raleigh 01-37 *, Raleigh 01-38 *, Raleigh 01-39 *, Raleigh 01-41 *, Raleigh 01-42 *, 
7 Raleigh 01-43 *, Raleigh 01-44 *, Raleigh 01-45 *, Raleigh 01-46 *, Bartons Creek # 1 
8 *. Bartons Creek #2 *, Cary #1 *, Cary #2 *, Cary #3 *, Cary #4 *. Cary #5 *, 
9 Cary #6 *, Cary #7 *, Cary #8 *, Cary #9 *, Cary #10 *, House Creek #1 *, 

10 House Creek #2 *, House Creek #3 *, House Creek #4 *, House Creek #5 *, 
11 House Creek # 6 *, Leesville # 1 *, Leesville # 2 *, Leesville # 3 *, Little River # 1 
12 *, Little River #2 *. Marks Creek #1 *, Marks Creek #2 *,Meredith*. Raleigh 01-
13 27 Part, Neuse #1 *. Neuse #2 *. New Light #1 *, New Light #2 *, Panther 
14 Branch *, St. Marys # 1 *, St. Marys # 3 *, St. Marys # 4 *, St. Marys # 5 *, St. 
15 Marys #6 *. St. Marys # 7, St. Matthews #1 *, St. Matthews #2 *.St.Matthews 
16 #3 *,St.Matthews #4 *. Swift Creek #3 *, Wake Forest #1 *, Wake Forest #2 *; 
17 Wilson County: Black Creek *, Cross Roads *, Old Fields *, Spring Hill *, Taylors *, 
18 Wilson J *, Wilson K *, Wilson L *, Wilson P *. 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

District 5: Alamance County. Alleghany County: Alleghany County: Caswell 
County. Forsyth County: Belews Creek *, Bethania #1 *. Bethania #2 *. Bethania 
# 3 *, Kernersville # 2 *, Lewisville # 1 *, Lewisville # 2 *, Lewisville # 3 *. Old 
Richmond *. Old Town #2 *. Old Town # 3 *. Salem Chapel # 1 *, Salem Chapel 

24 #2 *, South Fork #3 *, Vienna #1 *. Vienna #2 *. Vienna #3 *, Ardmore Baptist 
25 Church *. Bethabara Moravian Church *. Bible Wesleyan Church *. Bishop 
26 McGuinness *, Bolton Swimming Center *. Brown/Douglas Recreation *. Calvary 
27 Baptist Church *, Christ Moravian Church *. Country Club Fire St. *. Covenant 
28 Presbyterian Church *, First Christian Church *. Forest Hill Fire Station *, Forsyth 
29 Tech W. Camp. *. Greek Orthodox Church *. Hanes Community Center*, Jefferson 
30 Elementary School *. Latham Elementary School *. M. L. King Recreation Center *, 
31 Memorial Coliseum *, Messiah Moravian Church *. Miller Park Recreation Center*, 
32 Mt. Tabor High School *. New Hope United Methodist Church *. Old Town 
33 Presbyterian Church *. Parkland High School *, Parkv -ay United Church *. Philo 
34 Middle School *. Polo Park Recreation Center *, Reynolds High School Gym *, 
35 Sherwood Forest Elementary School *. South Fork Elem School *. St. Anne's 
36 Episcopal Church *. Summit School *, Trinity United Methodist Church *, Whitaker 
37 Elementary School*: Granville County, Person County, Rockingham County, Stokes 
38 County: Stokes County; Surry County. 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 

District 6: Chatham County. Durham County: E.K. Powe School *, Holy Infant 
Catholic Church *. Multi-Purpose Building/Duke *. NC School of Science & Math *, 
St. Stephens/Parish Hall *. Durham Academy Gym *, Five Oaks Seventh Day 
Adventist Church *. Jordan H.S. *. Parkwood School *: Guilford County: GB-01 *, 

44 GB-02 *, GB-03 *. GB-04 *. GB-10 *. GB-11 *. GB-12 *. GB-13 *. GB-14 *, GB-15 
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1 *, GB-16 *, GB-17 *. GB-18 *, GB-19 *, GB-20 *. GB-21 *, GB-22 *. GB-23 *. GB-
2 27A *, GB-28 *, GB-31 *, GB-32 *, GB-33 *, GB-34A *, GB-35A *, GB-36 *, GB-
3 37A *, GB-38 *, GB-39 *, GB-40A *, GB-41A *, GB-43 *, Bruce *, North Center 
4 Grove *, South Center Grove *. Clay *, Fentress-1 *, Fentress-2 *, Friendship-1 *, 
5 Friendship-2 *, Gibsonville *, Whitsett *, Greene *, North Jefferson *. South 
6 Jefferson *, North Madison *, South Madison *, North Monroe *, South Monroe *, 
7 Oak Ridge *, Stokesdale *, North Washington *, South Washington *, GB-27B *, 
8 GB-34B *, GB-35B *, GB-37B *, GB-40B *, GB-41B *, GIB-G *, GB-24C *, GB-27C 
9 *, GB-35C *; Lee County, Montgomery County: Montgomery County; Moore County: 

10 Moore County: Orange County: Orange Grove *, White Cross *, Carr *, Cedar 
11 Grove *, Tolars *, Coles Store *, Dogwood Acres *, Kings Mill *, Lions Club *, 
12 Mason Farm *, Owasa *, St. John *, Cheeks *, Efland *, Cameron Park *, Grady 
13 Brown *, Hillsborough *, West Hillsborough *; Randolph County. 
14 
15 District 7: Bladen County: Bladen County; Brunswick County: Brunswick County: 
16 Columbus County: Columbus County; Cumberland County: Beaver Dam *, Black 
17 River *, Linden *. Long Hill *, Cedar Creek *, Judson *, Stedman *; Cross Creek 
18 #6 *, Cross Creek #9 *, Cross Creek #10 *, Cross Creek #11 *, Cross Creek #12 
19 *, Cross Creek # 14 *, Cross Creek # 15 *, Cross Creek # 18 *, Cross Creek # 20 *, 
20 Cross Creek # 22 *, Cross Creek # 23 *. Cross Creek # 24 *, Eastover *. Vander *, 
21 Wade *, Alderman *. Sherwood *. Pearces Mill #2 *, Pearces Mill #3 *. Pearces 
22 Mill #4 *, Cumberland #1 *, Cumberland #2 *, Hope Mills #1 *, Hope Mills #2 
23 *. Seventy First #2 *, Seventy First #3 *; New Hanover County, Onslow County: 
24 Jacksonville, Brynn Marr *. Folkstone *, Haws Run *. Holly Ridge *, Sneads Ferry *. 
25 Verona *, Camp Lejeune Military · Base 1, Camp Lejeune Military Base 2. Camp 
26 Lejeune Military Base 3, Camp Lejeune Military Base 4. Camp Lejeune Military Base 
27 5. Camp Lejeune Military Base 6, Camp Lejeune Military Base 7. Camp Lejeune 
28 Military Base 8. Camp Lejeune Military Base 10, Camp Lejeune Military Base 11. 
29 Camp Lejeune Military Base 14; Pender County, Robeson County: Britts *, East 
30 Howellsville *, West Howellsville *, Lumberton #1 *, Lumberton #2 *. Lumberton 
31 #3 *. Lumberton #4 *, Lumberton #8 *. Smyrna *, South St. Pauls *, Wishart *: 
32 Sampson County. 
33 
34 District 8: Anson County. Cabarrus County, Mecklenburg County: Charlotte Pct. 4. 
35 Charlotte Pct. 6 *. Charlotte Pct. 14 *, Charlotte Pct. 26 *. Charlotte Pct. 27 * 
36 Charlotte Pct. 28 *, Charlotte Pct. 30 *, Charlotte Pct. 36 *, Charlotte Pct. 42 * 
37 Charlotte Pct. 54 *. Charlotte Pct. 56 *, Charlotte Pct.· 60. Charlotte Pct. 62 * 
38 Charlotte Pct. 63 * Charlotte Pct. 64 * Charlotte Pct. 65 * Charlotte Pct. 67 * 
39 Charlotte Pct. 68 * Charlotte Pct. 69 * Charlotte Pct. 70 * Charlotte Pct. 71 * 
40 Charlotte Pct. 72 * Charlotte Pct. 82 * Charlotte Pct. 83 * Charlotte Pct. 84 * 
41 Charlotte Pct. 85 * Charlotte Pct. 86 * Charlotte Pct. 87 * Charlotte Pct. 88 * 
42 Charlotte Pct. 90 *, Charlotte Pct. 91, Charlotte Pct. 93 *, Charlotte Pct. 94 * 
43 Charlotte Pct. 95 *, Charlotte Pct. 96 *, CCK *, COR *, COl *. CO2 *, DAV *. 
44 HUN*. MCl. MC2. MCl part, XMC2 Noncontiguous, MAl *, MA2 *, MA3 *. MA4 
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1 *, Charlotte Pct. 102, MHl *, MH2 *, MH3 *, PRl, PR2, PR3, Charlotte Pct. 93 Part, 
2 Charlotte Pct. 100 *, Charlotte Pct. 104, Charlotte Pct. 105; Richmond County. Stanly 
3 County: Stanly County: Union County. 
4 
5 District 9: Cleveland County. Gaston County. Lincoln County, Mecklenburg 
6 County: Charlotte Pct. 1 *, Charlotte Pct. 2 *, Charlotte Pct. 3, Charlotte Pct. 5 *, 
7 Charlotte Pct. 7 *, Charlotte Pct. 8 *, Charlotte Pct. 9 *, Charlotte Pct. 10 *, Charlotte 
8 Pct. 11 *, Charlotte Pct. 12 *, Charlotte Pct. 13 *, Charlotte Pct. 15 *, Charlotte Pct. 
9 17 *, Charlotte Pct. 18 *, Charlotte Pct. 19 *, Charlotte Pct. 20 *, Charlotte Pct. 21 *, 

10 Charlotte Pct. 22 * Charlotte Pct. 23 *, Charlotte Pct. 24 *, Charlotte Pct. 25 * 
11 Charlotte Pct. 29 *, Charlotte Pct. 31 *, Charlotte Pct. 32 *, Charlotte Pct. 33 * 
12 Charlotte Pct. 34 * Charlotte Pct. 35 *, Charlotte Pct. 37 *, Charlotte Pct. 38 * 
13 Charlotte Pct. 39 * · Charlotte Pct. 40 * Charlotte Pct. 41 *· Charlotte Pct. 43 * 
14 Charlotte Pct. 44 * Charlotte Pct. 45 * Charlotte Pct. 46 * Charlotte Pct. 47 * 
15 Charlotte Pct. 48 * Charlotte Pct. 49 * Charlotte Pct. 50 *, Charlotte Pct. 51 * 
16 Charlotte Pct. 52 * Charlotte Pct. 53 * Charlotte Pct. 57 * Charlotte Pct. 58 * 
17 Charlotte Pct. 59 * Charlotte Pct. 61 * Charlotte Pct. 66 *, Charlotte Pct. 73 * 
18 Charlotte Pct. 74 * Charlotte Pct. 75 * Charlotte Pct. 76 *, Charlotte Pct. 77 * 
19 Charlotte Pct. 78 *, Charlotte Pct. 79 * Charlotte Pct. 80 *, Charlotte Pct. 81 * 
20 Charlotte Pct. 89 *, Charlotte Pct. 92 *, Charlotte Pct. 97 *, Charlotte Pct. 98 *, BER 
21 *, Charlotte Pct. 16 Part. OAK, PCl *, PC2 *. PVL *. SCl, SC2. 
22 
23 District 10: Alexander County: Alexander County: Ashe County: Ashe County; 
24 Avery County: Avery County; Burke County, Caldwell County, Catawba County, 
25 Iredell County, Mecklenburg County: Charlotte Pct. 16 *, Charlotte Pct. 55 · *, LEM *, 
26 LCl - North. LC2, LCl - South: Mitchell County, Watauga County: Watauga County: 
27 Wilkes County. 
28 
29 District 11: Buncombe County, Cherokee County: Cherokee County; Clay County: 
30 Clay County: Graham County: Graham County: Haywood County: Haywood County: 
31 Henderson County, Jackson County: Jackson County; McDowell County: McDowell 
32 County; Macon County: Macon County; Madison County: Madison County: Polk 
33 County: Polk County; Rutherford County: Rutherfc rd County; Swain County: Swain 
34 County; Transylvania County: Transylvania County; Yancey County. 
35 
36 District 12: Davidson County, Davie County: Davie County; Forsyth County: 
37 Abbotts Creek #1 *. Abbotts Creek #2 *, Abbotts Creek #3 *, Broadbay #1 *. 
38 Broadbay # 2 *, Clemmonsville # 1 *, Clemmonsville # 2 *, Clemmonsville # 3 *, 
39 Kernersville # 1 *, Kernersville # 3 *, Kernersville # 4 *, Middlefork # 2 *, 
40 Middlefork #3 *, South Fork #2 *, Ashley Middle School *, Brunson Elementary 
41 School *, Carver High School *, East Winston Library *, Easton Elementary School 
42 *. Forest Pk. Elementary School *. 14th Street Recreation Center *, Happy Hill 
43 Recreation Center *, Hill Middle School *, Kennedy Middle School *, Lowrance 
44 Middle School *. Mineral Springs F. St *. Mt. Sinai Church *. St. Andrews United 

Page 6 House Bill 599 

• 

• 

j 

• 



I' 

GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF NORTH CAROLINA SESSION 1997 

• 1 Methodist *, Trinity Moravian Church *, Winston Lake Family YMCA *; Guilford 
2 County: GB-05 *, GB-06 *, GB-07 *, GB-08 *, GB-09 *. GB-24A *, GB-25 *. GB-
3 26A *, GB-29 *. GB-30 *. GB-42 *, GB-44 *, GB-45 *. HP-01 *. HP-02 *, HP-03 *, 
4 HP-04 *. HP-05 *, HP-06 *. HP-07 *, HP-08 *, HP-09 *. HP-10 *, HP-11 *. HP-12 *, 
5 HP-13 *. HP-14 *. HP-15 *. HP-16 *, HP-17 *, HP-18 *, HP-19 *. HP-20 *, HP-21 *, 
6 HP-22 *, HP-23 *, HP-24 *. Deep River. *, Jamestown-1 *. Jamestown-2 *, 
7 Jamestown-3 *. North Sumner *. South Sumner *. GB-24B *, GB-26B *: Rowan 
8 County, Yadkin County." 
9 Section 3. This act is effective when it becomes law . 

• 

• 
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1998 COMMITTEE REPORT 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

The following report(s) from standing committee(s) is/are presented: 
By Representative(s) McMahan for the Committee on CONGRESSIONAL 
REDISTRICTING. 

D Committee Substitute for 
H.B. 1398 A BILL TO BE ENTITLED AN ACT TO DIVIDE NORTH CAROLINA INTO 

TWELVE CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS. 

D With a favorable report. 

D With a favorable report and recommendation that the bill be re-referred to the Committee on 
D Appropriations D Finance D 

D With a favorable report, as amended. 

□ With a favorable report, as amended, and recommendation that the bill be re-referred to the 
Committee on D Appropriations D Finance D 

D With a favorable report as to committee substitute bill (# ), D which changes the title, 
unfavorable as to original bill (Committee Substitute Bill# ), (and recommendation 
that the committee substitute bill # ) be re-referred to the Committee on .) 

D With a favorable report as to House committee substitute bill (# 
the title, unfavorable as to Senate committee substitute bill. 

), D which changes 

D And having received a unanimous vote in committee, is placed on the Consent Calendar. 
(PUBLIC BILLS ONLY) 

D With an unfavorable report. 

D With recommendation that the House concur. 

D With recommendation that the House do not concur. 

D With recommendation that the House do not concur; request conferees. 

D With recommendation that the House concur; committee believes bill to be material. 

D With an unfavorable report, with a Minority Report attached. 

D Without prejudice. 

~ With an indefinite postponement report. 

D With an indefinite postponement report, with a Minority Report attached. 

0 With recommendation that it be adopted. (HOUSE RESOLUTION ONLY) 
3/25/98 
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GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF NORTH CAROLINA 

SESSION 1997 

HOUSE BILL 1398 

Short Title: Congressional Redistricting/FMIV. 

Sponsors: Representatives Fitch; Blue, Michaux, and H. Hunter. 

Referred to: Congressional Redistricting. 

May 21, 1998 

1 

(Public) 

1 A BILL TO BE ENTITLED 
2 AN ACT TO DIVIDE NORTH CAROLINA INTO TWELVE CONGRESSIONAL 
3 DISTRICTS . 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 

The General Assembly of North Carolina enacts: 
Section 1. That part of Section 2 of Chapter 11 of the Session Laws of 

the 1997 Session which rewrote G.S. 163-201(a) is repealed. 
Section 2. G.S. 163-201(a) reads as rewritten: 

"(a) For the purpose of nominating and electing members of the House of 
Representatives of the Congress of the United States in ~ 1998 and every two 
years thereafter, the State of North Carolina shall be divided into H 12 districts as 
follows: · 

FIRST DISTRICT. Bea:ufert, Bertie, Ca:mclen, Ca:rteret, Chowen, Cra:r1en, 
Currituek, Da:re, Ga:tes, GreeHe, Hertferti, Hytie, Lenoir, ~fa:rtin, Northha:mpton, 
Pa:mlieo, Pa:squeta:ftk, Perquimans, Pitt, TyffeU, encl \¥a:shington Counties. 

SECOND DISTRICT: Caswell, Dttri1:a:m, Eclgecomee~ Grenville, Ha:li:&t:x, Nasi1:, 
Person, Vence, Warren, encl 'Nilson Counties; enti the O'Neels ToWB:ship in Johnston 
Cotlftty. 

THIRD DISTRICT: Blaclen, Dtt:plin, Hemett, Jones, Lee, . Onslo\\1
, Pencler, 

Sam:pson, ancl \Va:yne Counties; the fellowing townshi:ps of Johnston Cottnty: Benner, 
BentonsYi:Ue, Beuleh, Boon HiH, Cla:yton, Cler;ela:ncl, Ele:r;a:tion, Ingi:ams, ~fea:clow, 
Micro, Pine Le:r;el, Pleasent Gro:r;e, Selma:, Smithftelcl, Wilclers, encl 1.Vilson Mills; encl 
the f.eUowing towt1ships of Moore Cottnty. 1 (Carthege), 4 (Ritters), S (Dee:p Rir-ter), 6 
(Greenv.1oocl), ancl 10 (Little Rir-ter). 

FOURTH DISTRICT: Cha:tha:m, Fre:nkli:n, Ora:nge, Rtmclolph, encl ¥/eke Cottnties . 
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1 FIFTH DISTRICT: A19a.ndet', A1legha.ny, ~he, Forsyth,. Roekinghftm, Stokes, 
2 Sttrry, a.nd Wilkes Cottnties. 
3 SIXTH DISTRICT: A1a.m8:ftee, DIYndson, end Gttilford Cottrtties. 
4 SEVENTH DISTRICT: Brttnswtek, Cohtmbtts, Cumberlerte, New Heno"ter, end 
5 Robeson Counties. 
6 EIGHTH DISTRICT: hBson, Ceberrtts, DIYtie, Hoke, Morttgomery, Riehmond, 
7 Rowen, Seotlend, Stanly, end Uftioft Cottnties; end the fellowing tov.•nships of Moore 
8 Cottnty: 2 (Bensalem), 3 (Sheffields), 7 (MeNeills), 8 (Send Hill), &ftd 9 (MiBerel 
9 SpriBgs), &ftd the followiftg toWBships of YedkiB Cottnty: Boon"nHe, East BeBd, Fell 

10 Creek, Foreush, KBoes, &ftd LieeffY. 
11 NINTH DISTRICT: Iredell, LiBcom, &ftd Mecklenburg Counties; ftnd the following 

. 12 townships of Yadkin Cottnty: Bttek Shoal a.nd Deep Creek. 
13 TENTH DISTRICT: Burke, Caldwell, Ca.tftwbe, Cle"lelend, Gaston, ene \l.Zeteuge 
14 Cotntties; end the foHoVling toWBships ef A"lery County: Benner Ek, Beeeh 
15 Mettftt&iB, Crenberey, LiB"liHe, &Bd \lhlsons Creek. 
16 ELEVENTH DISTRICT: BttBeembe, Cherokee, Clay, Grehem, Heyv.•eed, 
17 Henderson, JftekseB, McDowell, MeceB, MedisoB, Mitchen, Polk, Rutherford, SweiB, 
18 Traflsyl"l&nie, and Yftncey Cottnties; ane the following toWBships ef A."tery Cettnty: 
19 Altamont, Rearing Creek, ene Tee Ri1t•er. 
20 District 1: Beaufort County: Pantego township, Washington township: Tract 9902: 
21 Block Group 1: Block 129B, Block 130B, Block 131, Block 132, Block 133, Block 
22 134, Block 135. Block 136, Block 137, Block 138. Block 139. Block 140, Block 141, 
23 Block 142, Block 143, Block 144, Block 145, Block 146, Block 147. Block 148, Block 
24 149, Block 150, Block 151, Block 152, Block 153. Block 154, Block 155, Block 156, 
25 Block 157B, Block 158B. Block 159B, Block 160B, Block 175B, Block 176B. Block 
26 185B, Block 186B, Block 187B. Block 189, Block 190. Block 191, Block 197: Block 
27 Group 2: Tract 9903, Tract 9904: Bertie County, Chowan County. Craven County: 
28 Cove City *, Dover *, Fort Barnwell *, First Ward *, Second Ward *, Third Ward *, 
29 Fourth Ward *, Fifth Ward *, Clarks *, Rhems *, Jasper *; Edgecombe County, 
30 Franklin County: Franklinton, Hayesville, Sandy Creek. Gold Mine, Cedar Rock, 
31 Louisbur& Countr:,y. Louisbur& City; Gates County. Greene County. Halifax County. 
32 Hertford County. Lenoir County: Contentnea *, Kinston #1 *, Kinston #2 *, 
33 Kinston #6 *, Kinston #7 *, Kinston #8 *. Sandhill *, Vance *; Martin County. 
34 Nash County: Castalia *, Griffins *, Mannin&s # 1 *, No. Whitakers # 1 *, No, 
35 Whitakers #2 *, Rocky Mount · #3 *. Rocky Mount #4 *. Battleboro *: 
36 Northampton County, Pasqpotank County, Perquimans County. Pitt County: Arthur 
37 *, Ayden East *, Belvoir *, Bethel *. Carolina *, Falkland *, Farmville West *, 
38 Farmville East *,Fountain*, Grifton*, Greenville #1 *, Greenville #2. Greenville 
39 #3 *, Greenville #4 *, Greenville #5 *, Greenville #6 *, Greenville #12 *. 
40 Greenville # 13 *, Greenville # 2 Noncontiguous: Tyrrell County, Vance County, 
41 Warren County. Washington County. Wilson County: Gardners *, Saratoga *, Toisnot 
42 *, Wilson A *, Wilson B *, Wilson C *, Wilson F *, Wilson G *, Wilson H *, Wilson 
43 I*, Wilson N *, Wilson O *. 
44 
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1 District 2: Franklin County: Dunn, Harris. Youngsville, Cyprus Creek, Pilot, 
2 Pearces; Harnett County, Johnston County. Nash County: Bailey *, Coopers *, 
3 Dr_ywells *, Ferrells *, Jacksons *, Mannings #2 *, Nashville *, Oak Level, Oak 
4 Level Noncontiguous, Red Oak *, Rocky Mount #1 *, Rocky Mount #2 *. Rocky 
5 Mount # 5 *, Rocky Mount # 6 *, Rocky Mount # 7 *, Stony Creek # 1, Stony Creek 
6 Noncontiguous A. Stony Creek Noncontiguous B; Wake County: Raleigh 01-15 *. 
7 Raleigh 01-17 *, Raleigh 01-18 *. Raleigh 01-30 *, Raleigh 01-37 *, Raleigh 01-38 *, 
8 Raleigh 01-39 *, Raleigh 01-42 *, Raleigh 01-43 *, Raleigh 01-44 *. Raleigh 01-45 *. 
9 Raleigh 01-46 *, Bartons Creek # 1 *, Bartons Creek # 2 *, Cary # 1 *, Cary # 2 *, 

10 Cary #3 *, Cary #4 *, Cary #6 *, Cary #7 *, Cary #9 *, Cary #10 *. House 
11 Creek # 2 *, House Creek # 3 *, House Creek # 4 *, House Creek # 5 *, House 
12 Creek #6 *. Leesville #1 *. Leesville #2 *, Leesville #3 *, Little River #1 *. Little 
13 River #2 *, Marks Creek #1 *, Marks Creek #2 *. Middle Creek #1 *, Neuse #2 
14 *, New Light #2 *, Panther Branch*, St. Marys #1 *, St, Marys #4 *.St.Marys #6 
15 *. Swift Creek #2 *, Swift Creek #3 *. Wake Forest #1 *, Wake Forest #2 *, 
16 White Oak # 1 *; Wayne County: Brogden *, Buck Swamp *, Fork *, Grantham *, 
17 Great Swamp *. Goldsboro # 1 *, Goldsboro # 2 *, Goldsboro # 3 *, Goldsboro # 4 
18 *, Goldsboro # 5 *, Eureka *, Fremont *, Pikeville *, Saulston *, Stoney Creek *; 
19 Wilson County: Black Creek *, Cross Roads *, Old Fields *, Spring Hill *, 
20 Stantonsburg *, Taylors *, Wilson D *, Wilson E *, Wilson J *, Wilson K *, Wilson L 
21 *, Wilson M *, Wilson P * . 
22 
23 District 3: Beaufort County: Bath township. Chocowinity township. Long Acre 
24 township, Richland township. Washington township: Tract 9905: Block Group 5: 
25 Block 522A. Block 528A; Camden County, Carteret County: Carteret County; Craven 
26 County: Ernul *, Epworth *. Vanceboro *, Bridgeton *, Truitt *, Harlowe *, Croatan 
27 *, Havelock *, Grantham *. Sixth Ward *, Country Club *, River Bend *, Trent 
28 Woods *, Woodrow *; Currituck County: Currituck County; Dare County: Dare 
29 County; Hyde County: Hyde County: Jones County, Lenoir County: Falling Creek *, 
30 Institute *, Kinston # 3 *, Kinston # 4 *, Kinston # 5 *, Kinston # 9 *, Moseley Hall 
31 *, Neuse *, Pink Hill #1 *, Pink Hill #2 *, Southwest *, Trent #1 *, Trent #2 *, 
32 Woodlington *; New Hanover County: Federal Point #1 *. Federal Point #2 *, 
33 Federal Point #3 *. Wrightsville Beach *. Harnett #2 *. Harnett #3 *. Harnett #4 
34 *, Harnett #5 *, Harnett #6 *, Hamett #7 *, Masonboro #2 *, Masonboro #3 *, 
35 Masonboro # 4 *. Masonboro # 5 *, Wilmington # 5 *, Wilmington # 11 *, 
36 Wilmington #13 *, Wilmington #14 *, Wilmington #16 *, Wilmington #17 *. 
37 Wilmington # 18 *; Onslow County, Pamlico County: Pamlico County: . Pender 
38 County: Upper Holly *, Lower Topsail *, Upper Topsail *, Scott's Hill *, Surf City*; 
39 Pitt County: Ayden West *, Chicod *, Grimesland *, Simpson *, Pactolus *, Swift 
40 Creek *, Winterville West *, Winterville East *, Greenville #7 *, Greenville #8 *, 
41 Greenville #9 *, Greenville # 10 *, Greenville # 11 *: Wayne County: Mt. Olive *, 
42 Indian Springs *, White Hall *._New Hope *, Pinewood *. 
43 
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1 District 4: Chatham County: Albright *, Bynum *. East Mann's Chapel *, West 
2 Mann's Chapel *, Bennett *. Bonlee *, Harpers Crossroads *. Cape Fear *. East 
3 Pittsboro *, West Pittsboro *. Goldston *, Hadley *, Haw River *, Hickoi:y Mountain 
4 *. South Siler City *. New Hope *, Oakland *, East Williams *. West Williams *; 
5 Durham County; Neal Junior H.S. *, Bragtown School *, Brogden Junior H.S, *, 
6 Burton School *, C.C. Spaulding School *, Club Blvd. School *, Durham Co, Main 
7 Librai:y *, Durham High School *, Edison Johnson Community Center *, Forest Hills 
8 Club House *, Holloway Street School *, Holton Junior High School *, Moose Lodge 
9 *. Morehead School *, North Durham School Building *, Pearson School *. -

10 Pearsontown School *, R,N. Harris *. Rogers~Herr Junior H.S. *, Shephard Junior 
11 H,S, *, Watts Street School *, Weaver Street Community Center *, White Rock 
12 Baptist Church *, Y.E. Smith School *. Campus Precinct *, Homestead Hei&hts 
13 Baptist *, DNOE VALLEY SCHOOL NONCONTIGUOUS *, Bethesda Ruritan 
14 Club *, Gorman Ruritan Club *, Oak Grove School *, Nelson Community Center *, 
15 Parkwood School *; Granville County, Lee County, Moore County: Township 1, 
16 Carthage. Township 5, Deep River. Township 6, Greenwood. Township 7, McNeill, 
17 Township 8, Sand Hill, Township 10, Little River; Orange County, Wake County: 
18 Raleigh 01-01 *, Raleigh 01-02 *, Raleigh 01-03 *, Raleigh 01-04 *, Raleigh 01-05 *, 
19 Raleigh 01-06 *, Raleigh 01-07 *, Raleigh 01-09 *, Raleigh 01-10 *, Raleigh 01-11 *, 
20 Raleigh 01-12 *, Raleigh 01-13 *, Raleigh 01-14 *, Raleigh 01-16 *, Raleigh 01-19 *, 
21 Raleigh 01-20 *, Raleigh 01-21 *, Raleigh 01-22 *, Raleigh 01-23 *, Raleigh 01-26 *, 
22 Raleigh 01-27 *, Raleigh 01-28 *, Raleigh 01-29 *, Raleigh 01-31 *, Raleigh 01-32 *, 
23 Raleigh 01-33 *, Raleigh 01-34 *, Raleigh 01-35 *. Raleigh 01-36 *, Raleigh 01-40 *, 
24 Raleigh 01-41 *, Buckhorn *, Cary #5 *, Cary #8 *, Cedar Fork*, Holly Springs*, 
25 House Creek #1 *, Meredith *, Middle Creek #2 *, Raleigh 01-27 Part, Neuse #1 
26 *, New Light #1 *, St. Mai:ys #2 *,St.Marys #3 *,St.Marys #5 *,St.Marys # 7, 
27 St. Matthews # 1 *, St, Matthews # 2 *, St. Matthews # 3 *, St. Matthews # 4 *, Swift 
28 Creek # 1 *, Swift Creek # 4 *, White Oak # 2 *, 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 

District 5: Alamance County, Caswell County, Durham County: E.K. Powe School 
*, Fire Station # 6 *, Hillan dale School *, Holy Infant Catholic Church *, Hope 
Valley School *, Lakewood School *, Multi-Pur_pose Building/Duke *, NC School of 
Science & Math *, St, Stephens/Parish Hall *, Cole Mill Church of Christ *, 
Carrine:ton Junior H.S, *, Eno Valley School *, Northern H.S. *, Mangum School *, 
Rougemont United Methodist *, Durham Academy Gym *, Five Oaks Seventh Day 
Adventist Church *, Jordan H,S. *; Guilford County: GB-01 *, GB-02 *, GB-03 *, 
GB-04 *, GB-05 *, GB-06 *, GB-07 *, GB-08 *, GB-09 *, GB-10 *, GB-11 *, ·os-12 
*, GB-13 *. GB-14 *, GB-15 *, GB-16 *, GB-17 *, GB-18 *, GB-19 *, GB-21 *, GB-
22 *, GB-23 *, GB-24A *, GB-25 *, GB-26A *, GB-28 *, GB-29 *, GB-30 *, GB-31 *, 
GB-32 *, GB-33 *, GB-35A *, GB-36 *, GB-37A *, GB-38 *, GB-40A *, GB-41A *, 
GB-42 *, GB-43 *, GB-44 *, GB-45 *, HP-03 *, HP-05 *. HP-06 *, HP-07 *, HP-11 *, 
HP-12 *, HP-17 *, HP-22 *, North Center Grove *, South Center Grove *. 
Gibsonville *, Whitsett *, Jamestown-1 *, Jamestown-2 *, North Jefferson *, South 
Jefferson *, North Madison *, South Madison *, North Monroe *, South Monroe *, 
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1 North Sumner *, North Washington *, South Washington *, GB-24B *, GB-26B * 
2 GB-35B *, GB-37B *, GB-40B *, GB-41B *, GIB-G *, GB-35C *; Person County, 
3 Rockingham County • 
4' 

5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 

District 6: Chatham County: North Siler City *; Davidson County: Abbotts Creek 
*, Alleghany *, Central *, Holly Grove *, Liberty *, Southmont *, Denton *, Emmons 
*, Silver Valley *, Healing Springs *, Jackson Hill *, Ward No. 6 *, Silver Hill *, 
Thomasville No. 1 *, Thomasville No. 4 *, Thomasville No. 5 *, Thomasville No. 8 *, 
Thomasville No. 9 *, Thomasville No. 10 *; Forsyth County: Abbotts Creek # 1 *, 
Abbotts Creek # 2 *, Abbotts Creek # 3 *, Belews Creek *, Bethania # 1 *, Bethania 
# 2 *, Clemmonsville # 1 *, Clemmonsville # 2 *, Clemmonsville # 3 *, Kernersville 
# 1 *, Kernersville # 2 *, Kernersville # 3 *, Kernersville # 4 *, Lewisville # 1 *, 
Lewisville #2 *, Lewisville #3 *, Old Richmond *, Old Town #2 *, Salem Chapel 
# 1 *, Salem Chapel # 2 *, South Fork # 2 *, South Fork # 3 *, Vienna # 1 *, 
Vienna #2 *, Vienna #3 *, Ardmore Baptist Church *, Bible Wesleyan Church *, 
Bishop McGuinness *. Bolton Swimming Center *, Calvary Baptist Church *, Christ 
Moravian Church *, Country Club Fire St. *, First Christian Church *, Forsyth Tech 
W. Camp. *, Greek Orthodox Church *, Jefferson Elementary School *, Messiah 
Moravian Church *, Miller Park Recreation Center *, Mt. Tabor High School *, 
Parkland High School *, Parkway United Church *, Philo Middle School *, Polo 
Park Recreation Center *, Reynolds High School Gym *, Sherwood Forest 
Elementary School *. South Fork Elem School *, St. Anne's Episcopal Church *, 
Summit School *, Trinity United Methodist Church *, Whitaker Elementary School 
*; Guilford County: GB-20 *, GB-27A *, GB-34A *, GB-39 *, HP-01 *, HP-02 *, HP-
04 *, HP-08 *, HP-09 *, HP-10 *, HP-13 *, HP-14 *, HP-15 *, HP-16 *, HP-18 *, HP-
19 *, HP-20 *. HP-21 *, HP-23 *, HP-24 *,Bruce*. Clay*, Deep River*, Fentress-1 
*, Fentress-2 *, Friendship-1 *, Friendship-2 *, Greene *. Jamestown-3 *, Oak Ridge 
*, Stokesdale *, South Sumner *, GB-27B *, GB-34B *, GB-24C *, GB-27C *; 
Randolph County. Stokes County: Stokes County: Surry County: Dobson 2 *, Eldora 
*, Long Hill *, Marsh *, Mount Airy 1 *, Mount Airy 2 *, Mount Airy 4 *. Mount 
Airy 5 *, Mount Airy 6 *, Mount Airy 7 *, Mount Airy 8 *, Mount Airy 9 *, Pilot 1 
*, Pilot 2 *, Rockford *. Shoals *, Siloam *, North Westfield *, South Westfield *; 
Yadkin County. 

.. District 7: Bladen County: Bladen County; Brunswick County: Brunswick County; 
Columbus County: Columbus County; Cumberland County, Duplin County, New 
Hanover County: Cape Fear #1 *, Cape Fear #2 *, Cape Fear #3 *, Wilmington 
#1 *, Wilmington #2 *, Wilmington #3 *, Wilmington #4 *, Wilmington #6 *, 
Wilmington # 7 *, Wilmington # 8 *, Wilmington # 9 *, Wilmington # 10 *, 
Wilmington # 12 *, Wilmington # 15 *; Pender County: North Burgaw *, South 
Burgaw *, Canetuck *, Caswell *, Columbia *, Grady *, Middle Holly *. Long Creek 
*, Penderlea *, Lower Union *, Upper Union *, Rocky Point *; Sampson County. 
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1 District 8: Anson County, Cabarrus County, Hoke County, Mont&omezy County: 
2 Mont&omezy County: Moore County: Township 2, Bensalem. Township 3. Sheffields, 
3 Township 4. Ritters, Township 9, Mineral Sprin&s; Richmond County, Robeson 
4 County, Rowan County: Bostian School *, N. China Grove *, S. China Grove *, East 
5 Kannapolis *, West Kannapolis *, East Landis *, West Landis *, Barnhardt Mill *, 
6 Rockwell *, Bostian Crossroads *, Faith. Mor&an I *. Mor&an II *. Gold Knob * 
7 Granite Quarry*; Scotland County, Stanly County: Stanly County; Union County, 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31. 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 

District 9: Cleveland County, Gaston County, Lincoln County, Mecklenburg 
County: Charlotte Pct, 1 *, Charlotte Pct, 8 *. Charlotte Pct. 18 *, Charlotte Pct. 19 *, 
Charlotte Pct, 20 ·*, Charlotte Pct. 21 *, Charlotte Pct. 32 *, Charlotte Pct 36 * 
Charlotte Pct. 37 *. Charlotte Pct. 4 7 *. Charlotte Pct. 48 *, Charlotte Pct. 49 * 
Charlotte Pct. 50 *, Charlotte Pct. 51 *, Charlotte Pct. 57 *, Charlotte Pct, 58 * 
Charlotte Pct, 59 *, Charlotte Pct. 64 *, Charlotte Pct. 65 * Charlotte Pct, 67 * 
Charlotte Pct. 68 * Charlotte Pct. 69 *, Charlotte Pct. 70 *. Charlotte Pct. 71 * 
Charlotte Pct. 72 * Charlotte Pct. 73 *. Charlotte Pct. 74 *, Charlotte Pct. 75 * 
Charlotte Pct. 76 * Charlotte Pct. 77 *, Charlotte Pct. 79 *. Charlotte Pct. 80 * 
Charlotte Pct. 81 * Charlotte Pct. 83 *. Charlotte Pct. 85 *, Charlotte Pct. 86 * 
Charlotte Pct, 87 *, Charlotte Pct. 88 *. Charlotte Pct. 89 *, Charlotte Pct. 90 * 
Charlotte Pct. 91, Charlotte Pct. 92 *, Charlotte Pct. 93 *, Charlotte Pct. 94 *, 
Charlotte Pct. 96 *, Charlotte Pct. 97 *, BER *, LEM *, LC1 - North, LC1 - South, 
MA1 *, MA2 *, MA3 *. MA4 *, Charlotte Pct. 102, MH1 *, MH2 *. MH3 *, PC1 *-. 
PC2 *, PVL *. PR1, PR2, PR3. Charlotte Pct. 93 Part. SC1, SC2. Charlotte Pct. 100 *, 

District 10: Alexander County: Alexander County; Alle&hany County:· Alleghany 
County: Ashe County: Ashe County: Avezy County: Avezy County: Burke County, 
Caldwell County, Catawba County, Davie County: Davie County: Iredell County: 
Bethany *. Concord *, Davidson *, Ea&le Mills *, Fallstown *. New Hope *, Olin *, 
Sharpesburg *, Shiloh *, Statesville # 1 *, Statesville # 2 *, Statesville # 4 *, 
Statesville #5 *, Turnersbur& *, Union Grove *: Mitchell County. Surry County: 
Bzyan *, Dobson 1 *, Dobson 3 *, Elkin 1 *. Elkin 2 *, Elkin 3 *, Franklin *. 
Stewarts Creek 1 *, Stewarts Creek 2 *; Watau&a County: Watauga County; Wilkes 
County. 

District 11; Buncombe County, Cherokee County; Cherokee County; Clay County: 
Clay County; Graham County: Graham County; Haywood County: Haywood County; 
Henderson County, Jackson County; Jackson County: McDowell County: McDowell 
County; Macon County: Macon County; Madison County: Madison County; Polk 
County: Polk County; Rutherford County: Rutherford County; Swain County: Swain 
County; Transylvania County: Transylvania County; Yancey County, 

District 12: Davidson County: Arcadia *, Boone *, Cotton *, Hampton *, 
Lexington No. 1 *, Lexington No. 2 *. Lexington No. 3 *, Lexington No. 4 *, Ward 
No. 1 *, Ward No. 2 *, Ward No. 3 *, Ward No. 4 *, Ward No. 5 *, Welcome *, 
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1 Midway *, Reeds *, Tyro *, Reedy Creek *, Thomasville No. 2 *, Thomasville No. 3 
2 *, Thomasville No. 7 *, Yadkin College *; Forsyth County: Bethania #3 *, Broadbay 
3 #1 *, Broadbay #2 *, Middlefork #2 *, Middlefork #3 *, Old Town #3 *, Ashley 
4 Middle School *, Bethabara Moravian Church *. Brown/Douglas Recreation *, 
5 Brunson Elementary School *, Carver High School *, Covenant Presbyterian Church 
6 *, East Winston Library *, Easton Elementary School *, Forest Hill Fire Station *, 
7 Forest Pk. Elementary School *, 14th Street Recreation Center *, Hanes Community 
8 Center *, Happy Hill Recreation Center *, Hill Middle School *, Kenneqy Middle 
9 School *. Latham Elementary School *, Lowrance Middle School *, M. L. King 

10 Recreation Center *, Memorial Coliseum *, Mineral Springs F. St *, Mt. Sinai 
11 Church *, New Hope United Methodist Church*, Old Town Presbyterian Church *, 
12 St. Andrews United Methodist *, Trinity Moravian Church *, Winston Lake Family 
13 YMCA *; Iredell County: Barringer *, Chambersburg *, Coddle Creek # 1 *, Coddle 
14 Creek #2 *, Coddle Creek #3 *, Coddle Creek #4 *, Cool Springs *, Statesville 
15 # 3 *, Statesville # 6 *; Mecklenburg County: Charlotte Pct. 2 *, Charlotte Pct. 3. 
16 Charlotte Pct. 4, Charlotte Pct. 5 *, Charlotte Pct. 6 *, Charlotte Pct. 7 *, Charlotte 
17 Pct. 9 *. Charlotte Pct. 10 *, Charlotte Pct. 11 *, Charlotte Pct. 12 *, Charlotte Pct. 13 
18 *, Charlotte Pct. 14 *, Charlotte Pct. 15 *, Charlotte Pct. 16 *, Charlotte Pct. 17 *, 
19 Charlotte Pct. 22 *, Charlotte Pct. 23 *, Charlotte Pct. 24 *, Charlotte Pct. 25 * 
20 Charlotte Pct. 26 *, Charlotte Pct. 27 *, Charlotte Pct. 28 *, Charlotte Pct. 29 * 
21 Charlotte Pct. 30 *, Charlotte Pct. 31 *, Charlotte Pct. 33 *, Charlotte Pct. 34 * 
22 Charlotte Pct. 35 * Charlotte Pct. 38 *, Charlotte Pct, 39 *, Charlotte· Pct. 40 * 
23 Charlotte Pct. 41 *, Charlotte Pct. 42 *, Charlotte. Pct. 43 *, Charlotte Pct. 44 * 
24 Charlotte Pct. 45 *, Charlotte Pct. 46 *, Charlotte Pct. 52 *, Charlotte Pct. 53 *, 
25 Charlotte Pct. 54 *, Charlotte Pct. 55 *, Charlotte Pct. 56 *, Charlotte Pct. 60, 
26 Charlotte Pct. 61 *, Charlotte Pct. 62 *. Charlotte Pct. 63 *, Charlotte Pct. 66 *, 
27 Charlotte Pct. 78 *, Charlotte Pct. 82 *, Charlotte Pct. 84 *, Charlotte Pct. 95 *, 
28 Charlotte Pct. 98 *, CCK *, COR *, COl *, CO2 *, DAV *, HUN *, LC2, MCl, 
29 MC2, Charlotte Pct. 16 Part. MCl part, XMC2 Noncontiguous, OAK, Charlotte Pct. 
30 104, Charlotte Pct. 105: Rowan County: Bradshaw *, Enochville *, Blackwelder 
31 Park *, Cleveland *, Franklin *, Faith Noncontiguous, Locke *, Sumner *, Mt. Ulla *, 
32 East Spencer *, Hatters Shop *,·Milford Hills *, Spencer *, Trading Ford, West Innes 
33 *, East Ward I *, East War<! II *, North Ward I *, North Ward II *, South Ward.*, 
34 West Ward I *, West Ward II *, West Ward III *, Trading Ford Noncontiguous A, 
35 Scotch Irish *, Steele *, Unity *." 
36 Section 3. This act is effective when it becomes law . 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: Representative John Weatherly 

FROM: Representative Ed McMahan 

DATE: September 9, 1998 

SUBJECT: HB 52 - Independent Redistricting Comm'n 

House Rule 36 speaks to reporting bills out of standing committees or permanent 
subcommittees by the last adjournment of the 1997-98 legislative session. -- "All House 
bills and resolutions shall be reported from the standing committee or permanent 
subcommittee to which referred with such recommendations as the standing committee or 
permanent subcommittee may desire to make except in the case where the principal 
introducer requests in writing to the Chair of the standing committee or permanent 
subcommittee that the bill not be considered." If it is your intent that the bill listed 
above not be considered by committee this legislative session, please sign and date the 
form and return it to the Committee Clerk, Sharon Cram for the Committee on 
CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING in Room 2213 by September 10, 1998. 

00000000000000 

Mr. Chairman: 

I request that the abov -mentioned House Bill # 52, for which I am the principal 
be o sidered by your committee for the 1997-98 legislative session. 

PLEASE DO NOT DETACH THE FORM FROM THE MEMORANDUM 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: Representative Robert Grady 

FROM: Representative Ed McMahan 

DATE: August 14, 1998 

SUBJECT: HB 585 - CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING-3 

House Rule 36 speaks to reporting bills out of standing committees or permanent 
subcommittees by the last adjournment of the 1997-98 legislative session. -- "All House 
bills and resolutions shall be reported from the standing committee or permanent 
subcommittee to which referred with such recommendations as the standing committee or 
permanent subcommittee may desire to make except in the case where the principal 
introducer requests in writing to the Chair of the standing committee or permanent 
subcommittee that the bill not be considered." If it is your intent that the bill listed 
above not be considered by committee this legislative session, please sign and date the 
form and return it to the Committee Clerk, Sharon Cram for the Committee on 
CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING in Room 2213 by August 21, 1998. 

00000000000000 

Mr. Chairman: 

I request that the above-mentioned House Bill# 585, for which I am the principal 
introducer, not be considered by your committee for the 1997-98 legislative session. 

~C§ °J (Sign) 

,£-c:25-- f d (Date) 

PLEASE DO NOT DETACH THE FORM FROM THE MEMORANDUM 
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NORTH CAROLINA HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

The House Committee on CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING will hold a Public 
Hearing jointly with the Senate Committee on Congressional Redistricting: 

Day & Date: Wednesday, May 13, 1998 

Time: 3:00 p.m. 

Location: State Legislative Building Auditorium 

The views of interested parties will be heard concerning the redrawing of the 
congressional districting plan in response to an order of the federal district court. 

Representative W. Edwin McMahan 
Chairman 

I hereby certify this notice was filed by the committee clerk at the following offices at 
11 :00 a.m. o'clock on May 6, 1998. 

D Principal Clerk 
D Reading Clerk - House Chamber 
D Press Room 

Sharon Cram (Committee Clerk) 
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20 
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I, Edith B. Chiavatti, being a certified 

verbatim reporter and Notary Public, was 

·appointed to record the Public Hearing for the 

State of North Carolina, Congressional 

Redistricting, on the 13th day of May, 1998, 

beginning at 3:12 p.m., at the North Carolina 

Legislative Building, Raleigh, North Carolina. 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: I'm Bill 

McMahan. I'm the chairman to the public 

hearing on congressional redistricting. It's 

very nice to have all of you today, and both 

chambers -- the committees that represent 

both chambers are looking forward to having 

you here and hearing your comments today on 

this subject. 

As you know, we only have until the 

22nd, which is a week from Friday, to 

complete our work and submit a plan to the 

court. So, again, we're very anxious to 

hear your comments today. 

Last session we worked very, very hard 

to try to develop a plan that divided as few 

counties as we possibly could and also met 

all the other factors that we had been given. 

Capital Reporting, Inc. 
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14 
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19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

We felt like we had a very good plan. The 

court has now ruled that District 12 they 

referred to it as an ugly district and have 

asked us to make an attempt to redraw that 

district, and that is what we're trying to do. 

Before we get started, I would like to 

introduce the members of the committee. I' 11 

do the house side, and Senator Cooper will 

make a few comments and introduce the senate 

side. As I call your name, please stand up 

if you're here today. 

First, Representative Hill, I know 

you're here from Columbus County. 

Representative Arnold from Nash County. 

Representative Berry; I'm not sure if she is 

here from Catawba. Representative Blue from 

Wake. Representative Bowie, I see you in 

the back, from Guilford County. 

Representative Church, you're here in front 

from -- Church from Burke County, of course. 

Representative Crawford from Granville. 

Representative Culp -- Arlie Culp from 

Randolph County. 

Representative Davis from Harnett 

County, Don Davis. Representative Esposito 

Capital Reporting, Inc. 
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from Forsyth County. Representative Fitch 

from Wilson County; I believe he is here. 

Representative Grady from Onslow County. 

I've got Representative Gray from Forsyth 

County. We also have Representative Hardaway 

from Halifax County. 

from Yadkin County. 

Representative Holmes 

We have Representative Hunter from 

McDowell County. Representative Justus from 

Henderson County right here. Welcome, Larry. 

Representative Kiser from Lincoln County. 

They're together. They travel together most 

of the time. Representative McAllister from 

Cumberland County. 

Representative Morgan from Moore County. 

Representative Oldham from Forsyth County. 

Good to see you, Pete. Representative 

Russell from Wayne County, and Representative 

Starnes from Caldwell County. And finally, 

and one of the most active members on the 

committee, Representative Sutton from Robeson 

County. 

Those are the members of the house 

committee. Again I'd like to say welcome to 

all of you, and I'll turn it over to Senator 

Capital Reporting, Inc. 
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Cooper. 

SENATOR COOPER: Thank you, Ed. My 

name is Roy Cooper, and I am the chairman of 

the senate select committee on congressional 

redistricting. We've just adjourned in the 

senate. We just voted to eliminate the food 

tax, and we have some senators who will be 

coming up. But I wanted to call the names 

of the senators who are on the committee, 

and if you'll stand if you're here. I know 

that some will be coming in a little bit 

later. 

Senator Charlie Albertson; I know he's 

not here because his wife is in the hospital 

right now. Senator Frank Ballance, Senator 

Patrick Ballantine, Senator Betsy Cochrane, 

Senator Walter Dalton. Walter is in the back 

back there. Senator Jim Forrester, Senator 

Wib Gulley, Senator Fletcher Hartsell, 

Senator David Hoyle, Senator Bob Martin, 

Senator Bill Martin, Senator Tony Rand, 

Senator Larry Shaw, Senator R. C. Soles, 

.Senator Hugh Webster, Senator Allen Wellons 

and Senator Leslie Winner. 

As Representative McMahan mentioned to 
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you last time, we went through an arduous 

process to reach agreement on the plan that 

we presented to the court. We felt good 

about it at the time, but the court has 

struck it down saying that the district was 

unconstitutional with the opinion that race 

was the predominant factor in drawing the 

12th District. 

Let me emphasize that the attorney 

general's office has told us that they will 

appeal this decision and that they will go 

forward on this case and on the plan that 

has been struck down by the court, hopefully 

to eventually be decided by the United States 

Supreme Court. But in the interim, we must 

draw a plan by May 22. It may not be a plan 

that we like, but we must draw one by May 22 

or this court will draw it for us. 

We're here to solicit your input and 

your ideas, but keep in mind this. We need 

you to present plans that will do the 

following: First, get approval of this 

three-judge panel. Second, get pre-clearance 

with the Justice Department and, third, pass 

the Democratic-controlled senate and the 

Capital Reporting, Inc. 
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Republican-controlled house by majority votes 

in nine days. 

1
That's what we need from you today, and 

we are open to your suggestions. We're open 

to any ideas that might be the key to 

unlocking that magic formula. So I'm going 

to let Representative McMahan take over here 
I 

as we call you forward. 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: As far as the 

rules that we'd like to follow, we'd like to 

limit everyone, if you would, to three 

minutes. We're going to tell you when three 

minutes are up. If you still want to 

continue on, we're going to cut you off at 

five minutes. 

So, in other words, we'd 1 ike for you 

to stay with three. I think we told you 

that when you called in. If some of you 

cannot say what you need to say in three, 

we'll let you know when three minutes the 

person sitting here, we'll tell you when it's 

three minutes, and then we'll give you the 

one minute sign, means you're at four 

minutes. And at five, I'm sorry, but I' 11 

interrupt you or Senator Cooper will 
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interrupt you because we do have a number of 

speakers and we want to hear from everyone. 

Our first speaker is Senator Betsy 

Cochrane, and I did notice that 

Representative Fitch came in. Nice to have 

you with us. 

committee. 

He does serve on the 

Welcome, Senator Cochrane. 

SENATOR COCHRANE: Thank you, Mr. 

Chairman. I thank all of you for the 

opportunity to appear before this joint 

redistricting committee. As a member of this 

committee, I know the challenge that we face. 

I wish to propose a map which has 12 

Congressional Districts that I drew based on 

criteria that I established at the beginning 

of this process; and the criteria are keep 

counties intact, combine counties of mutual 

interest that are contiguous, have geographic 

compactness that is contiguous. Minority 

district is a consideration, but as a result 

of the Shaw litigation, not mandatory. 

Incumbency a consideration, not a mandate. 

And I can tell you that District 8 on the 

Cochrane map has no incumbent. 

Although the 12th District does not 
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appear as compact as others on this 

particular map which you all cannot see, 

but it 
1
will be left with the committee the 

others are very compact noticeably 

compact, except for the 12th. But this 

configuration has been suggested before but 

never tried. It was suggested to give 

various' minorities a voice, not just the 

blacks. 

This district from Charlotte to the 

Sandhills is pluralistic. No one group 

overwhelms the other. In this district, the 

Indian population is in one piece. So their 

voting strength is not diluted. It's fair to 

say that this is not a racially gerrymandered 

district. 

The map shows the compactness of the 

districts. Only 15 counties are split. 

That's the least of any maps we have seen, 

and no county is in three districts, which 

has been the case. This map gives everyone 

an opportunity, but there are no guarantees. 

The people will decide at the ballot box who 

should do the representing after this 

process. It will not be determined by 
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gerrymandering. 

I thank you, and I hope you will 

seriously ~onsider this congressional 

redistricting. And there are maps and 

printouts in a box up there, Senator. 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: Thank you very 

much, Senator Cochrane. Next on the list is 

Amanda Smiih, who will be introduced by 

Representative George Miller. 

REPRESENTATIVE MILLER: Thank you very 

much, Chairman of the Committee, and I'm 

pleased to stand before the this 

committee. The last time I did this, I 

swore I'd never do it again; and that was 

when my congressman, Nick Galifianakis was 

removed from the imperial 5th. 

you may recall that event. 

So some of 

I'm pleased to introduce to the 

committee Amanda Smith, a resident of Durham, 

an individual who's had a longstanding 

interest in this issue. Amanda Smith. 

MS. SMITH: Thank you, George. Good 

afternoon everyone and thank you for allowing 

me to come. I was struck by Senator 

Cooper's requirements because I think I can 
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meet them. 

I'm here to argue in favor of taking a 

big deep breath and jumping in one fell swoop 

to multi-member districting. People often 

thing that this is a good idea; but they 

think that it is against the law, as indeed 

it is. It would take an act of Congress to 

get to have multi-member districting for 

1998, but that would not be awfully hard to 

get because it is not required that we change 

the entire law. All we need to do is ask 

Congress for an exemption for one state, 

that we be allowed to try multi-member 

districting. There are many precedents for 

that type of thing. 

It would take an enormous surge of 

adrenaline to do what it requires; but I 

think that, as they say, they have the 

mule's attention. We have the adrenaline, 

perhaps. 

Here's what would be required. First 

you need to ask the court for a 60-day 

extension, not for procrastination but to 

give Congress time to act. Second, you need 

to form a bipartisan consensus that this is 

Capital Reporting, Inc. 
(919) 787-7775 

13 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

the quickest, cleanest, most efficient way to 

go. 

These two committees need to present a 
I 

request to the legislature, bipartisan, 

asking Congress to allow North Carolina to go 

multi-member. When that passes, the North 

Carolina delegation unanimously must ask 

their fellows iti the Congress to pass it. 

do understand what I'm saying when I say 

bipartisan and when I say unanimous. 

understand the length of time there. 

I do 

Then 

I 

we get to the easy part. The Congress would 

almost surely honor the request of their 

fellows and grant us that exemption. 

Why would be able ~o get a bipartisan 

willingness to endorse multi-member districts 

at this time? I would love to say that it's 

all because it's the right thing. Of course 

it is, but we don't have time for that right 

now. The reason that you might be able to 

get the support is that it's the best of a 

bad lot. You don't have to love 

multi-member districts to recognize that it 

may give you what you need. 

For example, redrawing the new 
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districts is relatively easy. You clump the 

existing ones together. No more tiny 

wranglings over which and what. 
I 

You might 

not have to split any counties at all. 

A multi-member district is less 

disruptive to the incumbents. The new larger 

districts would almost surely include all of 

their existing cohstituents. Existing 

incumbents who might be forced to run 

against each other for the same seat in a 

redistricted single-member district can both 

win if they are running within a larger 

multi-member district. 

The party balance probably would stay 

the same. The districts would satisfy both 

the courts and the Justice Department, a 

tricky job indeed. 

North Carolina. 

Decision making stays in 

Multi-member districts allow not only for 

demographic representation, but for all kinds 

of other interests such as business, the 

environment, other minorities, women, the 

elderly and so forth to be heard as a group. 

Multi-member districts give each voter more 

representatives who will pay attention to 
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them; and basically we're talking no more 

lawsuits, no more time wasted, no more 

taxpayers' dollars w~sted. We get it over 

with. 

do. 

And anyhow, it's the right thing to 

Thank you very much. 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: Thank you very 

much, Ms. Smith. Next on the list is 

Representative Cary Allred. 

REPRESENTATIVE ALLRED: Thank you very 

much, Mr. Chairman and members of the 

committee. I just want to make a general 

request of the committee that you adopt a 

plan which will respect county lines and not 

split any more counties than you absolutely 

have to; and I have seen plans that have 

been presented to the committee, at least in 

the past when the redistricting was done, 

that did not split more than seven counties. 

Alamance County, under the current 

proposal which was declared unconstitutional, 

is divided between the 5th Congressional 

District and the 6th Congressional District. 

I represent Alamance, Caswell, about half of 

Rockingham County and two precincts in 

Orange County in the 25th State House 
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District. 

But the congressional district, we 

don't feel in northerµ Alamance County, puts 

us in common other than the fact that we 

are good North Carolinians, we don't have a 

lot in common with people in the urban 

Winston-Salem area; and we would be much 

more comfortable with being grouped with 

Guilford County, for instance. 

But we would request that all of 

Alamance County, at least, be included in a 

single-member district for Congress which 

would respect the county boundaries and 

remove the confusion that is created when you 

split a county into two or more districts. 

It's just extremely bad for the voters. 

think that it creates voter apathy. 

I 

And might I say that with respect to the 

previous comments about a multi-member 

district, I think if you go to multi-member 

districts you're going to have much more 

expensive campaigns. Theoretically, you 

could have a 12-member multi-member district 

in this state, and it would cost each member 

running for Congress as much as it costs for 
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them to run for the United States Senate 

now, which is approaching $7 million. And we 

don't need to see anytping that's going to 

increase the cost of campaigning. 

But we do have another problem with 

congressional -- with a county being split 

between two congressional districts. For 

instance, we have in Alamance County we 

have two congressmen coming in and trying to 

extract campaign monies from the same folks; 

and so, you know, the competition for monies 

is a bad sign of the current redistricting. 

Thank you very much. 

REPRESENTATIVE MCMAHAN: Thank you very 

much, Cary. Next will be Representative 

Wayne Godwin Goodwin. I'm sorry. 

Goodwin. Pardon me, Wayne. 

REPRESENTATIVE GOODWIN: Good 

afternoon. I would say it's a pleasure to 

be here, but this is certainly our duty to be 

here today. Mr. Chairman, members of the 

committee and colleagues, ladies and 

gentlemen of North Carolina, I have here a 

map, and I think we'll see plenty of maps 

during the course of today and the course of 
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the next week. But I wanted to do my part 

as one of the members of this fine 

institution, the General ! Assembly. 

This proposed district map, as well as 

those prepared by other presenters, are 

historic. They're all based on 

eight-year-old data. So as we do this 

particular process, I thi'nk we should remind 

the citizens of the state that we're dealing 

with old information. So whoever is unhappy 

this go around, in two and a half years we'll 

have new data with the centennial census; 

and whoever is unhappy or happy now will be 

the opposite in two and a half years. 

So we need to do our duty and to do our 

job and make sure that we do not abdicate 

the legislative authority we have here in 

North Carolina to the un-elected federal 

judges in drawing districts because we are 

representatives of the people and should draw 

our own districts. 

This is Goodwin proposal number four. 

If you want to know where one through three 

are, well, I'm not going to prepare them and 

present them to you today. Four is the one 
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that I would like to present for 

consideration. It's based on a compromise. 

It helps maintain the presept partisan 

balance, in my opinion, in the -congressional 

delegation. It also makes some changes, of 

course, in the 12th and the 9th and in the 

8th and part of the 7th. 

The -- proposal number' four certainly 

has a compact 12th District. It's not the 

most compact 12th District that I had 

prepared, but it is the second most compact. 

And I believe, based upon several factors, 

it is one that should be considered heavily. 

First of all, it helps preserve the 

Sandhills region, which is of the 8th 

District. It takes into consideration the 

urban/rural disparities between the 

districts, particularly in the Piedmont area. 

As we heard from Senator Cochrane, it does 

address the various minorities and gives 

various minorities throughout the state a 

voice. 

As we will note, in the eastern part of 

the 8th District and the western part of the 

7th District, it does provide a large voice 
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for the Native American population; and this 

particular plan has received local support 

i 

from members of both the Hous:e and Senate 

and also of the of both parties. As to 

the amount of that support, it will be 

determined by the amount of plans that are 

presented today. 

So I'd like to ask the c~mmittee to 

consider this plan, consider all the factors 

that are involved, the fact that it does not 

affect any of the current incumbents. One 

may ask, "Well, what about the 8th District 11 ? 

Well, there are no incumbents. Both of the 

persons seeking that seat in the 8th District 

are within the 8th District, so it does not 

affect Mr. Hayes nor Mr. Taylor or any other 

candidate that may be involved if there is a 

reopening of the filing period. 

So in closing, this plan is not 

necessarily any better than any other plans. 

However, I'd insist it's incumbent upon each 

of the members of the General Assembly to do 

their duty to create and adopt a workable 

plan for our state's congressional districts 

because if we do not do that, then we are 
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abdicating our authority. 

So today I believe this plan, one of 

the four I helped request, is p:art of my 

contribution and my district's contribution 

~o preserving our state legislative authority 

in this arena, and I have plenty of copies 

of the plan plus all the statistical 

information for the different demographic 

criteria that are certainly of interest in 

this particular public hearing today. 

So thank you for your time. Thank you, 

Mr. Chairman, and I'll be glad to answer any 

questions after today's public hearing. 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: 

much, Wayne. Appreciate it. 

Thank you very 

Next will be 

Representative Linwood Mercer. 

REPRESENTATIVE MERCER: Thank you, Mr. 

Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of the House 

and Senate redistricting committees. 

Appearing before you today not in my role as 

a state legislator, not in my role as a 

congressional candidate, but as a concerned 

citizen and an observer of the redistricting 

process. 

As you'll recall, several years ago the 
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House and Senate passed a plan which I 

brought in which forbid splitting of 

precincts in federal and state r~districting. 

The Justice Department found this bill to be 

unconstitutional, but the committee was 

guided by that concept. And I thank them 

for that because they did not split precincts. 

Now it is time to apply that same 

principle to the practice of splitting 

counties, particularly counties with 

populations under 100,000. There's no 

question in my mind that in the minds of 

these smaller county residents nothing has 

discouraged their participation as much as 

the dividing of their counties. They feel 

that when a portion of their county is in 

one district and a portion in another their 

influence is greatly diminished, and they 

truly do not know where to turn for 

assistance at the federal level. 

Like precincts, counties kept whole 

have a great commonality and interest: 

county commissioners, sheriffs, registrars of 

deed, clerks of court, a common tax base and 

community concerns relating to schools and 

Capital Reporting, Inc. 
(919) 787-7775 

23 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

24 

infrastructure. This is a short list of 

things that are split up, not to mention the 

sense of community of which they 
i 

a:i;e deprived. 

With the last redistricting, we learned 

tha~ variances from district to district are 

approvable. Prior to that we dealt with a 

strict interpretation of one man, one vote, 
' 

and it balanced the districts to th~ person, 

even though everyone knew that the census 

data was flawed and that the districts were 

constantly in flux and the populations were 

changing. 

Under the strict interpretation, 

neighborhoods were divided, precincts were 

split and, as a consequence, the people were 

confused and alienated from the process. 

Now this committee has the opportunity to 

correct those past mistakes by keeping our 

counties together. 

For the last redistricting I had drawn 

two whole county congressional plans which 

I'm submitting for your consideration. They 

are listed as 96 Whole County Congressional 

Plans II and III and are presented to you 

not necessarily for your adoption, but rather 
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as evidence that with minor variances 

counties, especially those under 100,000, can 
I 

be kept whole in redistricting. Than;k you 

for your consideration and your work on this 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: Thank you, 

Linwood. Next will be David Burton. 

MR. BURTON: Mr. Chairman, members of 

the committee, thank you for giving us this 

opportunity to speak. 

When you draw districts with a 

political outcome in mind, any outcome 

when you draw safe districts, you subvert the 

very foundations of representative democracy, 

and you disenfranchise the voters. I don't 

like the current districts, but I hate the 

process that produced them. 

SPEAKER: Can't hear you, Mr. Burton. 

MR. BURTON: I'm sorry. 

SPEAKER: Can't hear you. 

MR. BURTON: I don't like these 

districts, but I mainly hate the process that 

produced them. 

The congressman in an artificially safe 

district is not accountable to the voters. 
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He's not in any meaningful sense they're 

representative. He needn't be much concerns 

with their needs or their opinions. 

We complain that people don't vote 

anymorei. But what's the point in voting if 

the outcome has been predetermined by 

manipulation of the district boundaries. We 

might as well grant lifetime appointments to 

congressmen and dispense with the pretense of 

republican government. Don't call it the 

House of Representatives anymore. Call it 

the U.S. House of Lords. 

I ask you to give up gerrymandering 

altogether. Let's change the process so 

that it is no longer possible to gerrymander. 

Let's create a process that will draw the 

most regular compact districts that are 

physically possible, and let's write it into 

the state constitution and let the political 

chips fall where they may. 

There are several ways to create a 

redistricting process that cannot be 

manipulated into a gerrymander. 

to describe a couple of them. 

I'm going 

First and 

simplest is to predefine the geometry of the 
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districts. Just divide the state with a few 

horizontal and vertical lines, but the 

problem with that is that it divides counties 

and precincts. It does result in compact 

regular districts that are not subject to 

gerrymander. 

But for a better approach, we can 

define the mathematical measurement of hbw 

good a plan is. We all know what makes a 

good plan. The more counties or precincts 

it splits, the worse it is. The more 

irregular or elongated the districts are, the 

worse it is. 

So devise a simple formula to evaluate 

how good a plan is. Grade each proposed 

plan according to the formula. For each 

split county or municipality or precinct, add 

penalty points. To avoid elongated 

districts, take the two most distant points 

in each district, sum those 12 distances. 

The higher the sum, the worse the plan. Add 

the two sums, and the lower the score, the 

better the plan. Now all you have to do is 

find the plan with the lowest possible score. 

It would be a simple matter to write a 
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computer program to do it using an 

algorithmic technique called Euristic Search. 

An independent commission could be given the 

task of supervising the process. 

But another way is to simply let all 

members of the legislature submit plans to 

the North Carolina Board of Elections and 

require that the board score the plans and 

pick the plan with the lowest score. The 

process is easy. It's foolproof. It's 

totally immune to gerrymander. 
/ 

If you use this process, we will get 

regular compact districts with an absolute 

minimum of split counties, and we can prove 

to the courts that there was no racial or 

partisan bias. How about it? Let's consider 

taking the high road and doing away with 

gerrymanders once and for all. Thank you. 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: Thank you very 

much, Mr. Burton. Next on the list is 

Marian Dodd. 

MS. DODD: Chairman and members of the 

committee, I appreciate the opportunity of 

presenting a plan submitted by the League of 

Women Voters of North Carolina. 

Capital Reporting, Inc. 
(919) 787-7775 

This was 

28 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

submitted by Diane Henderson of Southern 

Shores, North Carolina, and she's established 

redistricting lines for North Carolina. 

She's submitted maps, which are enclosed in 

your packet, iand she also has a rationale 

for the year 1991, 1992 and 1997. 

In regard to the past history for 

redistricting plan, it indicates the need for 

reexamining a new approach in designing 

districts. Through league research in 1993 

on how redistricting should be done, around 

one dozen other states were contacted where 

they have independent commissions that were 

created for the purpose of developing 

redistricting plans after a ten-year census 

was taken. 

The league reached a consensus in 1994 

that redistricting and reapportioning should 

rest with an independent commission for 

adoption or rejection, without an amendment, 

by the legislators. 

Diane suggests that the 1996-97 plan 

did have a minority/majority district barelr, 

but it's very hard to create a compact 

district with dispersion of the minority 
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population throughout the state. And also 

it's even harder after the census in the 

year 2000 is taken because there has been a 

large amount of in-migration from other 

countries and states, further diluting the 

residential black minority population. 

Diane states also that her 1991 plan is 

less convoluted than later ones which 

considered racial minority voters more, and 

earlier maps are better in some respects 

because they divide fewer counties. 

North Carolina did not choose to 

collect most of the census data by precinct 

in 1990. Consequently, one doesn't have a 

clue using census data of what makes a 

logical way to divide a county or a city. 

Other considerations should be also 

included. Ensure the adequate representation 

for special coastal interests, the marine 

fisheries, the tourism, the beach protection, 

the state's military establishments, multiple 

districts representing mountainous part of 

the state and several fairly compact more or 

less urban districts. 

In designing the maps, no partisan 
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political information, voting registration, 

incumbent congressional representation was 

used. Since there is not a requirement in 

the federal and state constitution for 

residency in the ~ongressional district one 

represents, there is nothing in this plan to 

preclude the present incumbents running in a 

different district. 

Our position and we believe this 

works very well are congressional 

districts, both house and senate and the 

general assembly, county and municipal 

government districts, including board of 

education, should be apportioned primarily on 

population. Districts should be 

single-member, compact, convenient, 

contiguous and reflect a community of 

interest. 

Specific standards for fair 

representation as required by the voting acts 

should be assured. The entire responsibility 

for redistricting and reapportioning should 

rest with an independent agency commissioned 

by the legislature every ten years. The 

independent agency should not be a court. 
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The agency should reflect geographic, racial 

and gender makeup of the state's population, 

but no elected official should serve as a 

member. 

A process should be provided to effect 

automatic, compulsory, periodic redistricting 

and reapportioning. Measure to enact this 

process should include authority, enforcement 

powers, time schedule and funding. 

you for your time. 

Thank 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: Thank you very 

much, Ms. Dodd. Next will be Andrew Koeppel. 

MR. KOEPPEL: Koeppel. 

REPRESENTATIVE MCMAHAN: Koeppel. 

Welcome, Andrew. 

MR. KOEPPEL: That's okay. I'm here to 

show you how we can redistrict or 

restructure, perhaps I should say, the 12th 

District, Mel Watt's district, and at the 

same time create something which I think is 

very badly needed, and that is a southeastern 

coastal district. 

The first thing we should keep in mind 

is this. If we only attempt to make cosmetic 

changes to Mel's district, there is an 
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excellent chance that the courts are going to 

throw it out. We don't have to be hit over 

the head with this. We have to face the 

political reality of it. 

Number two, in vdew of the fact that 

Bill Hefner is not going to be with us, it 

would make a lot of sense to take the 

westernmost part of Bill Hefner's district 

and give it to Mel along with the areas in 

and around the Charlotte area. Mel is a 

Charlotte man, and I can assure you that Mel 

will have an excellent chance of being 

reelected from that area. 

I've spoken to his staff. They're a 

little bit reluctant about it, but I can tell 

you something else. Mel is a much stronger 

man politically than many people realize, and 

I also believe very strongly do not give a 

man crutches if he can walk without them. 

I spoke to Don Baker of his staff, and 

Don is going to look at the precincts and 

election districts of the westernmost part of 

Bill Hefner's district. And this is 

something which I believe is doable. 

Now to speak about the area that I feel 
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very deeply about. The southeastern coastal 

counties have not had a congressional 

district of their own. We have a 

representative, a very fine man, Mike 

McIntyre, but Mike is f~om the Lumberton 

area. He has to be concerned about events 

of Fayetteville. 

We want a man or a woman who can spend 

100 percent of their time being concerned 

with an area which has deep environmental 

concerns that was just spoken about, an area 

that's linked very strongly economically. 

want a district that's going to include 

Brunswick, New Hanover, Pender, Onslow and 

Carteret Counties because these are all 

coastal counties. Plus we want Columbus 

We 

County because of the fact that it's 

geographically and economically linked to the 

area. 

I spoke to Mike McIntyre's office; and 

he said, "Please let us have at least a half 

of Columbus County that's in the westernmost 

part of the county in which we have a lot of 

tobacco people." I said, "That's okay. We 

can work something out. We're going to go 
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ahead then and possibly take the Wallace area 

of southern Duplin County. Population wise 

it's going to work out." 

Mike is a man right now he's a good 

congressman. He's a man; if he had the 

southern central counties of the state, he 

could become a great congressman because this 

is an area that he is intim~tely connected 

with. 

This is a win-win situation for 

everybody; and I urge you to strongly give 

it a lot of consideration because I think if 

you speak to the people who are involved, 

Mel's staff and Mike's staff, I think you 

will ultimately find that this is something 

they could both live with. 

Nothing would make me happier than to 

see Pat Ballantine and Luther Jordan go 

shoulder to shoulder to help the people of 

their area and create a situation which will 

make them be people who will be long 

respected in their area to even a greater 

extent than they are right now. 

very much. 

Thank you 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: Thank you, 
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Andrew. Next, Marty McGee. 

MR. McGEE: My name is Marty McGee, and 

I'm one of the two attorneys representing 

the plaintiffs in the Cromartie v. Hunt 

litigation which in part prompted this 

hearing. I do not speak today on behalf of 

my clients but as an individual citizen of 

the state. 

I began thinking and writing about 

redistricting while I was a law student at 

Wake Forest. Following my graduation in 

1995, the first case that I worked on as a 

lawyer was Shaw v. Hunt. In that North 

Carolina redistricting case, I assisted 

Professor Robinson Everett prepare the briefs 

for the United States Supreme Court and, 

following the victory there, worked 

unsuccessfully to force the General Assembly 

to enact a constitutional plan prior to the 

1996 congressional elections. 

Thereafter, I worked with Professor 

Everett on several cases involving 

redistricting, including the Cromartie 

litigation, and drafting and filing amicus 

briefs and Lawyer versus Department of 
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Justice, which is another redistricting case 

that was then pending before the Supreme 

Court. 

When I started writing about 

redistricting in law school, there was only 

one case that had been decided by the 

Supreme Court, and that was Shaw v. Reno. 

Many vigorously debated the meaning of that 

case while we awaited further direction from 

the court. 

Prior to 1995, admittedly, redistricting 

occurred at the intersection of complex legal, 

political and racial issues. In the last few 

years, however, the Supreme Court has handed 

down numerous decisions which makes the task 

of redistricting much easier than it had 

previously been. 

The General Assembly, which now has 

considerable guidance from the Supreme Court, 

must decide whether to redistrict the state 

by May 22 or abdicate that responsibility to 

the Federal District Court. In the strongest 

terms I urge the legislature to fulfill its 

oblig~tion to North Carolinians and enact a 

fair plan. 
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What needs to be done is clear. The new 

redistricting plan should create a compact 

district in the northeast portion of the 

state and should entirely abandon the 12th 

District as it is now drawn. The creation of 

a more compact 1st District would still give 

African-Americans in that area a fair 

opportunity to elect the candidate of their 

choice, but it would do so in a 

constitutional manner. 

The black population in the northeast 

portion of the state does not appear to be 

large enough to create a majority/minority 

district, but any reasonably drawn district 

in that area would have a significant 

minority population, most likely in excess of 

40 percent. In that case, it would be very 

likely that Representative Eva Clayton would 

be returned to Congress. 

The General Assembly should also 

abandon the attempt to connect 

African-American populations of Charlotte 

with those of Greensboro and Winston-Salem 
I 

because the resulting district undoubtedly 

would be unconstitutional. 
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When the General Assembly merely made 

cosmetic changes to the 12th District, held 

unconstitutional in Shaw v. Hunt, the 

resulting plan could not survive a summary 

judgment motion in the Cromartie litigation. 

Any tweaking of the current 12th District 

would likely suffer the same fate and be 

held unconstitutional. 

The Supreme Court in Shaw v. Reno 

clearly described the harms of racial 

gerrymanders. First they reenforce 

stereotypes by perpetuating "the perception 

that members of the same racial group, 

regardless of their age, education, economic 

status or community in which they live, 

think alike, share the same political 

interests and will prefer the same candidates 

at the polls." 

Second, they cause representation harms 

because, as the Supreme Court stated, when a 

district obviously is created solely to 

effectuate the perceived common interest of 

one racial group, elected officials are more 

likely to believe that their primary 

obligation is to represent only the members 
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of that group rather than their constituency 

at a whole. 

Simply put, racial gerrymanders are not 

remedies for racial prejudices. They do not 

advance society towards its goal of making 

race irrelevant in American life. 

This state deserves a constitutional 

redistricting plan enacted by the North 

Carolina General Assembly. It is the General 

Assembly's legislative duty to create such a 

plan, and this responsibility should not be 

abdicated to the federal judiciary. 

Regrettably, during the redistricting 

process race has at times been used in a 

cynical way by both members of the 

Democratic and Republican parties in an 

attempt to gain political advantage. 

For the good of all North Carolinians, 

I urge you to put aside partisanship and put 

this issue behind us by allowing North 

Carolina to have its first congressional 

election in North Carolina in six years 

under a legislatively drawn plan. Thank you. 

much. 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: Thank you very 

Next would be Representative Larry 
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Womble. 

REPRESENTATIVE WOMBLE: Thank you, Mr. 

Chairman, the members of the committee and 

those gathered here today. I'm here to put 

before you what we would call a viable plan 

for site plan for the 12th District. 

The objective is to create a 

constitutional democratic-performing 12th 

Congressional District including significant 

portions of Forsyth, Mecklenburg Counties as 

well as those in Davidson, Iredell and Rowan 

to maintain a current Democratic, Republican, 

ratio in the delegation, to continue to have 

a Piedmont-centered urban district and to 

provide an opportunity for the incumbent to 

have a fair chance at being successful. 

Precincts were selected based on 

partisan performance of history, not on race. 

By no definition is this a majority/minority 

district. It is substantially majority, of 

which over 60 percent as compared with the 

plan disapproved by the court, which was 

about evenly divided. 

The court's criticism that the prior 

plan excluded majority elements in 
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Mecklenburg, Guilford and Forsyth has been 

addressed. This time the district was built 

based on democratic-performing precincts, as 

I said, not on race. 

In selecting the areas, emphasis was 

placed on the partisan performance in prior 

elections rather than party registration. As 

we all know, there are many voters in North 

Carolina who are registered as Democrats and 

who vote as Republicans. So the actual 

performance by party is what is important to 

trying to make a district to provide the 

democratic with the opportunity to win. 

This district gives the incumbent, 

presently Congressman Mel Watt, a district 

that he has an opportunity to run without 

running against another incumbent. The 

district is considerably more compact. The 

performance of adjoining districts are not 

affected in any very significant way. 

This plan is good for Forsyth County. 

We have benefited greatly by having two very 

influential and very good performing members 

of Congress, one from each party. The city 

of Winston-Salem has also benefited from 

Capital Reporting, Inc. 
(919) 787-7775 

42 



1 

) 
2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

being represented by the members of Congress 

from the area, especially in the interest of 

inner cities in North Carolina and in the 

Piedmont. 

This is built upon commonalities: 

commonalities of urbanness commonalities of 

interest, commonalities of social and 

economic concerns and conditions, 

commonalities of tradition, commonalities of 

like concerns. 

We also have had no citizens in 

Forsyth County have complained about the 

representation that we presently have with 

Congressman Burr and/or Congressman Watt. We 

urge you to consider it very seriously. 

Thank you so very much. 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: Thank you very 

Even though the much, Representative Womble. 

next man our next speaker is making us 

work extra hard, he's an awfully nice person. 

I'm proud to introduce Judge Robinson 

Everett. I'm sure he thinks we deserve it. 

JUDGE EVERETT: Mr. Chairman, members 

of the two committees, members of the 

audience here, I have prepared previously a 
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statement and I hope you have copies of it. 

There were 100 prepared, so there should be 

one for everybody. 

I'm not going to read it to you. What 

I tried to do at the outset, in view of the 

fact that I've been involved for several 

years in this matter, six years, was to say 

what has happened in the past, give you a 

little history. 

And there a couple of items in that 

that I'd like to point particularly to your 

attention. One of them is that in September 

of 1997, when an earlier three-judge court 

ruled in favor of the plan that had been 

presented, they did so with the statement 

they were doing it specifically in the 

context of that particular proceeding. 

And you must remember that the five 

plaintiffs that started that case were no 

longer in the new 12th District. We had no 

standing, and so that ruling simply said 

and you'll see the quotation from the court 

"Anybody else can bring this matter up. 

We're simply deciding it in this context." 

And therefore, when you have heard from 
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various people that there's been some 

inconsistency, if you go back to the facts, 

you will find there's absolutely no 

inconsistency, that there was a virtual 

invitation by that court for anybody else to 

come in with constitutional claims. That's 

point one. 

Point two is that there seems to have 

been a feeling that all of a sudden something 

was sprung on the legislature. That isn't 

true either. Back in July 1996, immediately 

after the original decision by the Supreme 

Court in Shaw v. Hunt, a case was filed by 

three Tarboro registered voters attacking the 

1st District. 

That case has been pending since then. 

It was reopened in October of 1997. If 

nobody told you about it, they should have. 

You've got lawyers. The Attorney General 

was there. So as early as 1997, October, 

the General Assembly was on notice that 

something was going to happen, that this was 

being considered and was being pressed. 

had asked for an injunction at that time. 

So you were on notice. 
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The third thing to keep in mind I'm 

not trying to correct the Chair, but he 

talks about modifying correcting the 12th 

District. The court ruled that the 12th 

District was unconstitutional. They also 

gave strong indications that the 1st District 

is unconstitutional. So keep that in mind. 

Don't just tweak the 12th District. Don't 

just tweak the 1st District. 

this time. 

Get it right 

Now, there I s a network that took over 

pro football. They had the slogan, "Same 

game, new attitude." This is the same game, 

redistricting. I ask for a new attitude. 

Get the attitude that was taken by the 

League of Women Voters. I haven't seen 

their plan; but sight unseen, I'd wager it's 

a darn good plan. 

acceptable to us. 

It would be perfectly 

We also submitted with a statement 

and you can look at it a plan that was 

drawn by a reporter from the Charlotte 

Observer. Took him two hours to do it and 

it is better than anything I've heard of for 

a long time, except perhaps the League of 
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Women Voters plan. 

Now, third, let me just mention a few 

things that I would suggest as being almost 

indispensable. One, don't split up 

Mecklenburg County. You know, when you look 

at it, in a county where two incumbents live 

I believe two districts from each other, two 

members of Congress of two not two 

districts, two doors from each other, it's a 

little hard to gerrymander to put each in a 

separate district; and it is true that 

anybody can run anywhere for Congress. 

So don't get into this sort of tweaking 

routine. Don't split Mecklenburg. Don't 

put part of Mecklenburg with part of Guilford 

or part of Forsyth. Do something about the 

northeastern counties. It is quite possible 

to have compact districts that will not split 

counties, wherein Representative Eva Clayton, 

who's doing a fine job so far as I know, 

would have a good chance of reelection. 

mean, after all, she and Mel Watt are 

incumbents. They have the advantage of 

incumbency anyway. 

So take it and look at it anew. 
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these principles basic principles of 

compactness, contiguousness, the sort of 

thing the League of Women Voters was talking 

about. Don't view it as your mission to 

reelect incumbents· or to try to racially 

gerrymander. View it as your mission to have 

same game, new attitude. Start over with a 

new objective of getting it right at this 

point. Thank you very much. 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: Thank you very 

much, Judge Everett. Next is Lee Mortimer. 

MR. MORTIMER: 

name is Lee Mortimer. 

Thank you very much. 

I live in Durham. 

My 

I 

served on your election laws study committee 

in 1996, and I spent quite a bit of time 

studying your latest 

redistricting plan. 

your last 

And I submitted an 

analysis of it on behalf of the plaintiffs in 

the Cromartie lawsuit. 

My request today is that you fold up 

this entire effort and turn it over to an 

independent redistricting commission. Let 

them redraw the districts and then submit a 

plan to you for an up or down vote without 

amendment as is done in military base 
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closings. 

As elected officials, you have no 

business drawing districts for yourselves or 

anyone else. It's a clear conflict of 

interest. The sole purpose of last year's 

redistricting plan was to give both parties' 

incumbents even safer seats than they already 

had. Rigging districts for party, race or 

incumbency or whatever is a clear conflict of 

interest; and it's just as much a corruption 

of the democratic process as trying to buy 

elections with campaign contributions. 

True, there are only nine days left 

before you have to have a plan; but there's 

always time to act with integrity. You had 

some bad breaks in court recently, but these 

judges who you've been dealing with are not 

that unreasonable. And they might actually 

be receptive to you. 

For example, they're not making you 

redraw the legislative districts as everybody 

was saying that they were going to; and when 

you went to Judge Boyle with a reasonable 

request for staying his ruling on the 

campaign finance law, he at least granted 
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you a hearing. 

You only get in trouble with these 

judges when you file specious motions that 

claim their ruling says that only tweaking is 

necessary when you know full well that it 

does not say that. It's _when you engage in 

spin doctoring designed to manipulate public 

and legislative opinion that the judges 

rebuke you and turn you down flat. 

On the other hand, if you went to the 

judges and asked for more time to restore 

integrity to the redistricting process, they 

might be receptive. You could assure them 

that you want no repeat performance of what 

happened last year when the incumbents were 

invited to critique the districts and 

reporters were kicked out of that meeting so 

that the incumbents could tell you which 

voters they wanted and which voters they 

didn't want. 

If a commission isn't feasible, then 

letting the judges redraw the district would 

be far preferable to your doing it. When 

judges redrew the Georgia districts, none of 

the incumbents lost in 1996. 
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African-American incumbents were reelected by 

sizable margins even after their districts 

were redrawn with large white majorities. 

While I don't want you to redraw the 

districts, I do hope that you will pay 

attention to the Charlotte Observer plan that 

Professor Everett mentioned. The plaintiffs 

believe that this plan, with a few 

modifications, offers a sound basis for 

redistricting. 

The cornerstone of that plan and the 

principal test for curing the 12th District's 

unconstitutionality is restoring Mecklenburg 

County as a single unified district. 

Mecklenburg is the state's largest county. 

It has 93 percent of the population needed 

for a congressional distric~. Harvey Gantt 

won 55 percent of the vote in Mecklenburg 

County against Jesse Helms in 1996. 

So there's no history of voting rights 

violations that justifies dividing 

Mecklenburg County into separate districts, 

and it wouldn't necessarily pit Mel Watt 

against Sue Myrick. Mel Watt could run in 

the Mecklenburg district; and Sue Myrick 
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could run in the adjoining district that 

includes Gaston and Cleveland County, parts 

of which she already represents. State law 
. . 

does not require representatives to live in 

the districts that they represent. 

So that's my advice to you. Make it 

easy on yourself and turn it over to a 

redistricting commission. Thank you. 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: Thank you very 

much, Mr. Mortimer. 

McKinney, Jr. 

MR. MCKINNEY: 

is Ralph McKinney. 

Next will be Mr. Ralph 

Good evening. My name 

I've got a very honest 

concern here. I'd like to address it in a 

couple ways. 

Number one, I think it might be a good 

idea to identify why you're here. The 

congressmen have this little constitution, 

and it identifies a few things they're 

responsible for. 

And if we were to have districts that 

enable people to participate and get results 

that ensured this was obeyed, I don't think 

we'd have a concern whether it was a woman, 

a minority, a Republican, a Democrat because 
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that's the final bottom line; and there's 

accountability for it when people don't do 

it. You vote them out. There's also 

accountability for it when they don't do it 

by malfeasance of office. So the 

opportunity is there many times, but the 

coordination by citizens to participate and 

act many times is restricted and limited. 

And I think if you were to have the 

districts in an area where people could 

participate, they would get better results. 

I live in Durham, and in my area I have Mel 

Watt, Etheridge, David Price all within a 

ten-mile radius. And I assure you the 

general welfare for the average citizen there 

is not equal to their general welfare, so we 

haven't done the best we could for each of 

us. So do that for yourself. 

And, second, if you want to go forget 

that, go over to Mr. Faircldth's office. 

You've got a little booklet that identifies 

that. And that's the obligation of our 

representatives, and I think many times 

that's been lost. 

In the business community and the life 

Capital Reporting, Inc. 
(919) 787-7775 

53 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

1 25 

that we live, I find that the citizens 

cooperate with each other many times better 

than the people we elect; and I know that I 

and many other are more concerned about the 

citizens we work and deal with because I 

want to make a living. I want to be treated 

with a little respect, and they do too. But 

we haven't had that level of respect from 

citizens. 

And when we start dividing people by 

race, that is not a proper thing to do, 

because I voted for Mr. Michaux back when he 

had Mr. Ballantine in the primary, and in 

Durham we have many people that are minority 

selected. And simply because you have a 

minority doesn't mean that that person is 

going to have the interest of the minority 

community at the level they need to have. 

Ms. Lucas gave me the courtesy one time 

of a telephone call to up here to Canada 

to a company that had racist attitudes. They 

didn't answer her either. So that does mean 

that we do have ability to make an effort. 

Sometimes we don't achieve it. 

And you may note that in Durham we have 
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a particular problem. We had a candidate 

that's on the board of education that said 

elect only minorities. Now, we have a 

difficult problem; but until we realize we 

can solve it, never will it be achieved. 

And if we were to identify that you 

didn't do your job, that's malfeasance of 

office; and when elected officials don't do 

their jobs, that obstructs justice for each 

of us. 

And we all went through a period called 

the silent majority, and many people had to 

be silent about the things that were 

destroying the quality of life for many 

people. So this makes a difference on that. 

And don't divide the counties and put 

the state, senate, house with congressional 

efforts because we're going to have to find 

a way when Congress fails, White House fails, 

to make a difference, and we're going to 

have to do it at the level locally because 

people don't have a hope if they don't vote. 

And I don't care whose party you are. 

I can validate this. Many times I'm 

one of the people that vote in the general 
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election sometimes as a protest vote. 

don't vote for somebody, but I protest 

I 

against the orie that hasn't done their job. 

And that's been one effort that many people 

have lost, and I would prefer to see the 

Democratic Party set a standard where 

everybody can vote for Democrats. 

And once an elected official, might be a 

Republican, gets into office, if he does the 

job, he's going to be there; and that's what 

people want, is that end result down there. 

And I think that's the most predominant 

thing we need to do because the general 

welfare of the people nowadays is identified 

affordable, can you afford to live in this 

city, can you afford to live in this state. 

And pardon me, but that's a very lost 

opportunity for the citizens in the future, 

affordable, and I think we need to find a 

solution for that. And I appreciate your 

courtesy. 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: Thank you very 

much, sir. Appreciate your being here. Mr. 

Dan Gurley. 

MR. GURLEY: I thank the committee for 
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this opportunity. Following the 1990 census 

and the addition of a 12th Congressional 

District, the Democrat-controlled General 

Assembly was responsible for redrawing North 

Carolina's federal and state legislative 

district boundaries. If that legislative 

body had properly carried out its 

constitutional responsibility, today's 

meeting would not be necessary. 

In an effort to preserve their nearly 

century long hold on power and before any 

additional electoral momentum by Republicans, 

a new congressional plan was approved by the 

General Assembly and subsequently the U.S. 

Justice Department. This plan was 

politically and racially gerrymandered. 

appearance nothing short of obscene. 

While true that Voting Rights Act 

It's 

compliance was necessary to secure Justice 

Department approval, impacting its overall 

appearance, it's certainly not the sole 

reason that the plan emerged looking like 

splatter painting on an artist's canvass. 

We were left with a plan that insulted 

the sensibilities of any reasonable person, a 
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plan in fact so bad that no less than the 

Wall Street Journal referred to it as 

political pornography. In today's 

entertainment rating system, if that had been 

applied to it, there's no doubt it would 

have been rated triple X. 

Is it any wonder that the U.S. Supreme 

Court declared it unconstitutional. Justice 

Sandra Day O'Connor, in her opinion for the 

court, declared, among other things, the plan 

to be political apartheid. 

In a subsequent lower court decision 

that split two to one along party lines, 

North Carolina was forced to conduct 

elections in those same districts. Yet, to 

date, no one has explained to the citizens 

of North Carolina how you can hold a 

constitutional election in an 

unconstitutional district. 

A new plan approved in March of 1997 

did make some improvements. It reduced the 

number of split counties by almost half and 

greatly reduced split precincts. The 

splitting of precincts, in my opinion, is one 

of the most obscene and egregious acts I've 
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ever seen committed in the propagation of 

the political process . 

This 1997 plan, regrettably, did little 

to alter the 12th District. It provided only 

minor changes. A child could easily see the 

resemblance between the old 12th and the new 

12th. If the previous 12th were rated 

triple X, then the new 12th should at best 

only muster an NC-17 rating. So we have Mr. 

Everett filing suit again, and rightly so, 

and here we are in the same predicament. 

Now faced with creating a third plan, I 

offer these suggestions. Congressional 

districts should split counties only in the 

rarest of instances. Splits must be kept to 

a minimum. Districts should be as 

geographically compact as possible. 

Communities of interest should play an 

appropriate role in the shaping of districts. 

Those interests should include, among others, 

economic, geographic, historical, race, 

ethnicity and gender and traditional 

political boundaries. No one interest should 

have prominence over the other. Political 

incumbency protection should not be a 
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predominant factor. 

Populations should be allowed to vary. 

It. is nonsense to be concerned over minor 

population variances. The impact is 

negligible whether one district varies from 

another by five or 500 or even 5,000 

residents. A reasonable standard should, 

however, exist somewhere in the rage of one 

to two percent. 

Federalist Paper Number 62 says the 

following: "A good government implies two 

things. First, fidelity to the object of 

government, which is the happiness of the 

people and, secondly, a knowledge of the 

means by which that object can be best 

attained. 11 

The people are not happy about having 

to go through this process for the third 

time. You have before you a knowledge of 

the means and a final opportunity to do the 

right thing. North Carolina citizens deserve 

free, fair and legal elections. They 

deserve the opportunity to elect their 

representatives at both the state and federal 

level in districts that have not been 
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politically or racially gerrymandered. I 

sincerely hope we will not be disappointed 

once again. I thank the committee. 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: Thank you very 

much. Appreciate you being here. Senator 

Bill Martin. 

SENATOR MARTIN: Thank you Mr. 

Chairman, members of the committee. I just 

presented another plan, and it's one that is 

based on performance, and it's one in which 

there is not a foundation based upon race. 

As a matter of fact, the white population 

within the 12th District, which I was working 

with, is approximately 62 percent as far as 

voting age. 

Beyond that, it's based upon 

performance and party performance when you 

look at it from a historical basis. It's one 

again referencing the Helms/Gantt races in 

which there was a substantial advantage on 

the part of Gantt. It was about 63 percent; 

and further, it's more compact than even the 

redrawn 12th District. There are five 

counties rather than six, and it's done in a 

manner that would not likely impact the 
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outcomes of any of the districts involved. 

And in addition, there is another point 
I 

that I would just mention. The point that 

was raised by Representative Womble when he 

was speaking of not only compactness, but 

speaking in terms of commonality of interest 

is a very important one. I would just ask 

I 
you to consider the same points that he 

mentioned. When you look at the educational 

institutions that are in the district, this 

district would not include Forsyth. It would 

include Mecklenburg, Iredell, Rowan, Davidson 

and Guilford. 

When you look at it from the standpoint 

of business interest, when you look at it 

from the standpoint of economic development, 

when you look at it from the standpoint of 

educational institutions, higher ed and 

otherwise, you would find again a great deal 

of commonality there. I would just ask that 

this plan be considered. 

And it's one in which we have to say 

that voters need to have an opportunity to 

get a small breather from what's going to be 

corning in 2001, when we're going to have to 
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do a major overhaul of all of this after the 

census occurs, and but for now there are 

i 
a number of voters with whom I've talked, 

Democrat and Republican, who just don't want 

a whole lot more disruption right at this 

point knowing we're going to have to go 

through the whole process all over again very 

quickly. 

There are changes, as I mentioned, in 

terms of the numbers of county, the 

alignment and compactness and other instances. 

And in closing let me -just say that 

there's one other area that I'd like to 

point out as far as commonality of interest 

that shows a clear commonality of interest 

between Guilford and Mecklenburg and 

surrounding areas beyond those that I've 

mentioned before. And that's that 

Mecklenburg is going to be the home base of 

Guilford County's major league baseball team. 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: Thank you very 

much, Senator Martin. Next would be Dr. 

Lavonia Allison. Dr. Allison? 

SPEAKER: She stepped out for a minute. 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: Dr. Allison 
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stepped out. Okay. Senator Frank Ballance. 

SENATOR BALLANCE: Well, I was going to 

yield 1to Dr. Allison, but since she's not 

here thank you, Mr. Chairman; and, Mr. 

Chairman, I'm just going to say a couple 

words. 

I stand here today as a proud citizen 

of North Carolina and a citizen of America; 

and I remember some words, "We hold these 

truths· to be self-evident that all men, 

including women, are created equal. 

endowed by their creator with certain 

They're 

inalienable rights. Among them are life, 

liberty and the pursuit of happiness." 

Senator Lucas, I'm also reminded of last 

Sunday's Sunday school lesson. I think it 

was last Sunday, about washing of hands when 

your hands are not dirty. Gets to be a 

ritual. And I'm concerned as a citizen of 

eastern North Carolina and a citizen of 

North Carolina that we're getting into the 

ritual business, that we' re doing things for 

the purpose of doing them and in so doing, 

we're turning ourselves back 2,000 years. 

We need to be very careful as we go 
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forward, members of the committee, to make 

sure that we concern ourselves with the 

citizenslof North Carolina, with their 

happiness and their well-being, with their 

having someone in the halls of Congress that 

will respond to their concerns and their 

issues and their needs, whether they have a 

roof over their head, whether they have a 

job to go to on Monday morning, whether 

they're going to get a reasonable pay for a 

reasonable hour of work. 

If we look at those issues, maybe we 

can get away from the technicalities and 

sometimes the ego trips of people who bring 

these lawsuits, and I don't call any names. 

But I wonder sometimes if people read the 

constitution and look at the words that are 

in it and look at the fact that all of us in 

North Carolina are citizens and all of us, by 

law, have equal rights under the 

constitution, maybe someone would say that 

well, that's we're on the record. I' 11 

pause right there. Thank you very much. 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: Okay. 

the list has Dr. Allison returned? 
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she returned? Okay. If not, do we have 

Martha Woods (sic)? Is she here? Yes. 
I 

Mayor Mart;ha Woods (sic), welcome. 

MAYOR WOOD: Representative Oldham, 

Representative Womble, and I thought I saw 

another one of my representatives. 

see you all. 

Good to 

I'm M'artha Wood. I'm former mayor of 

66 

Winston-Salem, and I come to speak to you this 

afternoon with no axes to grind, no 

political agenda and no personal favorites. 

I am here to report to you about the 

experience that I had over 16 years in both 

systems where our county was represented in 

the first eight years that I served in local 

government on the Board of Alderman by one 

representative in Washington, and the first 

four years of my first term as mayor we were 

represented by three congressmen. 

And when that eventuality befell us, we 

wondered what in the world are we going to 

go; and we decided the best thing to do was 

to make the most of it. And that's exactly 

what we did. Every time we made a trip to 

Washington or every time we had a major issue 
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that we wanted the folks in Washington to be 

aware of, we made sure that all three of our 
I 

congressmen plus our two senators knew about 

it. 

Two of our congressmen have responded 

beautifully regardless of their party 

affiliation and regardless of their personal 

feelings on any given issue. One congressman 

who represented only about 16 people in 

Forsyth County wished we didn't take his 

time; but when we took his time, we learned 

an awful lot about how Congress works. 

And so what I want to say to you, 

committee members, is that if you have to 

divide any county it's not the end of the 

world; and, in fact, it can be a very 

beneficial civics lesson and lesson in the 

three tiers of government in this country for 

anybody who has to deal with it. It's a 

lesson for the citizens. It's a lesson for 

the congressmen themselves, and the benefits 

are. clear. 

In the .last year alone Winston-Salem 

brought back home $50 million of our tax 

money that we had sent to Washington because 
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two of our congressmen made it a personal 

responsibility of theirs to make sure that we 
i 

got those things that we told them we 

needed, and the third congressman would 

generally join them because he was 

outflanked. And at that point, party meant 

nothing. It was the issue and what the 
I 

' benefit was going to be to the people of the 

area. 

I have to say that having three 

representatives in Congress certainly has 

benefited Forsyth County and Winston-Salem, 

North Carolina. And I encourage you to keep 

your options open and to vote make your 

decisions based upon what will best benefit 

all the people of the area. And I thank you 

for this opportunity to speak to you today. 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: Thank you very 

much, Mayor Wood. Next would be I think 

Dr. Allison is now here; and unless someone 

else wants to speak, she will be our last 

speaker. 

DR. ALLISON: Mr. Chairman and members 

of the committee, members of the legislature 

and other distinguished members of this 
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audience who've come, Professor Everett gave 

us a little history. I want to give you a 

little bit more :history and probably preface 

my remarks to the committee members and urge 

them to embrace three words. Is it fair? 

Is it just? Are we moving toward a 

democratic ideal where persons have an 

opportunity to have adequate representation 

in the halls of Congress? 

This is 1998. One year from now it 

will be 1999. One hundred years ago the last 

African-American male, prior to the changing 

of the redistricting that the people in 

Congress or the people who sat with black 

robes, gave us an opportunity to have some 

representation from persons that God gave 

just a little bit more melanin and other 

persons may have genetic aberration or 

genetic mutation without melanin. 

But 100 years ago 1999, George White 

was the last African-American to be elected 

from North Carolina prior to the time that 

Eva Clayton and_ Mel Watt had an opportunity 

to in fact run in a district where their 

race did not make a difference to some white 
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folk, because not all white folk will not 

vote for black folk. There are some good 

people who recog~ize that God spreaded brains 

all over town. 

The real problem is, though, we got too 

many who don't understand that when you deny 

the opportunity for some people who have an 

extra melanin or!a little bit more curl or a 

little bit of change in the shape of the 

eyes or the nose or whatever, that you have 

to prove that you are qualified. 

Now, Eva and Mel may have a chance in a 

non-minority/majority district. We have a 

person who's come back from Connecticut in 

Durham. His name is Harley Shaw, brilliant 

young man. If he runs in that district, do 

you think he could win because he happens to 

be black? No. He'd have to have an 

opportunity to prove something. 

destructive element of racism. 

That's the 

Now, when you look at the basketball 

court, if we start talking about affirmative 

action there, if we say we I re not going to 

affirmatively bring all those black boys over 

there at Carolina, you all would get upset 
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because you know who's on the bench now. 

They had an opportunity to prove that they 

were capable; and that's why, Professor 

Everett, there's something that's going wrong 

when the black robe folk are now acting like 

white robe folk. 

We are changing the constitution, the 

13th, 14th and 15th Amendment, and it's time 

for us to understand North Carolina could 

move into the 21st century leading this 

nation if we could say that we can make some 

lines and figure out how white folk are 

going to vote for black folk when they're 

not a majority. 

Now, if you all tell me that's been 

happening, then if we if it had been 

happening, we've got 120 members in the 

house. Seventeen black folk. 

Under-representation. Fifty members in the 

Senate. How many? Seven. And, you know, 

we ought to have 11 and 26. 

All I'm saying is that the reason that 

we have to beg, the reason we have to shout, 

the reason we have to holler, the reason that 

we have to act like we're going to lose our 
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mind is because we've been mistreated for a 

long, long time. And I hope the good white 

folk the good white folk, and we got 

plenty of them -- will help translate some of 

this other information that folk are mixing 

up. 

All we want is to serve everybody. 

Anybody will deny 
I you can't stand here and 

say that Mel Watt hasn't served everybody. 

You can't stand here and say Senator Lucas 

has not served everybody; and Bill Clay once 

said, "No permanent friends, no permanent 

enemies. Just permanent interests." 

When we pull together around permanent 

interests, North Carolina could move beyond 

South Carolina, Mississippi and a whole lot 

of other states. If you're what? Fair. 

you're just, and you draw these lines so I 

can come over and say, "Let's 1 ead this 

charge to Washington. I'll help you get 

there whether you're black or white if 

you're right." Thank you very much. 

If 

REPRESENTATIVE McMAHAN: Thank you very 

much, Dr. Allison. 

Senator Cooper and I would like to 
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thank all of you for being here, all the 

members of the committee for being present. 

Thanks to Sharon Cram ~nd Susan Moore, our 

clerks, our sergeant at arms and our court 

recorder. Our public hearing stands 

adjourned. 

[PUBLIC HEARING ADJOURNED AT 4:33 P.M.] 
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this /9''117day of ----'-/}-L....;2<....!::.;==t----' 19 9 8 . 

Notary Public 

My commission expires: 

July 15, 1999 

Capital Reporting, Inc. 
(919) 787-7775 
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STATEMENT FOR CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING 

SENATOR BETSY COCHRANE 

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO APPEAR BEFORE THE 

JOINT REDISTRICTING COMMITTEE. AS A MEMBER OF THIS 

COMMITTEE, I KNOW THE CHALLENGE WE FACE. 

I WISH TO PROPOSE A MAP WHICH HAS 12 CONGRESSIONAL 

DISTRICTS THAT I DREW BASED ON CRITERIA I ESTABLISHED AT THE 

BEGINNING OF THE PROCESS. THE CRITERIA ARE: 

• 1. KEEP COUNTIES INTACT OR WHOLE. 

2. COMBINE COUNTIES OF MUTUAL INTEREST THAT ARE 

CONTIGUOUS. 

3. HAVE GEOGRAPHIC COMPACTNESS AND BE CONTIGUOUS. 

4. MINORITY DISTRICTS A CONSIDERATION, BUT AS A RESULT OF 

THE SHAW LITIGATION, NOT MANDATORY. 

5. INCUMBENCY A CONSIDERATION, NOT A MANDATE (DISTRICT 8 

ON THE COCHRANE MAP HAS NO INCUMBENT). 

ALTHOUGH THE 12TH DISTRICT DOES NOT APPEAR AS COMPACT 

AS THE OTHERS, THIS CONFIGURATION HAS BEEN SUGGESTED BEFORE 

BUT NEVER TRIED. IT WAS SUGGESTED TO GIVE VARIOUS MINORITIES 



... 

-2-

A VOICE, NOT JUST THE BLACKS. THIS DISTRICT FROM CHARLOTTE 

TO THE SAND HILLS IS PLURALISTIC - NO ONE GROUP OVERWHELMS 

THE OTHER. IN THIS DISTRICT, THE INDIAN POPULATION IS IN ONE 

PIECE, SO THEIR VOTING STRENGTH IS NOT DILUTED. IT IS FAIR TO 

SAY THAT THIS IS NOT A RACIALLY GERRYMANDERED DISTRICT. 

THE MAP SHOWS THE COMPACTNESS OF THE DISTRICTS. ONLY 

15 COUNTIES ARE SPLIT, AND NO COUNTY IS IN 3 DISTRICTS, AS IS NOW 

THE CASE. THIS MAP GIVES EVERYONE AN OPPORTUNITY, BUT THERE 

ARE NO GUARANTEES. THE PEOPLE WILL DECIDE AT THE BALLOT BOX, 

WHICH SHOULD BE THE PROCESS, NOT DETERMINED BY 

GERRYMANDERING. 

THANK YOU FOR SERIOUSLY CONSIDERING MY EFFORTS 

TOWARDS CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING. 



CONGRESS COCHRANE 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 

w/ 5/96 

Name 
District 1 
District 2 
District 3 
District 4 
District 5 
District 6 
District 7 
District 8 
District 9 
District 10 
District 11 
District 12 
Total 

PLANWIDE STATISTICS: 
Range of populations: 
Ratio range: 

Absolute range: 
Absolute overall range: 

tive range: 
tive overall range: 

Absolute mean deviation: 
Relative mean deviation: 

Standard deviation: 

District Statistics 

Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE 
homeseats 
Number Total Ideal 

Members Po:eulation Po:eulation 
1 552,103 552,386 
1 552,925 552,386 
1 552,271 552,386 
1 552,122 552,386 
1 552,492 552,386 
1 552,427 552,386 
1 552,366 552,386 
1 552,343 552,386 
1 5_52,033 552,386 
1 552,645 552,386 
1 552,376 552,386 
1 552,534 552,386 

12 6,628,637 6,628,632 

552,033 to 552,925 
1.0016 

-353 to 539 
892 

-0.06 to 0.10% 
0.16% 

181. 75 
0.03% 

238.4658 

Date: 5/12/98 
Time: 8:48 p.m. 

·· Page: 1 

District % District 
Variance Variance 

-283 -0.05% 
539 0.10% 

-115 -0.02% 
-264 -0.05% 

106 0.02% 
41 0.01% 

-20 0.00% 
-43 -0.01% 

-353 -0.06% 
259 0.05% 
-10 0.00% 
148 0.03% 

0 0.00% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA District Summary Date: 5/12/98 
Total Populations, All Ages Time: 8:49 p.rn. 

Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE Page: 1 
w/ 5/96 horneseats 

Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Name E2E..:.. White Black Arn. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

District 1 552,103 261,635 283,818 3,746 1,421 1,483 
100.00% 47.39% 51. 41% 0.68% 0.26% 0.27% 

District 2 552,925 426,081 113, 661 5,231 3,330 4,622 
100.00% 77.06% 20.56% 0.95% 0.60% 0.84% 

District 3 552,271 386,520 159,234 1,163" 2,957 2,398 
100.00% 69.99% 28.83% 0.21% 0.54% 0.43% 

District 4 552,122 427,949 107,198 1,512 13,013 2,456 
100.00% 77.51% 19.42% 0.27% 2.36% 0.44% 

District 5 552,492 493,791 54,268 778 1,862 1,793 
100.00% 89.38% 9.82% 0.14% 0.34% 0.32% 

District 6 552,427 424,187 120,001 2,352 4,446 1,440 
100.00% 76.79% 21. 72% 0.43% 0.80% 0.26% 

District 7 552,366 408,852 129,193 4,327 4,224 5,770 
100.00% 74.02% 23.39% 0.78% 0.76% 1.04% 

552,343 445,686 101,337 1,446 2,243 1,631 
100.00% 80.69% 18. 3 5% 0.26% 0.41% 0.30% 

District 9 552,033 469,450 71,406 1,994 7,408 1,775 
100.00% 85.04% 12.94% 0. 36% 1.34% 0.32% 

District 10 552,645 484,342 62,952 1,078 3,174 1,100 
100.00% 87.64% 11. 39% 0.20% 0.57% 0.20% 

District 11 552,376 513,199 28,493 7,887 1,842 955 
100.00% 92.91% 5.16% 1.43% 0.33% 0.17% 

District 12 552,534 266,800 224,768 48,642 6,246 6,078 
100.00% 48.29% 40.68% 8.80% 1.13% 1.10% 

Total 6,628,637 5,008,492 1,456,329 80,156 52,166 31,501 
100.00% 75.56% 21. 97% 1.21% 0.79% 0.48% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA District Summary Date: 5/12/98 
Voting Age Populations Time: 8:49 p.rn. 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE Page: 1 

w/ 5/96 homeseats 
Total Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age 

Name Vot. Age White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI Other 
District 1 407,268 206,907 195,622 2,672 1,048 1,043 

100.00% 50.80% 48.03% 0.66% 0.26% 0.26% 

District 2 411,212 325,085 77,008 3,608 2,437 3,074 
100.00% 79.06% 18.73% 0.88% 0.59% o. 75% 

District 3 411,574 298,682 108,326 878 2,130 1,593 
100.00% 72. 57% 26.32% 0.21% 0.52% 0.39% 

District 4 433,839 341,881 79,362 1,202 9,664 1,730 
100.00% 78.80% 18.29% 0.28% 2.23% 0.40% 

District 5 428,947 386,906 38,854 600 1,361 1,226 
100.00% 90.20% 9.06% 0.14% 0.32% 0.29% 

District 6 427,396 334,794 86,822 1,748 3,043 990 
100.00% 78.33% 20.31% 0.41% 0.71% 0.23% 

District 7 417,235 317,977 88,871 3,100 3,002 4,285 
100.00% 76.21% 21.30% 0.74% 0. 72% 1.03% 

ct 8 420,092 345,706 70,816 1,047 1,495 1,028 
100.00% 82.29% 16.86% 0.25% 0 .36% 0.24% 

District 9 422,078 365,059 49,227 1,429 5,106 1,258 
100.00% 86.49% 11. 66% 0.34% 1.21% 0.30% 

District 10 417,326 371,389 42,503 781 1,915 740_ 
100.00% 88.99% 10.18% 0.19% 0.46% 0.18% 

District 11 430,724 403,795 19,911 5,165 1,256 597 
100.00% 93.75% 4.62% 1.20% 0.29% 0.14% 

District 12 394,796 204,382 150,554 31,438 4,367 4,055 
100.00% 51. 77% 38 .13% 7.96% 1.11% 1.03% 

Total 5,022,487 3,902,563 1,007,876 53,668 36,824 21,619 
100.00% 77.70% 20.07% 1.07% 0.73% 0. 43% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 

District 1 

District 2 

District 3 

District 4 

District 5 

District 6 

District 7 

District 9 

District 10 

District 11 

District 12 

Total 

District Summary 
Registration 

Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE 
w/ 5/96 homeseats 

Total 

~ 
278,138 
100.00% 

249,636 
100.00% 

252,092 
100.00% 

317,438 
100.00% 

302,813 
100.00% 

302,213 
100.00% 

240,498 
100.00% 

275,169 
100.00% 

306,696 
100.00% 

271,436 
100.00% 

323,168 
100.00% 

230,586 
100.00% 

White 

~ 
144,494 

51. 95% 

205,826 
82.45% 

190,484 
75.56% 

261,971 
82.53% 

278,330 
91. 91% 

237,614 
78.62% 

187,181 
77. 83% 

229,880 
83.54% 

271,688 
88.59% 

243,855 
89.84% 

308,302 
95.40% 

118,153 
51. 24% 

3,349,883 2,677,778 
100.00% 79.94% 

Black 

~ 
131,293 

47.20% 

42,131 
16.88% 

61,095 
24.24% 

51,928 
16.36% 

24,008 
7.93% 

63,738 
21.09% 

51,853 
21. 56% 

44,877 
16.31% 

33,817 
11.03% 

27,174 
10.01% 

12,528 
3.88% 

92,168 
39.97% 

636,610 
19.00% 

Other 

~ 
2,351 
0.85% 

1,679 
0.67% 

513 
0.20% 

3,539 
1.11% 

473 
0.16% 

861 
0.28% 

1,464 
0.61% 

415 
0.15% 

1,191 
0.39% 

- 409 
0.15% 

2,336 
0. 72% 

20,265 
8.79% 

Date: 5/12/98 
Time: 8:49 p.m. 

Dem. 

~ 
239,864 

86.24% 

165,649 
66.36% 

188,980 
74.96% 

197,506 
62.22% 

159,006 
52.51% 

178,023 
58.91% 

167,928 
69.83% 

152,270 
55.34% 

156,922 
51.17% 

154,672 
56.98% 

185,309 
57.34% 

183,282 
79.49% 

Page: 1 

Repub. 
Reg. 

31,438 
11.30% 

73,359 
29.39% 

53,738 
21. 32% 

89,683 
28.25% 

125,468 
41. 43% 

104,512 
34.58% 

63,566 
26.43% 

107,872 
39.20% 

126,198 
41.15% 

99,959 
36.83% 

118,126 
36.55% 

37,900 
16.44% 

35,496 2,129,411 1,031,819 
1.06% 63.57% 30.80% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA District Summary Date: 5/12/98 
Elections Time: 8:49 p.m. 

Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE Page: 1 
w/ 5/96 homeseats 

Senate Senate Lt. Gov Lt. Gov Court Court 
Name Gantt Helms -- Rand Gardner Lewis Smith 

District 1 94,916 69,749 102,082 57,355 103,383 41,739 
57.64% 42.36% 64.03% 35.97% 71.24% 28.76% 

District 2 61,792 95,207 75,480 82,288 71,826 73,853 
39.36% 60.64% 47.84% 52.16% 49.30% 50.70% 

District 3 64,973 85,869 77,703 78,227 82,368 61,573 
43.07% 56.93% 49.83% 50.17% 57.22% 42.78% 

District 4 120, 112 79,943 103,833 91,865 89,494 86,047 
60.04% 39.96% 53.06% 46.94% 50.98% 49.02% 

District 5 71,981 110,549 87,374 107,569 81,406 100,720 
39.44% 60.56% 44.82% 55.18% 44.70% 55.30% 

District 6 80,495 94,400 83,357 87,619 73,873 83,553 
46.02% 53.98% 48.75% 51. 25% 46.93% 53.07% 

District 7 65,682 75,954 78,967 69,612 76,587 60,382 
46.37% 53.63% 53.15% 46.85% 55.92% 44.08% 

.ct 8 67,569 99,145 78,572 100,021 73,959 95,903 
40.53% 59.47% 44.00% 56.00% 43.54% 56.46% 

District 9 90,289 100,745 80,616 105,508 62,727 99,868 
47.26% 52.74% 43.31% 56.69% 38.58% 61. 42% 

District 10 -65,085 101,060 74,241 98,820 72,876 92,812 
39.17% 60.83% 42.90% 57.10% 43.98% 56.02% 

District 11 85,855 102,760 93,842 107,744 91,133 98,083 
45.52% 54.48% 46.55% 53.45% 48.16% 51.84% 

District 12 82,192 44,982 79,088 39,029 73,449 33,918 
64.63% 35.37% 66.96% 33.04% 68.41% 31. 59% 

Total 950,941 1,060,363 1,015,155 1,025,657 953,081 928,451 
47.28% 52.72% 49.74% 50.26% 50.65% 49.35% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE 

Units Assigned to a District 
District 1 

Total Populations, All Ages 
ressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 

Census Total 
Unit R.2J2.:.. 

Bertie County 
Caswell County 

Durham County 
Bragtown School* 
Burton School* 
C.C. Spaulding School* 
Durham Co. Main Library* 
Durham High School* 
Forest Hills Club House* 
Holloway Street School* 
Holton Junior High School* 
Moose Lodge* 
Morehead School* 
North Durham School Building* 
Pearson School* 
Pearsontown School* 
R.N. Harris* 
Rogers-Herr Junior H.S. * 
S ard Junior H.S. * 

Street School* 
Street Community Center* 

White Rock Baptist Church* 
Y.E. Smith School* 
Campus Precinct* 
Homestead Heights Baptist* 
Gorman Ruritan--Club * 
Total Durham County 

Edgecombe County 

Franklin County 
Youngsville 
Franklinton 
Hayesville 
Sandy Creek 
Gold Mine 
Cedar Rock 
Louisburg Country 
Louisburg City 
Total Franklin County 

Gates County 
Granville County 
Ha ifax County 

ord County 

20,388 
20,693 

5,164 
2,483 
2,243 
4,231 
2,128 
2,977 
7,123 
4,591 
3,301 
2,806 
2,804 
1,816 
6,672 
2,576 
2,165 
1,731 
2,818 
2,936 
1,818 
4,281 
2,130 
5,928 
5,083 

79,805 

56,558 

4,684 
6,970 
1,516 
2,154 
1,390 
1,966 
4,887 
3,030 

26,597 

9,305 
38,345 
55,516 
22,523 

Total 
White 

7,790 
12,155 

1,360 
15 
32 

414 
1,533 
1,820 
2,051 
1,672 
1,862 

775 
1,579 

14 
2,975 

61 
1,680 

3 

1,368 
32. 

3 

1,160 
14 

2,218 
4,636 

27,277 

24,665 

3,825 
3,467 

915 
1,097 

894 
1,337 
2,383 
1,913 

15,831 

5,101 
23,069 
26,009 

9,214 

Total 
Black 

12,531 
8,436 

3,763 
2,462 
2,207 
3,769 

546 
1,115 
4,944 
2,894 
1,403 
2,013 
1,188. 
1,790 
3,497 
2,507 

443 
1,719 
1,401 
2,889 
1,815 
3,057 
2,103 
3,641 

425 
51,591 

31,661 

804 
3,468 

565 
1,047 

480 
606 

2,480 
1,097 

10,547 

4,180 
14,909 
27,586 
12,970 

Total 
Arn. Ind. 

46 
26 

19 
1 
2 

28 
1 

10 
11 

8 
5 
6 
4 
1 
9 
7 
3 
3 

9 
8 
0 

25 
8 

19 
10 

197 

73 

10 
13 

1 
2 
8 
8 
4 
4 

50 

8 
99 

1,711 
228 

Date: 5/12/98 
Time: 8:54 p.m. 

Total 
Asian/PI 

14 
20 

17 
1 
1 
1 

39 
28 
37 
12 
20 

4 
19 

4 

164 
0 

37 
6 

25 
0 

0 

4 

4 
41 

7 
471 

68 

11 
13 

2 
6 

2 
1 
0 

15 
50 

13 
100 
145 

94 

Page: 1 

Total 
Other 

7 
56 

5 
4 

1 
19 

9 
4 

80 
5 

11 
8 

14 
7 

27 
1 
2 
0 

15 
7 
0 

35 
1 
9 
5 

269 

91 

34 
9 

33 
2 
6 

14 
20 

1 
119 

3 
168 

65 
17 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/12/98 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE District 1 Time: 8:54 p.m. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 2 
ressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit ~ White Black Arn. Ind. Asian/PI Other ---

Martin County 
Goose Nest 1,686 538 1,140 4 3 1 
Hassell 463 147 316 0 0 0 
Cross Roads 1,136 840 292 1 2 1 
Hamilton 1,575 722 852 0 1 0 
Poplar Point 498 300 196 2 0 0 
Robersonville # 1 1,815 689 1,115 2 4 5 
Robersonville # 2 2,617 933 1,650 5 8 21 
Williamston# 1 4,734 2,706 2,001 2 15 10 
Williamston# 2 4,254 2,442 1,803 3 5 1 
VTD's not defined 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Total Martin County 18,778 9,317 9,365 19 38 39 

Nash County 
Castalia* 1,385 789 594 2 0 0 
Griffins* 2,412 603 1,774 32 0 3 

No. Whitakers #1 * 1,329 419 910 0 0 0 
Whitakers #2 * 925 390 534 1 0 0 

2,539 2,140 384 7 4 4 
#1 * 9,222 6,840 2,222 46 86 28 

Mount #2 * 2,778 1,953 808 7 2 8 
Rocky Mount #3 * 3,989 1,803 2,162 9 12 3 

Rocky Mount #4 * 5,481 2,328 3,131 6 5 11 
Stony Creek #1 2,441 1,914 513 3 11 0 
Stony Creek Noncontiguous A 664 497 144 11 11 1 
Stony Creek Noncontiguous B 20 20 0 0 0 0 
Battleboro * 1,768 820 932 11 2 3 
Total Nash County 34,953 20,516 14,108 135 133 61 

Northampton County 20,798 8,397 12,328 42 11 20 

Person County 30,180 20,740 9,106 181 15 138 

Pitt County 
Belvoir * 5,125 2,758 2,329 4 7 27 

Bethel* 3,162 1,246 1,903 0 0 13 

Carolina* 1,747 1,105 628 0 2 12 

Greenville #1 * 3,500 526 2,909 15 1 49 

Greenville #2 3,158 815 2,302 3 35 3 

Greenville #3 * 3,276 581 2,657 3 5 30 

Greenville #4 * 1,819 627 1,169 4 18 1 

Greenville #5 * 6,003 2,894 3,018 28 42 21 

Greenville #6 * 2,628 1,325 1,267 3 15 18 

Greenville #13 * 1,017 506 502 3 5 1 

Gr enville #2 Noncontiguous 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Pitt County 31,435 12,383 18,684 63 130 175 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/12/98 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE District 1 Time: 8:54 p.rn. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 3 
ressional w/ 5/96 horneseats 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit ~ White Black Arn. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

Vance County 38,892 21,146 17,512 69 60 105 
Warren County 17,265 6,593 9,847 763 14 48 

Wilson County 
Gardners * 2,832 1,528 1,291 6 3 4 
Saratoga* 1,868 1,086 752 4 3 23 
Toisnot * 5,162 3,174 1,963 4 6 15 
Wilson A * 2,747 1,381 1,335 5 14 12 
Wilson B * 3,059 574 2,468 2 11 4 
Wilson E * 2,775 2,029 725 6 3 12 
Wilson F * 3,388 1,082 2,279 7 3 17 
Wilson G * 1,428 2 1,425 0 1 0 
Wilson H * 2,614 54 2,558 1 1 0 
Wilson N * 2,799 518 2,271 1 0 9 
Wilson Q * 1,400 4 1,390 0 0 6 

Total Wilson County 30,072 11,432 18,457 36 45 102 

Total District 1 552,103 261,635 283,818 3,746 1,421 1,483 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE 

Census 
Unit 

Cumberland County 
Beaver Darn* 
Black River* 
Linden* 
Long Hill* 
Cedar Creek* 
Judson* 
Stedman* 
Cross Creek #4 * 
Cross Creek #6 * 
Cross Creek #7 * 
Cross Creek #8 * 
Cross Creek #10 * 
Cross Creek #11 * 
Cross Creek #12 * 
Cross Creek #14 * 
Cross Creek #15 * 
Cross Creek #18 * 

Creek #20 * 
#21 

Creek #23 * 
Creek #24 * 

Cross Creek #2 * 
Eastover* 
Vander * 
Wade* 
Alderman* 
Sherwood* 
Pearces Mill #2 * 
Pearces Mill #3 * 
Pearces Mill #4 * 
Cumberland #1 * 
Cumberland #2 * 
Hope Mills #1 * 
Hope Mills #2 * 
Brentwood* 
Montclair* 
Seventy First #2 * 
Seventy First #3 * 
Total Cumberland County 

Franklin County 
Dunn 
H ris 

s Creek 

Units Assigned to a District 
District 2 

Total Populations, All Ages 
home seats 

Total 

~ 

1,541 
2,511 
2,992 
3,344 
2,199 
1,625 
4,046 
1,482 
2,128 
1,719 
1,703 
2,054 
2,258 
1,704 
4,789 
3,265 
4,507 
2,530 
5,096 
4,968 
1,826 
2,389 
5,400 
2,243 
1,159 
2,914 
1,875 
5,088 
2,263 
3,004 

11,997 
4,068 
7,880 
4,907 

12,140 
4,716 
4,369 
2,776 

137,475 

1,887 
3,609 
1,272 
1,866 

Total 
White ---

1,184 
1,748 
2,426 
2,304 
1,282 
1,340 
3,401 
1,301 
1,765 
1,530 
1,348 

985 
1,648 
1,662 
3,866 
2,548 
3,845 
2,056 
3,197 
4,013 
1,471 
1,256 
3,743 
1,365 

913 
2,178 
1,135 
3,608 
1,640 
2,260 
9,671 
3,057 
7,001 
3,612 
7,426 
2,921 
3,265 
2,105 

102,076 

1,019 
2,995 

761. 
1,590 

Total 
Black 

328 
696 
513 
881 
861 
238 
570 
146 
274 
127 
346 
994 
445 

22 
496 
568 
523 
295 

1,642 
741 
273 
832 

1,534 
716 
218 
587 
670 

1,031 
502 
471 

1,646 
739 
597 
987 

3,956 
1,468 

883 
530 

28,346 

853 
577 
504 
271 

Total 
Arn. Ind. 

6 
37 
28 
42 
40 
38 
46 

5 
18 
25 

4 
7 

136 
0 

31 
28 
24 
94 
35 
28 

5 
286 

85 
153 

25 
129 

45 
378 

89 
184 
329 

83 
134 
273 
137 

58 
58 
40 

3,163 

8 
14 

1 
1 

Date: 5/12/98 
Time: 8:54 p.rn. 

Total 
Asian/PI 

6 
6 
8 

79 
5 
6 
4 
8 

38 
9 
2 

28 
20 
13 

218 
71 
96 
43 

122 
114 

44 
4 

26 
1 
3 

13 
0 

29 
18 
43 

167 
115 

70 
24 

332 
159 

78 
45 

2,067 

8 
3 
0 
2 

Page: 4 

Total 
Other 

17 
24 
17 
38 
11 

3 
25 
22 
33 
28 

3 
40 

9 
7 

178 
50 
19 
42 

100 
72 
33 
11 
12 

8 
0 

7 
25 
42 
14 
46 

184 
74 
78 
11 

289 
110 

85 
56 

1,823 

0 
20 

6 
1 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/12/98 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE District 2 Time: 8:54 p.m. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 5 
ressional w/ 5/96 homes eats 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit f2E.:.. White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

Pearces 1,183 1,092 91 0 0 0 
Total Franklin County 9,817 7,457 2,296 24 13 27 

Harnett County 67,822 51,117 15,315 601 299 490 
Johnston County 81,306 65,773 14,389 178 159 807 
Lee County 41,374 31,216 9,401 169 191 397 

Moore County 
Moore County 59,013 47,464 10,882 309 150 208 
Total Moore County 59,013 47,464 10,882 309 150 208 

Nash County 
Bailey * 2,822 2,192 612 3 1 14 
Coopers* 2,363 2,189 160 6 2 6 
Drywells * 2,542 1,844 656 1 0 41 
Ferrells * 1,909 1,508 398 1 1 1 
Jacksons* 2,027 1,350 635 1 0 41 
Mannings #1 * 3,686 1,898 1,758 13 0 17 

gs #2 * 1,258 869 386 3 0 0 
ille * 6,981 4,193 2,755 14 3 16 

Oa Level 3,731 3,095 624 1 4 7 
Oak Level Noncontiguous 105 104 1 0 0 0 
Rocky Mount #5 * 3,975 3,394 563 9 6 3 
Rocky Mount #6 * 3,650 3,230 391 6 19 4 
Rocky Mount #7 * 6, ~75 5,492 1,095 25 54 9 
Total Nash County 41,724 31,358 10,034 83 90 159 

Sampson County 
Kitty Fork* 1,978 1,371 319 286 0 2 
Clement* 1,454 1,157 204 84 3 6 
Keener* 1,656 1,268 342 9 4 33 
Herring* 894 807 80 4 0 3 
Salemburg* 1,063 925 117 14 4 3 
Autryville* 2,007 1,771 208 7 2 19 
Mingo* 2,376 1,826 515 17 3 15 
Newton Grove* 2,002 1,430 517 6 5 44 
Northeast Clinton* 3,213 2,731 458 12 2 10 
East Clinton* 3,252 1,000 2,224 7 0 21 
Giddensville * 1,508 757 680 0 0 71 

Plainview* 1,969 1,818 128 8 2 13 

Westbrook* 1,736 1,440 288 2 3 3 

Total Sampson County 25,108 18,301 6,080 456 28 243 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/12/98 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE District 2 Time: 8:54 p.ro. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 6 
ressional w/ 5/96 horoeseats 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit !:2.12..:.. White Black Aro. Ind. Asian/PI Other --- ---

Wake County 
Little River #1 * 2,547 1,520 964 4 5 54 
Little River #2 * 6,119 3,868 2,187 4 8 52 
Marks Creek #1 * 5,107 4,109 928 10 28 32 
Marks Creek #2 * 6,198 4,910 1,241 15 13 19 
Middle Creek #1 * 8,782 7,397 1,287 19 21 58 
Middle Creek #2 * 6,323 5,022 1,213 25 17 46 
Panther Branch* 7,156 6,330 734 37 6 49 
St. Marys #1 * 4,230 3,285 911 16 12 6 
St. Marys #2 * 3,782 2,690 1,041 13 26 12 
St. Marys #3 * 2,651 2,110 523 8 5 5 
St. Marys #4 * 4,042 3,247 759 7 17 12 
St. Marys #5 * 3,440 3,074 326 7 19 14 
St. Marys #6 * 2,459 1,883 551 5 12 8 
St. Marys # 7 3,353 3,085 222 10 33 3 
St. Matthews #2 * 7,439 6,410 938 24 31 36 
St. Matthews #3 * 4,349 3,290 952 21 55 31 
St. Matthews #4 * 3,721 2,941 738 11 12 19 
Wake Forest #1 * 7,588 6,148 1,403 12 13 12 
Total Wake County 89,286 71,319 16,918 248 333 468 

District 2 552,925 426,081 113, 661 5,231 3,330 4,622 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/12/98 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE District 3 Time: 8:54 p.m. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 7 
ressional w/ 5/96 homes eats 
ensus Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit E£E..:. White Black Arn. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

Beaufort County 
Beaufort County 42,283 28,949 13, 194 28 48 64 
Total Beaufort County 42,283 28,949 13,194 28 48 64 

Camden County 5,904 4,388 1,481 21 9 5 
Chowan County 13,506 8,349 5,087 24 29 17 
Craven County 81,613 58,660 21,116 319 765 753 

Currituck County 
Currituck County 13,736 12,051 1,545 66 51 23 
Total Currituck County 13,736 12,051 1,545 66 51 23 

Dare County 
Dare County 22,746 21,766 811 37 79 53 
Total Dare County 22, 7.46 21,766 811 37 79 53 

15,384 8,748 6,521 16 6 94 

Hyde County 
Hyde County 5,411 3,596 1,781 4 3 27 
Total Hyde County 5,411 3,596 1,781 4 3 27 

Lenoir County 57,274 34,322 22,539 70 151 192 

Martin County 
Bear Grass 1,748 1,365 380 0 1 2 
Griffins 1,020 780 240 0 0 0 
Jamesville 2,476 1,621 851 1 0 3 
Williams 1,056 705 350 0 1 0 
Total Martin County 6,300 4,471 1,821 1 2 5 

Pamlico County 
Pamlico County 11,372 8,362 2,951 33 20 6 
Total Pamlico County 11,372 8,362 2,951 33 20 6 

Pasquotank County 31,298 19,403 11,583 59 184 69 

Perquimans County 10,447 6,979 3,426 18 20 4 

County 

r * 3,848 2,495 1,327 11 13 2 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE 

ressional w/ 5/96 
Census 
Unit 

Ayden West* 
Ayden East* 
Chicod * 
Falkland* 
Farmville West* 
Farmville East* 
Fountain* 
Grifton* 
Grimesland* 
Simpson* 
Pactolus * 
Swift Creek* 
Winterville West* 
Winterville East* 
Greenville #7 * 
Greenville #8 * 
Greenville #9 * 
Greenville #10 * 
Greenville #11 * 

#12 * 
County 

1 County 
Washington County 
Wayne County 

Wilson County 
Black Creek* 
Cross Roads* 
Old Fields* 
Spring Hill * 
Stantonsburg* 
Taylors* 
Wilson C * 
Wilson D * 
Wilson I * 
Wilson J * 
Wilson K * 
Wilson L * 
Wilson M * 
Wilson P * 
Total Wilson County 

Total District 3 

Units Assigned to a District 
District 3 

Total Populations, All Ages 
homeseats 

Total 

~ 
1,053 
5,624 
3,680 
1,314 
3,371 
3,150 
1,300 
4,057 
1,528 
4,499 
4,326 
1,252 
1,094 
8,529 
8,944 
4,872 
3,824 
4,519 
2,930 
2,775 

76,489 

3,856 
13,997 

104,666 

3,259 
3', 187 
3,466 
2,302 
1,441 
2,975 
2,828 
2,095 
2,781 
2,825 
2,098 
2,179 
3,136 
1,417 

35,989 

552,271 

Total 
White 

911 
2,922 
3,071 

887 
1,720 
1,872 

806 
2,783 

956 
3,424 
2,939 
1,044 

930 
6,584 
7,712 
4,479 
3,317 
4,212 
2,650 
2,546 

58,260 

2,297 
7,556 

69,172 

2,923 
2,706 
2,633 
1,620 

974 
2,603 
1,156 
2,041 
2,012 
2,578 
2,032 
2,064 
2,511 
1,338 

29,191 

386,520 

Total 
Black 

121 
2,660 

568 
406 

1,643 
1,254 

481 
1,233 

570 
1,031 
1,339 

199 
149 

1,878 
1,065 

309 
450 
202 
192 
160 

17,237 

1,543 
6,366 

33,793 

313 
471 
761 
650 
458 
345 

1,649 
43 

716 
226 

46 
102 
588 

71 
6,439 

159,234 

Total 
Arn. Ind. 

6 
8 
6 
1 
4 
7 

0 
5 
0 

16 
5 
2 
5 

14 
32 
12 

7 

4 
4 
2 

151 

4 

13 
265 

0 
3 

3 
3 
1 
3 
3 
1 
6 
3 

0 
2 

3 
3 

34 

1,163 

Date: 5/12/98 
Time: 8:54 p.m. 

Total 
Asian/PI 

6 
5 
2 
0 
3 

15 
0 

11 
0 

16 
16 

0 

0 
44 

108 
62 
45 
96 
71 
66 

579 

5 
35 

839 

2 
4 

1 
1 
1 

20 
7 
1 

32 
17 
19 
10 
13 

4 
132 

2,957 

Page: 8 

Total 
Other 

9 
29 
33 
20 

1 
2 

13 
25 

2 
12 
27 

7 
10 

9 
27 
10 

5 

5 
13 

1 
262 

7 
27 

597 

21 
3 

68 
28 

7 
4 

13 
9 

15 
1 
1 
1 

21 
1 

193 

2,398 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE District 4 

Total Populations, All Ages 
ressional w/ 5/96 homes eats 

Census 
Unit 

Chatham County 
Bynum* 
East Mann's Chapel * 
West Mann's Chapel * 
Cape Fear* 
East Pittsboro* 
West Pittsboro* 
Goldston* 
Hadley* 
Haw River* 
New Hope* 
Oakland* 
East Williams * 
West Williams * 
Total Chatham County 

Durham County 
N Junior H.S. * 

n Junior H.S. * 
lvd. School* 

Edison Johnson Community Center* 
E.K. Powe School* 
Fire Station #6 * 
Hillandale School* 
Holy Infant Catholic Church* 
Hope Valley School* 
Lakewood School* 
Multi-Purpose Building/Duke* 
NC School of Science & Math* 
St. Stephens/Parish Hall* 
Cole Mill Church of Christ* 
Carrington Junior H.S. * 
Eno Valley School* 
Northern H.S. * 
DNOE VALLEY SCHOOL NONCONTIGUOUS* 
Mangum School* 
Rougemont United Methodist* 
Bethesda Ruritan Club* 
Oak Grove School* 
Durham Academy Gym* 
Five Oaks Seventh Day Adventist Ch 
Jordan H.S. * 
Nelson Community Center* 
P wood School* 

Durham County 

Total 

~ 

1,508 
1,975 
1,269 
1,048 
1,684 
3,308 
2,863 

796 
1,020 
1,320 

929 
692 

3,735 
22,147 

2,034 
1,924 
2,600 
4,942 
1,831 
1,904 
4,775 
5,711 
5,257 
2,756 

10,718 
5,520 
2,952 
4,389 
5,470 
4,415 
3,991 

6 
2,351 
1,551 
3,162 
5,360 
3,627 
2,103 
6,149 
1,404 
5,128 

102,030 

Total 
White 

1,279 
1,737 
1,085 

789 
1,107 
2,034 
1,989 

746 
527 

1,182 
692 
559 

3,051 
16,777 

1,916 
1,558 
1,963 
3,741 
1,597 
1,247 
3,891 
4,744 
3,164 
1,541 
7,291 
4,950 
2,333 
4,057 
4,788 
4,170 
3,747 

6 
2,052 
1,275 
2,882 
4,634 
3,358 
1,855 
4,783 
1,092 
3,974 

82,609 

Total 
Black 

222 
213 
160 
252 
548 

1,226 
848 

37 
452 
133 
226 
130 
650 

5,097 

116 
324 
610 

1,057 
201 
590 
799 
673 

1,832 
1,152 
2,434 

408 
558 
245 
578 
210 
207 

0 

271 
263 
249 
646 
147 
154 

1,180 
211 
948 

16,063 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

2 
3 
5 
2 
9 

11 
16 

7 
17 

4 
6 
1 

14 
97 

0 
7 
3 

16 
11 

6 
7 

6 
17 

3 
30 
12 

3 
10 

7 
6 
4 

0 

4 
1 
4 

16 
12 

2 
11 

3 
27 

228 

Date: 5/12/98 
Time: 

Total 
Asian/PI 

2 
17 

8 
0 
1 
7 
4 
1 
0 
0 
1 
0 
5 

46 

0 

18 
20 

112 
20 
60 
68 

270 
222 

56 
879 
131 

55 
73 
85 
20 
31 

0 

10 
4 

23 
47 

102 
89 

145 
71 

151 
2,762 

8:54 p.m. 
Page: 

Total 
Other 

3 
5 

11 
5 

19 
30 

6 
5 

24 
1 
4 
2 

15 
130 

2 
17 

4 
16 

2 
1 

10 
18 
22 

4 
84 
19 

3 
4 

12 
9 

2 
0 

14 
8 
4 

17 
8 
3 

30 
27 
28 

368 

9 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/12/98 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE District 4 Time: 8:54 p.m. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 10 
ressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit E2E..:.. White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

Orange County 93,851 75,871 14,893 286 2,361 440 

Wake County 
Raleigh 01-01 * 2,619 1,875 552 7 163 22 
Raleigh 01-02 * 3,427 3,226 97 2 96 6 
Raleigh 01-03 * 2,205 2,098 88 2 10 7 
Raleigh 01-04 * 1,282 1,268 8 4 2 0 
Raleigh 01-05 * 1,393 1,336 54 1 0 2 
Raleigh 01-06 * 2,740 2,493 188 7 40 12 
Raleigh 01-07 * 1,950 1,702 207 4 33 4 
Raleigh 01-09 * 1,274 1,201 47 4 22 0 
Raleigh 01-10 * 1,635 1,623 8 0 3 1 
Raleigh 01-11 * 2,312 2,296 3 4 9 0 
Raleigh 01-12 * 2,587 2,132 337 9 90 19 
Raleigh 01-13 * 2,154 1,551 566 4 23 10 
Raleigh 01-14 * 4,192 2,751 1,393 20 15 13 
Raleigh 01-15 * 1,941 1,794 114 1 29 3 
Raleigh 01-16 * 4,452 3,561 749 36 78 28 
Raleigh 01-17 * 1,088 1,063 20 0 3 2 
R eigh 01-18 * 4,183 3,060 945 9 142 27 

gh 01-19 * 3,457 238 3,192 8 6 13 
gh 01-20 * 2,796 136 2,645 6 1 8 

Ra eigh 01-21 * 4,349 1,826 2,464 12 24 23 
Raleigh 01-22 * 4,994 93 4,885 13 0 3 
Raleigh 01-23 * 7,511 5,345 1,855 56 212 43 
Raleigh 01-26 * .5, 113 466 4,599 37 4 7 
Raleigh 01-27 * -4, 078 1,668 2,329 21 19 41 
Raleigh 01-28 * 5,095 2,174 2,878 4 20 19 
Raleigh 01-29 * 2,636 2,598 21 0 17 0 
Raleigh 01-30 * 1,713 1,635 41 3 32 2 
Raleigh 01-31 * 8,098 5,004 1,944 20 1,024 106 
Raleigh 01-32 * 6,607 5,228 1,126 15 139 99 
Raleigh 01-33 * 2,116 1,858 134 1 122 1 
Raleigh 01-34 * 3,439 31 3,391 9 2 6 
Raleigh 01-35 * 4,444 74 4,353 2 5 10 
Raleigh 01-36 * 2,450 1,997 397 2 38 16 
Raleigh 01-37 * 2,383 2,260 86 6 27 4 
Raleigh 01-38 * 3,575 3,041 430 8 85 11 
Raleigh 01-39 * 3,636 3,079 462 13 72 10 
Raleigh 01-40 * 5,289 1,296 3,891 18 69 15 
Raleigh 01-41 * 5,827 4,899 712 17 166 33 
Raleigh 01-42 * 6,663 6,179 262 10 190 22 
Raleigh 01-43 * 5,489 4,647 678 13 133 18 
Raleigh 01-44 * 5,170 4,387 621 15 130 17 
Raleigh 01-45 * 2,951 2,301 536 7 70 37 
Raleigh 01-46 * 5,733 3,375 1,949 24 301 86 

ons Creek #1 * 5,285 4,792 254 1 230 8 
ons Creek #2 * 6,445 6,009 306 12 115 3 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/12/98 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE District 4 Time: 8:54 p.m. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 11 
ressional w/ 5/96 home seats 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit E22..:.. White Black --- Am. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

Buckhorn* 1,646 1,145 458 31 6 6 
Cary #1 * 2,990 2,765 150 12 41 23 
Cary #2 * 5,624 5,020 371 25 152 56 
Cary #3 * 6,867 6,198 267 8 352 42 
Cary #4 * 7,037 6,298 465 23 210 41 
Cary #5 * 5,795 5,028 402 19 301 45 
Cary #6 * 2,329 2,182 59 3 83 2 
Cary #7 * 3,725 3,519 89 3 113 1 
Cary #8 * 2,765 2,356 266 10 126 7 
Cary #9 * 5,793 5,243 337 29 140 45 
Cary #10 * 2,169 2,025 60 4 72 8 
Cedar Fork* 2,709 2,209 464 3 30 3 
Holly Springs* 5,786 3,149 2,576 27 14 20 
House Creek #1 * 4,567 3,857 617 10 74 9 
House Creek #2 * 3,257 2,880 319 4 46 8 
House Creek #3 * 4,766 3,962 584 12 189 19 
House Creek #4 * 7,246 6,149 820 22 216 39 
House Creek #5 * 4,881 3,940 724 4 190 23 
House Creek #6 * 7,505 6,871 309 10 298 17 
Leesville #1 * 3,411 2,923 347 6 106 29 
Lee ville #2 * 7,552 6,824 549 10 153 16 

'lle #3 * 4,933 4,557 271 10 84 11 
th* 3,827 3,490 230 1 92 14 

Raleigh 01-27 Part 381 300 78 0 0 3 
Neuse #1 * 6,098 4,247 1,745 24 60 22 
Neuse #2 * 5,363 4,212 1,034 14 83 20 
New Light #1 * 767 680 87 0 0 0 
New Light #2 *-- 1,787 1,699 78 6 4 0 
St. Matthews #1 * 7,393 6,058 1,139 24 129 44 
Swift Creek #1 * 5,077 3,990 924 17 135 12 
Swift Creek #2 * 4,988 4,700 247 16 16 9 
Swift Creek #3 * 4,084 3,804 95 2 167 16 
Swift Creek #4 * 3,448 3,322 93 7 10 16 
Wake Forest #2 * 7,998 6,457 1,458 15 56 12 
White Oak #1 * 6,696 5,822 744 12 73 45 
White Oak #2 * 4,058 3,145 872 11 12 18 
Total Wake County 334,094 252,692 71,145 901 7,844 1,518 

Total District 4 552,122 427,949 107,198 1,512 13,013 2,456 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE 

ressional w/ 5/96 
Census 
Unit 

Alleghany County 
Alleghany County 
Total Alleghany County 

Ashe County 
Ashe County 
Total Ashe County 

Avery County 
Avery County 
Total Avery County 

Caldwell County 
Globe* 

#1 * 
#2 * 

Jo s River* 
Kings Creek* 
Gamewell #1 * 
Gamewell #2 * 
Lenoir #1 * 
Lenoir #2 * 
Lenoir #3 * 
Lenoir #4 * 
Little River* 
Lovelady #2 * 
Lower Creek #1 * 
Lower Creek #2 * 
Lower Creek #3 * 
Lower Creek #4 * 
Mulberry* 
North Catawba* 
Patterson* 
Wilson Creek* 
Yadkin Valley* 
Total Caldwell County 

Forsyth County 
nia #1 * 
ia #2 * 

Units Assigned to a District 
District 5 

Total Populations, All Ages 
homeseats 

Total 

~ 

9,590 
9,590 

22,209 
22,209 

14,867 
14,867 

360 
4,707 
5,704 
1,654 
1,711 
2,751 
2,397 
2,037 
2,115 
5,699 
3,233 
3,354 
5,651 
2,586 
2,519 
4,328 
2,572 

924 
5,912 
2,534 

57 
1,231 

64,036 

5,274 
3,580 

Total 
White ---

9,338 
9,338 

21,960 
21,960 

14,596 
14,596 

343 
4,683 
5,613 
1,603 
1,592 
2,585 
2,331 
1,193 
2,016 
5,033 
2,649 
3,336 
5,589 
2,007 
2,460 
4,299 
2,057 

922 
5,875 
2,500 

57 
1,201 

59,944 

4,717 
3,173 

Total 
Black 

177 
177 

144 
144 

158 
158 

0 
4 

74 
48 

114 
146 

65 
831 

97 
643 
568 

5 
21 

555 
44 

9 
506 

0 
18 
30 

0 
22 

3,800 

538 
383 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

8 
8 

21 
21 

23 
23 

4 
9 
8 
0 
2 
3 
1 
2 
1 

14 
2 
8 

16 
6 
5 
3 
6 
2 
2 
0 
0 
1 

95 

11 
5 

Date: 5/12/98 
Time: 8:54 p.m. 

Total 
Asian/PI 

5 
5 

31 
31 

23 
23 

2 
5 
6 
0 
3 
6 
0 
7 
0 
8 
3 
1 

14 
9 
6 

17 
3 
0 

12 
2 
0 
2 

106 

7 
19 

Page: 12 

Total 
Other 

62 
62 

53 
53 

67 
67 

11 
6 
3 
3 
0 

11 
0 
4 
1 
1 

11 
4 

11 
9 
4 
0 
0 
0 
5 
2 
0 
5 

91 

1 
0 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE 

Units Assigned to a District 
District 5 

ressional w/ 5/96 
Total Populations, All Ages 

home seats 
Census 
Unit 

Lewisville #1 * 
Lewisville #2 * 
Lewisville #3 * 
Old Richmond* 
Old Town #2 * 
Old Town #3 * 
South Fork #3 * 
Vienna #1 * 
Vienna #2 * 
Vienna #3 * 
Ardmore Baptist Church* 
Bethabara Moravian Church* 
Bible Wesleyan Church* 
Bishop McGuinness * 
Bolton Swimming Center* 
Brown/Douglas Recreation* 
Brunson Elementary School* 
Calvary Baptist Church* 
Country Club Fire St. * 
First Christian Church* 
Forest Hill Fire Station* 
R h Tech W. Camp. * 

Orthodox Church* 
Hanes Community Center* 
Jefferson Elementary School* 
M. L. King Recreation Center* 
Memorial Coliseum* 
Messiah Moravian Church* 
Miller Park Recreation Center* 
Mt. Tabor High School* 
New Hope United Methodist Church* 
Old Town Presbyterian Church* 
Parkway United Church* 
Polo Park Recreation Center* 
Reynolds High School Gym* 
Sherwood Forest Elementary School 
South Fork Elem School* 
St. Anne's Episcopal Church* 
Summit School* 
Trinity United Methodist Church* 
Whitaker Elementary School* 
Total Forsyth County 

Rockingham County 

Stokes County 
s County 
Stokes County 

Total 

E2.2..:.. 
5,005 
4,079 
2,694 
4,694 
2,990 
2,062 
4,543 
3,026 
3,019 
3,405 
1,673 
2,444 
2,619 
2,775 
2,889 
5,643 
2,303 
4,318 
3,451 
1,897 
3,022 
3,122 
2,130 
6,044 
2,434 
3,134 
2,746 
1,536 
2,091 
2,242 
4,398 
2,860 
2,359 
1,689 
2,095 

972 
3,995 
2,371 
1,775 
2,547 
2,021 

129,966 

86,064 

37,223 
37,223 

Total 
White ---

4,830 
3,913 
2,570 
4,364 
2,749 
1,785 
4,255 
2,770 
2,861 
3,259 
1,572 
2,137 
2,390 
1,571 
2,748 
2,896 
1,630 
3,883 
2,871 
1,683 

804 
2,765 
1,827 
4,029 
2,351 

19 
583 

1,506 
2,019 
2,050 
2,758 
1,966 
2,095 
1,643 
2,030 

958 
3,254 
2,169 
1,767 
2,479 
2,010 

105,709 

67,893 

34,917 
34,917 

Total 
Black ---

140 
134 

98 
316 
215 
271 
235 
211 
145 
128 

59 
275 
198 

1,104 
93 

2,658. 
641 
386 
442 
171 

2,192 
310 
278 

1,938 
36 

3,113 
2,133 

6 
44 

165 
1,584 

856 
228 

30 
56 

6 
682 
159 

1 
47 

0 
22,705 

17,548 

2,069 
2,069 

Total 
Arn. Ind. 

8 
8 
2 
4 
2 
0 

10 
14 

0 

1 
0 
1 
2 
5 
7 

30 
4 
8 

13 
4 

5 

0 

7 
8 
1 
0 

5 

3 
1 
3 

17 
8 
3 

0 

0 

1 
6 
4 

0 

1 
2 

214 

149 

52 
52 

Date: 5/12/98 
Time : 8 : 5 4 p . m . 

Total 
Asian/PI 

23 
23 
17 

4 

18 
3 

36 
26 
11 
13 
41 
24 
19 
82 
37 
36 
25 
25 

102 
38 
15 
37 
17 
56 
33 

2 
15 
20 
22 
22 
21 
16 
27 
16 

4 

6 
44 
36 

6 
13 

9 

1,066 

190 

79 
79 

Page: 13 

Total 
Other 

4 
1 
7 
6 

6 
3 
7 
5 

2 
4 
1 
7 

10 
13 

4 

23 
3 

16 
23 

1 
6 

10 
1 

13 
13 

0 
10 

1 
5 

2 
18 
14 

6 

0 

5 

1 
9 

3 

1 
7 
0 

272 

284 

106 
106 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/12/98 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE District 5 Time: 8:54 p.rn. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 14 
ressional w/ 5/96 horneseats 
ensus Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit ~ White Black Arn. Ind. Asian/PI Other ---

Surry County 61,704 58,383 2,780 66 84 391 

Watauga County 
Watauga County 36,952 35,930 768 59 152 43 

Total Watauga County 36,952 35,930 768 59 152 43 

Wilkes County 59,393 56,237 2,824 69 100 163 

Yadkin County 30,488 28,884 1,295 22 26 261 

Total District 5 552,492 493,791 54,268 778 1,862 1,793 

• 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/12/98 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE District 6 Time: 8:54 p.m. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 15 
ressional w/ 5/96 homes eats 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit ~ White Black Arn. Ind. Asian/PI Other ---

Alamance County 108,213 86,373 20,822 303 487 228 

Cpatham County 
Albright* 2,130 1,837 270 0 4 19 
Bennett* 978 911 66 0 1 0 
Bonlee * 1,710 1,364 333 3 4 6 
Harpers Crossroads* 1,080 1,061 12 1 0 6 
Hickory Mountain* 1,194 850 334 0 2 8 
North Siler City* 4,745 3,031 1,613 18 1 82 
South Siler City* 4,775 3,592 1,120 6 11 46 
Total Chatham County 16,612 12,646 3,748 28 23 167 

Guilford County - 347,420 249,584 91,655 1,637 3,726 817 

Randolph County 
North Asheboro* 4,179 3,819 237 13 28 82 
Armory * 2,349 2,293 42 4 10 0 
Back Creek* 3,330 3,263 47 11 8 1 
D iver * 1,551 1,408 138 1 0 4 

rchdale * 2,804 2,761 21 16 5 1 
3,397 3,243 84 8 53 9 

Trinity* 2,947 2,622 305 9 10 1 
West Trinity* 4,854 4,763 60 21 9 1 
Prospect* 4,992 4,837 96 47 9 3 
Coleridge* 1,-851 1,741 104 4 1 1 
West Ramseur* 2,656 2,025 609 9 4 9 
Staley* 2,026 1,772 243 3 1 7 
East Ramseur* 1,215 l, 131 61 2 9 12 
Falls* 2,510 2,484 17 4 5 0 
Franklinville* 2,747 2,653 64 5 1 24 
Grant* 3,326 3 I 172 116 23 3 12 
Level Cross* 3,017 2,762 237 8 0 10 
Richland* 2,745 2,564 174 5 2 0 
Tabernacle* 4,289 4,241 23 19 1 5 
Liberty* 3,825 3,066 717 25 4 13 
North New Market* 3,149 2,999 110 35 5 0 
South New Market* 5,879 5,785 21 42 29 2 
Providence* 4,391 4,279 42 41 4 25 
East Randleman* 2,201 2,161 18 15 5 2 
West Randleman* 2,115 1,931 169 10 2 3 
Worthville* 1,837 1,809 21 4 2 1 
Total Randolph County 80,182 75,584 3,776 384 210 228 

Total District 6 552,427 424,187 120,001 2,352 4,446 1,440 

• 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE 

ressional w/ 5/96 
Census 

Bladen County 
Bladen County 

Unit 

Total Bladen County 

Brunswick County 
Brunswick County 
Total Brunswick County 

Carteret County 
Carteret County 
Total Carteret County 

Columbus County 
Co mbus County 

Columbus County 

Dup in County 
Jones County 
New Hanover County 
Onslow County 
Pender County 

Sampson County 
Harrells * 
Ingold* 
Roseboro* 
Central Clinton* 
West Clinton* 
Southwest Clinton* 
Rowan* 
Garland* 
Turkey* 
Lakewood* 
Total Sampson County 

Total District 7 

Units Assigned to a District 
District 7 

Total Populations, All Ages 
homeseats 

Total 

~ 

28,663 
28,663 

50,985 
50,985 

52,556 
52,556 

49,587 
49,587 

39,995 
9,414 

120,284 
149,838 

28,855 

2,388 
1,567 
2,007 
2,064 
2,600 
2,178 
2,050 
1,906 
1,842 
3,587 

22,189 

552,366 

Total 
White 

16,926 
16,926 

41,336 
41,336 

47,445 
47,445 

32,897 
32,897 

25,927 
5,687 

94,895 
111,939 

19,828 

744 
816 

1,655 
463 

1,829 
1,421 
1,505 

960 
1,018 
1,561 

11,972 

408,852 

Total 
Black ---

11,199 
11,199 

9,211 
9,211 

4,385 
4,385 

15,181 
15,181 

13,259 
3,677 

24,097 
29,808 

8,770 

1,613 
734 
336 

1,572 
692 
456 
495 
903 
813 

1,992 
9,606 

129,193 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

464 
464 

242 
242 

269 
269 

1,370 
1,370 

104 
8 

435 
939 

76 

13 
0 
8 

15 
49 

275 
27 
12 

5 
16 

420 

4,327 

Date: 5/12/98 
Time: 8:54 p.m. 

Total 
Asian/PI 

30 
30 

81 
81 

293 
293 

53 
53 

47 
19 

616 
2,994 

44 

0 
0 
1 
0 

27 
10 

1 
1 
2 
5 

47 

4,224 

Page: 16 

Total 
Other 

44 
44 

115 
115 

164 
164 

86 
86 

658 
23 

241 
4,158 

137 

18 
17 

7 
14 

3 
16 
22 
30 

4 
13 

144 

5,770 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/12/98 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE District 8 Time: 8:54 p.m. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 17 
ressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit E2E.:.. White Black Arn. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

Cabarrus County 
Township 4, Box 3 * 3,633 2,782 834 7 6 4 
Township 4, Box 4 * 2,364 1,512 850 2 0 0 
Township 4, Box 5 * 2,652 2,404 226 3 13 6 
Total Cabarrus County 8,649 6,698 1,910 12 19 10 

Davidson County 126,677 113, 296 12,314 395 477 195 

Davie County 
Davie County 27,859 25,194 2,482 86 53 44 
Total Davie County 27,859 25,194 2,482 86 53 44 

Forsyth County 
Abbotts Creek #1 * 4,655 4,526 96 16 9 8 
Abbotts Creek #2 * 4,037 3,873 132 11 17 4 
Abbotts Creek #3 * 3,690 3,569 108 3 8 2 

s Creek* 4,357 4,050 287 9 6 5 
ia #3 * 3,833 3,285 sos 8 33 2 
ay #1 * 3,128 2,497 618 8 1 4 

Broadbay #2 * 4,842 3,671 1,107 8 26 30 
Clernrnonsville #1 * 2,359 2,296 43 5 12 3 
Clernrnonsville #2 * 3,404 3,286 92 1 25 0 
Clernrnonsville #3 * 3,066 2,892 127 0 47 0 
Kernersville #1 * 5,482 5,013 359 13 40 57 
Kernersville #2 * 5,693 5,520 122 19 21 11 
Kernersville #3 * 5,530 5,196 279 11 31 13 
Kernersville #4 * 5,342 5,046 247 7 23 19 
Middlefork #2 * 3,449 2,426 1,004 4 15 0 
Middlefork #3 * 5,497 4,344 1,121 11 15 6 
Salem Chapel #1 * 3,140 2,987 138 4 3 8 
Salem Chapel #2 * 2,958 2,540 384 12 6 16 
South Fork #2 * 3,534 3,302 191 11 24 6 
Ashley Middle School* 2,045 14 2,002 17 4 8 
Carver High School* 4,317 104 4,209 4 0 0 
Christ Moravian Church* 2,600 2,131 404 14 38 13 
Covenant Presbyterian Church* 2,160 1,856 273 6 4 21 
East Winston Library* 2,895 197 2,686 7 0 5 
Easton Elementary School* 2,606 1,094 1,496 3 5 8 

Forest Pk. Elementary School* 2,968 745 2,200 11 1 11 
14th Street Recreation Center* 2,344 12 2,328 3 0 1 
Happy Hill Recreation Center* 3,386 67 3,310 4 2 3 
Hill Middle School * 2,621 1,457 1,134 20 7 3 

Ke edy Middle School* 3,165 189 2,970 1 1 4 
Elementary School* 2,855 2,249 566 20 18 2 

ce Middle School* 3,102 318 2,781 1 2 0 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE 

ressional w/ 5/96 
Census 
Unit 

Mineral Springs F. St* 
Mt. Sinai Church* 
Parkland High School* 
Philo Middle School* 
St. Andrews United Methodist* 
Trinity Moravian Church* 
Winston Lake Family YMCA* 
Total Forsyth County 

Iredell County 

Montgomery County 
Montgomery County 
Total Montgomery County 

Randolph County 
Mccrary * 
Wes side* 

'de* 
* 

Lindley Park* 
South Pointe* 
East Cedar Grove* 
West Cedar Grove* 
Concord* 
New Hope* 
Union* 
Total Randolph County 

Rowan County 
Total District 8 

Units Assigned to a District 
District 8 

Total Populations, All Ages 
homes eats 

Total 

f2E..:.. 
3,743 
1,711 
2,761 
2,172 
4,101 
2,702 
3,662 

135,912 

92,931 

23,346 
23,346 

3,047 
1,470 
3,618 
2,914 
3,051 
2,502 
3,178 
1,953 
1,671 

921 
2,039 

26,364 

110,605 
552,343 

Total 
White ---

2,030 
20 

2,218 
1,976 
1,610 
1,787 

816 
91,209 

77,207 

16,773 
16,773 

2,835 
1,367 
1,875 
2,679 
2,872 
2,300 
3,081 
1,883 
1,646 

909 
2,011 

23,458 

91,851 
445,686 

Total 
Black 

1,653 
1,679 

465 
169 

2,451 
858 

2,803 
43,397 

14,869 

6,001 
6,001 

184 
71 

1,695 
168 
132 
174 

78 
56 
11 

8 
14 

2,591 

17,773 
101,337 

Total 
Arn. Ind. 

17 
5 

14 
7 
1 

13 
8 

337 

193 

92 
92 

5 
1 
9 

17 
6 
8 
3 
5 
1 
4 

10 
69 

262 
1,446 

Date: 5/12/98 
Time: 8: 54 p .m. 

Total 
Asian/PI 

14 
0 

62 
18 
12 
27 
19 

596 

356 

150 
150 

20 
31 
15 
33 
16 
17 

1 
9 
4 
0 
2 

148 

444 
2,243 

Page: 18 

Total 
Other 

29 
7 
2 
2 

27 
17 
16 

373 

306 

330 
330 

3 
0 

24 
17 
25 

3 
15 

0 
9 
0 
2 

98 

275 
1,631 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE 

Anson County 
Burnsville 

ressional w/ 5/96 
Census 
Unit 

Total Anson County 

Cabarrus County 
Township 1, Box 1 * 
Township 1, Box 2 * 
Township 1, Box 3 * 
Township 2, Box 1 * 
Township 2, Box 2 * 
Township 2, Box 3 * 
Township 2, Box 4 * C 

Township 3 * 
Township 4, Box 1 
Township 4, Box 2 * 
Township 4, Box 6 * 
Township 4, Box 7 * 
To hip 4, Box 8 * 

ip 4, Box 9 * 
ip 4, Box 1 Noncontiguous 

Township 4, Box 1 Noncontiguous 
Township 4, Box 1 Noncontiguous 
Township 5 * 
Township 6 * 
Township 7 * 
Township 8 * 
Township 9 * 
Township 10 * 
Township 11 * 
Township 12, Box 1 * 
Township 12, Box 2 * 
Township 12, Box 3 * 
Township 12, Box 4 * 
Township 12, Box 5 * 
Township 12, Box 6 * 
Township 12, Box 7 * 
Township 12, Box 8 * 
Township 12, Box 9 * 
Total Cabarrus County 

Mecklenburg County 
Charlotte Pct. 1 * 

tte Pct. 2 * 
Pct. 3 

Units Assigned to a District 
District 9 

Total Populations, All Ages 
homeseats 

A 

B 
C 

Total 

~ 

1,402 
1,402 

3,635 
2,202 
2,273 
4,052 
2,758 
2,041 
1,373 
3,001 
3,520 
2,315 
3,856 
4,011 
3,632 
2,350 

0 
0 
0 

3,183 
1,743 

991 
4,733 
2,178 
4,123 
5,808 
1,275 
3,500 
3,837 
3,906 
2,836 
2,333 
2,501 
2,751 
3,569 

90,286 

1,758 
5,898 
4,613 

Total 
White 

1,095 
1,095 

3,238 
2,136 
2,204 
3,571 
2,659 
2,002 
1,322 
2,602 
2,605 
1,858 
2,982 
3,921 
3,338 
1,757 

0 
0 
0 

3,129 
1,718 

970 
4,375 
2,139 
3,816 
5,429 

759 
2,671 
3,609 
3,593 
2,779 
1,517 

248 
2,207 
3,434 

78,588 

1,716 
4,520 
2,018 

Total 
Black 

304 
304 

360 
56 
41 

427 
80 

9 
44 

384 
888 
448 
858 

56 
247 
578 

0 
0 
0 

37 
16 

1 
328 

30 
267 
325 
511 
794 
189 
275 

45 
802 

2,244 
527 

76 
10,943 

39 
1,213 
2,393 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

3 
3 

8 
5 

12 
22 

4 
4 
2 
5 
6 
4 
3 
5 
9 

12 
0 
0 
0 

17 
9 

16 
24 

3 
37 
31 

3 
8 
8 

14 
3 
7 
3 
5 

12 
301 

2 
40 
18 

Date: 5/12/98 
Time: 8:54 p.m. 

Total 
Asian/PI 

0 
0 

28 
3 

11 
15 
14 
25 

5 
4 

11 
3 
3 

17 
29 

3 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
4 
4 
6 
2 

20 
2 

22 
27 
23 

9 
6 
3 

10 
47 

356 

0 

93 
164 

Page: 19 

Total 
Other 

0 
0 

1 
2 
5 

17 
1 
1 
0 
6 

10 
2 

10 
12 

9 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
1 
3 
0 
5 
4 
1 
0 
1 
3 
2 
0 

98 

1 
32 
20 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/12/98 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE District 9 Time: 8:54 p.rn. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 20 
Con ressional w/ 5/96 homes eats 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit E.22..:.. White Black --- Arn. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

Charlotte Pct. 4 4,056 3,438 533 10 64 11 
Charlotte Pct. 5 * 2,645 2,070 488 5 69 13 
Charlotte Pct. 6 * 4,522 3,560 775 20 105 62 
Charlotte Pct. 7 * 2,460 1,991 414 12 33 10 
Charlotte Pct. 8 * 2,940 2,841 72 3 15 9 
Charlotte Pct. 9 * 3,241 2,558 559 15 9 100 
Charlotte Pct. 10 * 2,248 2,006 155 48 17 22 
Charlotte Pct. 15 * 3,816 2,947 743 25 83 18 
Charlotte Pct. 16 * 2,522 32 2,485 0 1 4 
Charlotte Pct. 17 * 3,801 970 2,763 15 38 15 
Charlotte Pct. 18 * 1,851 1,843 4 1 3 0 
Charlotte Pct. 19 * 1,937 1,910 4 1 13 9 
Charlotte Pct. 20 * 2,124 2,096 11 5 7 5 
Charlotte Pct. 21 * 3,139 2,683 330 25 68 33 
Charlotte Pct. 28 * 3,848 2,262 1,431 35 92 28 
Charlotte Pct. 29 * 3,615 2,675 781 22 111 26 
Charlotte Pct. 30 * 2,453 1,460 869 31 77 16 
Charlotte Pct. 32 * 2,249 2,234 9 1 5 0 
Charlotte Pct. 33 * 3,931 3,320 439 20 108 44 
Charlotte Pct. 34 * 3,662 3,163 401 13 56 29 
Ch Pct. 35 * 1,901 1,461 424 5 7 4 
C Pct. 36 * 3,207 3,051 75 2 78 1 
C tte Pct. 37 * 2,620 2,479 52 11 73 5 
Charlotte Pct. 38 * 3,457 2,936 397 18 71 35 
Charlotte Pct. 43 * 4,062 2,680 1,228 9 118 27 
Charlotte Pct. 44 * 2,155 1,832 270 14 31 8 
Charlotte Pct. 45 * 3,673 2,871 589 10 153 50 
Charlotte Pct. 46 * 4,666 -2,8so 1,608 29 107 72 
Charlotte Pct. 47 * 2,039 2,000 31 5 1 2 
Charlotte Pct. 48 * 2,092 2,050 18 1 19 4 
Charlotte Pct. 49 * 2,463 2,335 102 3 20 3 
Charlotte Pct. 50 * 3,373 2,759 388 13 166 47 
Charlotte Pct. 51 * 3,420 2,936 319 13 117 35 
Charlotte Pct. 57 * 2,286 2,224 44 5 10 3 
Charlotte Pct. 58 * 2,032 1,723 188 9 101 11 
Charlotte Pct. 59 * 2,606 2,153 307 7 117 22 
Charlotte Pct. 60 3,226 712 2,446 3 37 28 
Charlotte Pct. 61 * 4,067 3,386 573 12 92 4 
Charlotte Pct. 62 * 4,277 3,266 799 17 169 26 
Charlotte Pct. 63 * 5,113 4,100 843 16 135 19 
Charlotte Pct. 64 * 7,206 5,880 1,076 35 169 46 
Charlotte Pct. 65 * 4,574 4,294 121 5 140 14 
Charlotte Pct. 66 * 1,899 1,808 53 5 29 4 

Charlotte Pct. 67 * 1,879 1,828 36 6 9 0 

Charlotte Pct. 68 * 5,823 5,357 227 16 171 52 

Charlotte Pct. 69 * 2,439 2,321 62 3 48 5 

Charlotte Pct. 70 * 3,933 3,699 183 0 48 3 

C tte Pct. 71 * 2,318 2,232 33 4 43 6 

C tte Pct. 72 * 3,896 3,746 48 0 99 3 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/12/98 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE District 9 Time: 8:54 p.m. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 21 
ressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit ~ White Black --- Am. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

Charlotte Pct. 73 * 4,673 4,397 188 11 72 5 
Charlotte Pct. 74 * 2,720 2,666 31 5 16 2 
Charlotte Pct. 75 * 3,356 3,247 33 2 68 6 
Charlotte Pct. 76 * 4,379 4,199 86 5 86 3 
Charlotte Pct. 79 * 2,836 2,449 339 6 21 21 
Charlotte Pct. 80 * 4,007 3,350 568 19 63 7 
Charlotte Pct. 81 * 4,372 3,478 831 19 30 14 
Charlotte Pct. 83 * 4,282 3,821 373 23 53 12 
Charlotte Pct. 84 * 7,719 5,938 1,487 33 197 64 
Charlotte Pct. 85 * 3,555 3,209 244 6 88 8 
Charlotte Pct. 86 * 3,452 3,311 37 0 102 2 
Charlotte Pct. 89 * 3,773 3,691 38 21 18 5 
Charlotte Pct. 90 * 5,819 5,581 130 24 80 4 
Charlotte Pct. 91 3,982 3,841 79 0 56 6 
Charlotte Pct. 92 * 5,894 5,532 220 7 131 4 
Charlotte Pct. 93 * 3,470 3,186 117 5 150 12 
Charlotte Pct. 94 * 5,124 4,471 504 19 112 18 
Charlotte Pct. 95 * 7,442 5,837 1,400 23 154 28 
Charlotte Pct. 96 * 3,190 2,943 142 3 100 2 
CCK * 2,241 1,906 286 16 33 0 
COR * 3,706 3,041 626 10 27 2 
C 1,054 940 104 3 6 1 
C 10,599 8,831 1,463 30 251 24 
DA * 4,280 3,529 669 21 54 7 
HUN* 5,069 4,305 725 22 15 2 
LEM* 5,597 5,383 152 12 44 6 
LCl - North 4,219 3,803 337 49 25 5 
LC2 3,357 1,252 2,098 3 4 0 
LCl - South 843 732 103 5 1 2 
MCl 6,429 5,344 905 23 134 23 
MC2 4,702 3,902 664 64 51 21 
MCl part 924 599 324 1 0 0 
XMC2 Noncontiguous 0 0 0 0 0 0 
MAl * 3,784 3,520 201 33 24 6 
MA2 * 2,563 2,453 79 10 19 2 
MA3 * 5,550 5,301 147 5 90 7 
MA4 * 2,817 2,734 59 15 7 2 
Charlotte Pct. 102 3,572 3,031 412 18 86 25 
MHl * 6,374 6,092 159 57 48 18 
MH2 * 5,699 5,360 277 15 43 4 
MH3 * 6,148 6,047 50 27 20 4 
OAK 2,537 2,444 75 6 0 12 
PCl * 2,417 2,319 70 14 8 6 
PC2 * 2,546 2,230 293 7 12 4 

PRl 400 370 27 0 3 0 

PR2 3,571 3,415 96 10 49 1 

Charlotte Pct. 93 Part 801 785 12 0 1 3 

tte Pct. 100 * 4,732 4,429 215 7 76 5 

tte Pct. 104 4,877 1,666 3,042 11 141 17 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE 

ressional 
Census 
Unit 

Charlotte Pct. 105 
Total Mecklenburg County 

Stanly County 
Stanly County 
Total Stanly County 

Union County 
Fairview* 
Unionville* 
North Marshville * 
Bakers * 
Crestview* 
Wingate * 
Euto * 
Olive Branch* 

Bridge* 
Trail * 

ngs * 
Total Union County 

Total District 9 

w/ 5/96 

Units Assigned to a District 
District 9 

Total Populations, All Ages 
horneseats 

Total 

~ 
5,093 

370,577 

51,765 
51,765 

3,570 
4,597 
3,764 
3,853 
2,041 
5,057 
1,353 

971 
5,691 
4,922 
2,184 

38,003 

552,033 

Total 
White 

4,146 
310,338 

45,269 
45,269 

3,392 
4,434 
2,594 
3,667 
1,995 
3,833 
1,353 

865 
5,415 
4,704 
1,908 

34,160 

469,450 

Total 
Black ---

672 
50,640 

5,972 
5,972 

170 
145 

1,138 
154 

35 
1,156 

0 
104 
232 
177 
236 

3,547 

71,406 

Total 
Arn. Ind. 

19 
1,387 

155 
155 

4 
11 
23 
18 

4 
4 
0 
0 

24 
24 
36 

148 

1,994 

Date: 5/12/98 
T irne : 8 : 5 4 p . rn . 

Total 
Asian/PI 

243 
6,721 

249 
249 

1 
2 
8 
8 
4 

28 
0 
0 

19 
11 

1 
82 

7,408 

Page: 22 

Total 
Other 

13 
1,491 

120 
120 

3 
5 
1 
6 
3 

36 
0 
2 
1 
6 
3 

66 

1,775 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/12/98 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE District 10 Time: 8:54 p.rn. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 23 
ressional w/ 5/96 horneseats 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit 1:2.E..:.. White Black Arn. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

Alexander County 
Alexander County 27,544 25,667 1,673 52 49 103 
Total Alexander County 27,544 25,667 1,673 52 49 103 

Burke County 75,744 69,521 5,178 133 794 118 

Caldwell County 
Lovelady-Rhodhiss* 4,148 4,052 80 3 2 11 
Sawmills* 2,525 2,510 1 7 3 4 
Total Caldwell County 6,673 6,562 81 10 5 15 

Catawba County 118,412 106,370 10,689 232 830 291 
Cleveland County 84,714 66,362 17,741 114 394 103 
Gaston County 175,093 150,868 22,676 397 915 237 
Lincoln County 50,319 45,710 4,108 120 172 210 

Rutherford County 

- township 
6,841 6,587 237 6 5 6 

s Creek township 494 488 4 0 1 1 
H heals township 6,811 6,207 565 14 9 16 
Total Rutherford County 14,146 13,282 806 20 15 23 

Total District 10 552,645 484,342 62,952 1,078 3,174 1,100 

• 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE 

ressional 
Census 
Unit 

Buncombe County 

Cherokee County 
Cherokee County 
Total Cherokee County 

Clay County 
Clay County 
Total Clay County 

Graham County 
Graham County 
Total Graham County 

.d County 
Haywood County 
Total Haywood County 

Henderson County 

Jackson County 
Jackson County 
Total Jackson County 

McDowell County 
McDowell County 
Total McDowell County 

Macon County 
Macon County 
Total Macon County 

County 
n County 

w/ 5/96 

Units Assigned to a District 
District 11 

Total Populations, All Ages 
homeseats 

Total 

E.2£.:.. 

174,821 

20,170 
20,170 

7,155 
7,155 

7,196 
7,196 

46,942 
46,942 

69,285 

26,846 
26,846 

35,681 
35,681 

23,499 
23,499 

16,953 

Total 
White 

158,979 

19,313 
19,313 

7,061 
7,061 

6,731 
6,731 

46,011 
46,011 

66,158 

23,609 
23,609 

33,901 
33,901 

22,919 
22,919 

16,744 

Total 
Black 

14,336 

361 
361 

41 
41 

1 
1 

648 
648 

2,361 

425 
425 

1,479 
1,479 

385 
385 

136 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

486 

405 
405 

39 
39 

454 
454 

180 
180 

197 

2,667 
2,667 

72 
72 

76 
76 

19 

Date: 5/12/98 
Time: 

Total 
Asian/PI 

765 

42 
42 

7 
7 

6 
6 

67 
67 

286 

109 
109 

200 
200 

60 
60 

32 

8:54 p.m. 
Page: 

Total 
Other 

255 

49 
49 

7 
7 

4 
4 

36 
36 

283 

36 
36 

29 
29 

59 
59 

22 

24 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE 

ressional w/ 
Census 
Unit 

Total Madison County 

Mitchell County 

Polk County 
Polk County 
Total Polk County 

Rutherford County 
Camp Creek township 
Chimney Rock township 
Cool Spring township 
Gilkey township 
Golden Valley township 
Green Hill township 
Logan Store township 
Morgan township 

R-ordton township 
S Springs township 
U township 
Total Rutherford County 

Swain County 
Swain County 
Total Swain County 

Transylvania County 
Transylvania County 
Total Transylvania County 

Yancey County 
Total District 11 

5/96 

Units Assigned to a District 
District 11 

Total Populations, All Ages 
homeseats 

Total 

~ 
16,953 

14,433 

14,416 
14,416 

1,168 
1,700 

15,637 
1,402 

830 
1,829 
3,099 
1,166 

10,766 
3,902 
1,273 

42,772 

u,262 
11,268 

25,520 
25,520 

15,419 
552,376 

Total 
White 

16,744 

14,354 

13,276 
13,276 

896 
1,413 

12,269 
1,289 

830 
1,616 
3,044 
1,161 
9,246 
3,823 
1,264 

36,851 

7,950 
7,950 

24,121 
24,121 

15,221 
513,199 

Total 
Black 

136 

23 

1,053 
1,053 

270 
282 

3,272 
102 

0 
205 

38 
0 

1,460 
70 

.9 
5,708 

196 
196 

1,189 
1,189 

151 
28,493 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

19 

19 

17 
17 

1 
4 

21 
1 
0 
8 
3 
4 

29 
4 
0 

75 

3,075 
3,075 

79 
79 

27 
7,887 

Date: 5/12/98 
Time: 

Total 
Asian/PI 

32 

19 

25 
25 

1 
0 

47 
6 
0 
0 
4 
0 

23 
2 
0 

83 

31 
31 

99 
99 

11 
1,842 

8:54 p.m. 
Page: 

Total 
Other 

22 

18 

45 
45 

0 
1 

28 
4 
0 
0 

10 
1 
8 
3 
0 

55 

16 
16 

32 
32 

9 
955 

25 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/12/98 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE District 12 Time: 8:54 p.m. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 26 
ressional w/ 5/96 homes eats 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit ~ White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI Other ---

Anson County 
Ansonville 1,581 817 756 5 3 0 
Gulledge 2,096 843 1,252 0 1 0 
Lanesboro #1 and #2 3,021 2,225 774 20 2 0 
Lilesville 3,489 1,517 1,946 22 1 3 
Morven #1 1,338 384 952 0 0 2 
Wadesboro #1 2,545 995 1,539 6 4 1 
White Store 388 228 160 0 0 0 
Morven #2 398 159 239 0 0 0 
Wadesboro #2 4,108 1,634 2,465 3 5 1 
Wadesboro #3 3,108 2,367 719 10 11 1 
Total Anson County 22,072 11,169 10,802 66 27 8 

Cumberland County 
Westarea * 9,695 4,544 4,554 115 190 292 
Cross Creek #1 * 2,913 568 2,235 65 13 32 

Creek #3 * 1,856 292 1,499 8 26 31 
Creek #5 * 3,477 934 2,473 25 21 24 

reek #9 * 5,786 3,905 1,641 41 97 102 
C Creek #13 * 2,122 20 2,097 2 2 1 
Cross Creek #16 * 2,642 27 2,598 3 6 8 
Cross Creek #17 * 6,621 1,582 4,864 38 73 64 
Cross Creek #19 * 2,811 112 2,662 26 0 11 

Cross Creek #22 * 5,033 3,665 1,155 36 83 94 

Manchester* 4,219 2,518 1,326 60 124 191 
Spring Lake* 7,406 3,031 3,685 68 328 294 
Beaver Lake* 41,573 24,817 12,809 405 1,059 2,483 

Cottonade * 6,690 3,496 2,674 58 318 144 

Morganton Road #1 * 3,813 1,493 1,969 29 211 111 
Morganton Road #2 * 14,333 9,456 3,518 124 675 560 
Seventy First #1 * 16,101 7,533 7,391 159 476 542 
Total Cumberland County 137,091 67,993 59,150 1,262 3,702 4,984 

Hoke County 22,856 9,635 9,878 3,176 85 82 

Mecklenburg County 
Charlotte Pct. 11 * 3,999 1,502 2,443 15 30 9 

Charlotte Pct. 12 * 5,123 89 5,023 3 1 7 

Charlotte Pct. 13 * 3,511 235 3,169 11 89 7 

Charlotte Pct. 14 * 4,648 321 4,061 11 248 7 

Charlotte Pct. 22 * 4,443 174 4,255 5 1 8 

Charlotte Pct. 23 * 3,705 1,659 1,980 16 46 4 

Charlotte Pct. 24 * 3,854 1,544 2,272 30 1 7 

C tte Pct. 25 * 3,416 15 3,393 0 8 0 

C tte Pct. 26 * 4,281 2,047 2,177 40 12 5 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/12/98 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE District 12 Time: 8:54 p.m. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 27 
Con ressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit ~ White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI Other --- ---

Charlotte Pct. 27 * 5,261 932 4,231 14 59 25 
Charlotte Pct. 31 * 4,789 129 4,633 9 17 1 
Charlotte Pct. 39 * 5,468 786 4,496. 25 145 16 
Charlotte Pct. 40 * 4,679 2,579 2,010 30 40 20 
Charlotte Pct. 41 * 3,875 1,239 2,517 38 73 8 
Charlotte Pct. 42 * 4,732 349 4,355 5 13 10 
Charlotte Pct. 52 * 4,296 166 4,109 0 12 9 
Charlotte Pct. 53 * 4,582 3,036 1,358 44 122 22 
Charlotte Pct. 54 * 2,049 8 2,037 1 3 0 
Charlotte Pct. 55 * 2,674 9 2,657 5 2 1 
Charlotte Pct. 56 * 5,848 54 5,772 3 13 6 
Charlotte Pct. 77 * CI 461 440 2,987 6 21 7 
Charlotte Pct. 78 * 5,335 2,534 2,682 47 42 30 
Charlotte Pct. 82 * 6,053 1,647 4,263 16 87 40 
Charlotte Pct. 87 * 4,862 4,400 349 9 86 18 
Charlotte Pct. 88 * 3,363 3,085 145 13 105 15 
Charlotte Pct. 97 * 5,917 4,066 1,664 13 150 24 
Charlotte Pct. 98 * 5,384 2,756 2,421 40 123 44 
BER* 2,299 2,017 271 10 1 0 
Charlotte Pct. 16 Part 1,009 5 993 7 0 4 
PVL * 6,006 5,655 280 15 39 17 
p 2,865 2,688 103 18 52 4 

5,405 4,645 592 33 86 49 
3,664 3,502 130 17 13 2 

Total Mecklenburg County 140,856 54,313 83,828 549 1,740 426 

Richmond County 44,518 30,816 12,869 502 195 136 

Robeson County 105,179 37,986 26,185 40 I 511 239 258 

Scotland County 33,754 19,025 12,176 2,430 83 40 

Union County 
Altan * 2,508 2,308 185 9 4 2 

Prospect* 1,415 1,306 102 1 3 3 

Roughedge * 1,415 1,327 82 3 3 0 

Smyrna* 2,690 2,564 95 10 11 10 

Waxhaw* 4,186 3,396 761 22 3 4 

Wilson's Old Store* 1,874 1,726 129 9 6 4 

Lanes Creek* 1,475 1,268 199 4 3 1 

South Marshville* 2,726 1,793 926 1 0 6 

Carmel* 2,604 2,438 148 6 9 3 

Sutton Park* 4,067 1,109 2,903 13 21 21 

East Monroe* 3 I 920 2,300 1,522 11 28 59 

North Monroe* 4,638 3,251 1,318 19 35 15 

South Monroe* 3,492 2,727 740 12 11 2 

Mineral Springs* 2,087 1,662 411 5 6 3 
1,991 1,919 61 7 4 0 

andy Ridge* 5,120 4,769 298 14 28 11 

Union County 46,208 35,863 9,880 146 175 144 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA Units Assigned to a District Date: 5/12/98 
Plan: CONGRESS COCHRANE District 12 Time: 8:54 p.rn. 

Total Populations, All Ages Page: 28 
ressional w/ 5/96 horneseats 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit ~ White Black Arn. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

Total District 12 552,534 266,800 224,768 48,642 6,246 6,078 

• 
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Amanda J. Smith 

TO: North Carolina House and Senate Redistricting Committees 
FROM: Amanda J. Smith 
SUBJECT: Multi-Member Districts For North Carolina In 1998 

Yes, ItWlll Take An Act Of Congress - But It Can Be Done! 
Many decision-makers in North Carolina are interested in multi-member districts as the best 
solution to our redistricting problems, but assume that because they are presently against federal 
law, they are only a long term solution. However, there is a way North Carolina could go to multi­
member districts in time for the 1998 election. 

The legal picture: 
Multi-member districts are not unconstitutional. Multi-member districts are against a law 
passed in 1967. It has been changed before and can be changed again. In fact, several legislators 
have begun this process, including our own Representative Mel Watt 

It ls possible to have multi-member districts in time for the 1998 election. Congress can give 
North Carolina a one-state exemption from the present law. Another state, Louisiana, is presently 
seeking such an exemption for another election problem. 

The strategic picture: 
Gaining multi-member districts for the 1998 Congressional election will take a strong, concerted 
effort. That might be possible, however, because it would solve so many problems. Here are the 
necessary steps: 
1. Immediately petition the Court for a short extension of perhaps 60 days, not to procrastinate 
but to give Congress time to act. 

2. Create a bi-partisan consensus that creating multi-member districts ls the least disruptive 
way to go. (Happily, it is also the fairest and most representative way. However, people won't 
move fast for philosophy the way they will to solve a frustrating, embarrassing, expensive, 

. persistent, won't-go-away, tight-deadline emergency.) This consensus needs two parts: the North 
Carolina Legislature and the North Carolina Congressional Delegation. 

3. The North Carolina House and Senate Redistricting Committees draft a bl-partisan 
request, pointing out that North Carolina's redistricting crisis merits special consideration, and 
asking for an exemption from the voting law of 1967. Acting on the advice of Its committees, the 
North Carolina legislature passes this request to the US Congress. 

4. The North Carolina Congressional Delegation unanimously presents the request as a bill in 
the US House and Senate and requests speedy action. 

5. Hearing no objection from those involved, because of the strong bi-partisan support at both 
state and Congressional level, the US Congress passes the special request, and the 1998 election 
proceeds with multi-member districts. 

CULLOWHEE SPRING • 1900 WINKLER ROAD • DURHAM, NORTH CAROLINA 27712 • TELEPHONE 919/471-4337 



PIE IN THE SKY? 

NOT NECESSARILY - BECAUSE WE HA VE TO DO SOMETHING AND 
MULTI-MEMBER DISTRICTS MAY BE THE EASIEST ALTERNATIVE 

Strategic reasons to support a request to the US Congress for exemption from the law 
requiring single-member districts: (Decision-makers don't have to love multi-member districts, 
just recognize that this is best way out of a crisis, and the crisis has a deadline.) 

Drawing the new districts will be relatively easy -- no more wrangling over tiny increments of 
just which community or county to split in what way, etc. 

Multi-member districts are less disruptive to incumbents. As the new larger districts will be 
made up largely of existing districts combined together, the present members of the North Carolina 
Congressional Delegation will have most if not all of their old constituents, and therefore still be 
likely to win. 

Incumbents who might be forced to run against each other for the same seat in redistricted 
single-member districts can both win in multi-member districts. 

The party balance will likely stay the same. 

Multi-member districts will satisfy the Courts and the Justice Department, assuring minority 
representation without need for geographical gerrymandering. 

Decision-making stays in North Carolina rather than in federal court. 

Multi-member districts will not only allow for demographic representation, they will also make 
more room for other interests such as business, the environment, other minorities, women, the 
elderly. 

Multi-member districts can give each voter more representatives to look out for their interests. 

No more law suits. 

No more time wasted. 

No more tax payers dollars wasted. 

We will get it over with! ! 

It is the right thing to do. (See attached letter and editorial for additional points.) 



The Durham Herald-Sun 
To the Editor: 

April 7, 1998 

On the subject of re-districting: Let's have multi-member districts for the US House of 
Representatives! They work like a charm. For example, the North Carolina 13th and 23rd districts 
regularly elect black, white, male and female representatives, yet none of them need feel that was 
the only reason they were elected. 

The advantages are many: 
1. It promotes racial harmony and understanding instead of racial competition because: 

• More candidates have to learn about and court votes in the minority communities. 
• Minority candidates get a chance to explain their issues to white voters. 
• No one has to give up their own favorite candidate to vote also for a member of another 
race. 
• The representatives are less likely to be extremists, and more likely to work together once 
they are elected, because each must listen to black, white, male and female voters. 

2. It provides better racial representation because 
• Minorities who live in mostly white districts would have a chance to vote for a minority 
candidate; at present they have none. The same goes for whites who would like to vote for a 
minority candidate. . 
• It will be easier to incorporate the interests of new groups, such as our growing Hispanic 
population. 

3. It provides better general representation because 
• Voters get more individuals who will listen to them. 
• Voters get a wider range of expertise to call on. I have many interests besides race, and the 
chances of having them all represented by any one person is slim. Two or three different 
individuals who all have to listen to me because I voted for all of them gives me a much better 
chance of having someone who can help with any specific concern. 

4. Finally, this solution is simple. 
We have lived with it. We don't have to explain it, argue about it, or try to understand 

something new. We already know it works at the state level. What's stopping us from using multi­
member districts for the US House as well? 

Let's do it and get it over with! 

Sincerely, 
Amanda J. Smith 



REPRESENTATIVE WAYNE GOODWIN 

32ND DISTRICT 

~orlly <!Iarolina Qrj.en.eral J\ss.emhl-g 
~ou.s.e of ~pr.e.s.entnti&.e.s 

~bd.e ~.egi.sluti&.e ~uilmng 
~al.eiglt 27601-1096 

OFFICE ADDRESS: ROOM 502 LEGISLATIVE OFFICE BUILDING 

RALEIGH, N.C. 27601·1096 

TELEPHONE: (919) 733·4838 

(919) 733·3113 FAX 

HOME ADDRESS: 528 ANSON AVENUE 

ROCKINGHAM, N.C. 28379 

PRESS RELEASE AND MEMORANDUM 

COMMITTEES: 

COMMERCE 

BUSINESS AND LABOR SUBCOMMITTEE 

FINANCE . 

JUDICIARY II 

PENSIONS AND RETIREMENTS 

UNIVERSITY OF NORTH CAROLINA BOARD 

OF GOVERNORS 

TO: CONGRESSIONAL RE-DISTRICTING COMMITTEE, 
ALL MEDIA, and Other Interested Parties 

FROM: 
DATE: 
RE: 

REP. WAYNE GOODWIN 
MAY 13, 1998 
REP. GOODWIN OFFERS PROPOSED CONGRESSIONAL 
DISTRICT MAP 

(RALEIGH) - State Representative Wayne Goodwin (D-Richmond) today released a 
proposal for consideration by the Congressional Redistricting Committee that addresses 
the constitutional challenge raised by a federal panel of judges last month. It, and three 
others he prepared focus on a compact 12th District, as few changes in districts adjacent to 
the 1zth as possible, urban-rural composition, incumbent protection, and demographic 
composition. He presented the proposal during the public hearing held today by the 
North Carolina General Assembly. That plan, along with others submitted by his 
colleagues and other interested parties, will become a part of the debate over what plan 
the General Assembly will pass before the May 22 deadline imposed by the judges. 

Goodwin Proposal #4 provides for a compact 1 zth District but is a co~promise. It also 
helps maintain the present partisan balance of North Carolina's Congressional delegation. 
Specifically, the 12th includes parts of Mecklenburg, Iredell, Rowan, Davidson and 
Cabarrus Counties; the 9th includes the western part of Union County; and the 8th includes 
the middle and eastern parts of Cabarrus, the middle and eastern portion of Union 
County, and adopts changes in the eastern end of the ?1h and 8th in Robeson County. The 
minority population within the proposed 12th is 30.53 percent. Of the four plans he 
requested drawn, this one does the best at maintaining the partisan balance, protects 
incumbents, does not affect the residency· of known nominees in the 8th District, and 
provides for a compact 12th District. [The map is attached.] 

NOTE: This proposed district map, as well as those proposed by other presenters 
today, are based on eight-year old data. Accordingly, these maps are snapshots of a 



historic population and not of a current population. Thus, with the State of North 
Carolina required to re-draw its congressional district maps in 2001 based upon the next 
decennial census, interested parties who are unhappy now may find themselves in a 
different mood in 2.5 years and, similarly, those interested parties who are happy based 
upon the plan created by the 1998 General Assembly may fmd themselves in a different 
mood in 2001. 

According to Rep. Goodwin, "This plan is not necessarily any better than those 
offered by others today. However, I insist that it is incumbent upon the Legislative 
Branch of North Carolina, and not unelected federal judges, to create and adopt a 
workable plan for our State's congressional districts. To prevent the abdication of our 
legislative authority in this area, which is delegated to us by the People of this great state, 
I contend that we should consider as many plans as possible. By consideration of every 
possible configuration we should determine through thoughtful debate what districts are 
proper and thus do our job. lfwe instead allow the federal courts to draw our districts we 
will set a bad precedent. Today I believe this plan is part of my contribution to preserving 
our state legislative authority in this arena." 

For copies of the demographic and other statistical information on this plan, 
please contact Rep. Goodwin at his legislative office. 

### 



GOODWIN PROPOSAL #4 
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DB: NORTH CAROLINA 

e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 
District 

Name 
District 1 
District 2 
District 3 
District 4 
District 5 
District 6 
District 7 
District 8 
District 9 
District 10 
District 11 
District 12 
Total 

PLANWIDE STATISTICS: 
Range of populations: 
Ratio range: 

Absolute range: 
Absolute overall range: 

ative range: 
ative overall range: 

Absolute mean deviation: 
Relative mean deviation: 

Standard deviation: 

District Statistics 

Plan: GOODWIN PROPOSAL #4 
HOME SEATS 
Number Total Ideal 

Members PoEulation PoEulation 
1 552,161 
1 552,357 
1 552,622 
1 552,938 
1 552,298 
1 551,599 
1 553,092 
1 552,398 
1 551,654 
1 552,352 
1 552,089 
1 553,077 

12 6,628,637 

551,599 to 553,092 
1. 0027 

-787 to 706 
1,493 

-0.14 to 0.13% 
0.27% 

365.75 
· 0. 07% 

469.0619 

552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 

6,628,632 

District 
Variance 

-225 
-29 
236 
552 
-88 

-787 
706 

12 
-732 

-34 
-297 

691 
0 

Date: 5/12/98 
Time: 5:56 p.m. 

Page: 1 

% District 
Variance 

-0.04% 
-0.01% 

0.04% 
0.10% 

-0.02% 
-0.14% 

0 .13% 
0.00% 

-0 .13% 
-0.01% 
-0.05% 

0.13% 
0.00% 
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DB: NORTH CAROLINA District Summary Date: 5/12/98 
Total Populations, All Ages Time: 5:56 p.rn. 

Plan: GOODWIN PROPOSAL #4 Page: 1 
CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 
District Total Total Total Total Total Total 

Name ~ White Black Arn. Ind. Asian/PI Other 
District 1 552,161 268,458 277,565 3,461 1,238 1,440 

100.00% 48.62% 50.27% 0.63% 0.22% 0.26% 

District 2 552,357 397,303 145,135 1,720 5,076 3,127 
100.00% 71. 93% 26.28% 0.31% 0.92% 0.57% 

District 3 552,622 429,481 109,358 2,131 5,625 6,027 
100.00% 77. 72% 19.79% 0.39% 1.02% 1. 09% 

District 4 552,938 390,732 148,138 1,549 10,479 2,042 
100.00% 70.66% 26.79% 0.28% 1.90% 0.37% 

District 5 552,298 445,446 101,950 1,177 2,380 1,345 
100.00% 80.65% 18.46% 0.21% 0.43% 0.24% 

District 6 551,599 453,185 90,512 2,380 3,918 1,603 
100.00% 82.16% 16.41% 0.43% 0.71% 0.29% 

District 7 553,092 370,928 138,014 40,022 1,518 2,610 
100.00% 67.06% 24.95% 7.24% 0.27% 0 .47% 

.ict 8 552,398 364,571 157,926 15,650 6,714 7,537 
100.00% 66.00% 28.59% 2.83% 1.22% 1.36% 

District 9 551,654 488,567 56,391 1,358 4,277 1,062 
100.00% 88.56% 10.22% 0.25% 0. 78% 0.19% 

District 10 552,352 514,252 33,205 899 2,301 1,695 
100.00% 93.10% 6.01% 0.16% 0.42% 0.31% 

District 11 552,089 512,127 29,276 7,888 1,838 960 
100.00% 92.76% 5.30% 1. 4'3% 0.33% 0.17% 

District 12 553,077 373,442 168,859 1,921 6,802 2,053 
100.00% 67.52% 30.53% 0.35% 1.23% 0.37% 

Total 6,628,637 5,008,492 1,456,329 80,156 52,166 31,501 
100.00% 75.56% 21. 97% 1.21% 0.79% 0.48% 
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DB: NORTH CAROLINA District Summary Date: 5/12/98 
Voting Age Populations Time: 5:56 p.m. 

Plan: GOODWIN PROPOSAL #4 Page: 1 
CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 
District Total Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age 

Name Vot. Age White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI Other 
District 1 403,065 211,273 187,573 2,450 872 955 

100.00% 52.42% 46.54% 0.61% 0.22% 0.24% 

District 2 419,826 309,946 102,542 1,309 3,848 2,180 
100.00% 73. 83% 24.42% 0.31% 0.92% 0.52% 

District 3 417,769 330,971 76,672 1,657 4,012 4,457 
100.00% 79.22% 18.35% 0.40% 0.96% 1.07% 

District 4 429,934 310,748 108,837 1,220 7,672 1,451 
100.00% 72.28% 25.31% 0.28% 1. 78% 0.34% 

District 5 423,831 347,711 72,735 874 1,679 840 
100.00% 82.04% 17 .16% 0.21% 0.40% 0.20% 

District 6 426,075 356,760 63,857 1,691 2,662 1,106 
100.00% 83. 73% 14.99% 0.40% 0.62% 0.26% 

District 7 410,559 288,318 93,202 26,213 1,100 1,726 
100.00% 70 .23% 22.70% 6.38% 0.27% 0.42% 

ict 8 401,216 276,697 104,664 10,051 4,809 4,995 
100.00% 68.96% 26.09% 2.51% 1.20% 1.24% 

District 9 412,524 370,211 37,851 975 2,795 694 
100.00% 89.74% 9.18% 0.24% 0.68% 0 .17% 

District 10 426,532 399,908 23,376 671 1,393 1,184 
100.00% 93.76% 5.48% 0.16% 0.33% 0.28% 

District 11 430,111 402,639 20,455 5,159 1,257 601 
100.00% 93.61% 4.76% 1.2'0% 0.29% 0.14% 

District 12 421,045 297,381 116,112 1,398 4,725 1,430 
100.00% 70.63% 27.58% 0.33% 1.12% 0.34% 

Total 5,022,487 3,902,563 1,007,876 53,668 36,824 21,619 
100.00% 77.70% 20.07% 1.07% 0.73% 0.43% 
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DB: NORTH CAROLINA District Summary Date: 5/12/98 
Voting Age Populations Time: 5:56 p.m. 

Plan: GOODWIN PROPOSAL #4 Page: 1 
CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 
District Total Vet. Age Vet. Age Vet. Age Vet. Age Vet. Age 

Name Vet. Age White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI Other 
District 1 403,065 211,273 187,573 2,450 872 955 

100.00% 52.42% 46.54% 0.61% 0.22% 0.24% 

District 2 419,826 309,946 102,542 1,309 3,848 2,180 
100.00% 73.83% 24.42% 0.31% 0.92% 0.52% 

District 3 417,769 330,971 76,672 1,657 4,012 4,457 
100.00% 79.22% 18.35% 0.40% 0.96% 1.07% 

District 4 429,934 310,748 108,837 1,220 7,672 1,451 
100.00% 72.28% 25.31% 0.28% 1. 78% 0.34% 

District 5 423,831 347,711 72,735 874 1,679 840 
100.00% 82.04% 17 .16% 0.21% 0.40% 0.20% 

District 6 426,075 356,760 63,857 1,691 2,662 1,106 
100.00% 83.73% 14.99% 0.40% 0. 62% 0.26% 

District 7 410,559 288,318 93,202 26,213 1,100 1,726 
100.00% 70.23% 22.70% 6.38% 0 .27% 0.42% 

•· 8 401,216 276,697 104,664 10,051 4,809 4,995 ict 
100.00% 68.96% 26.09% 2.51% 1.20% 1.24% 

District 9 412,524 370,211 37,851 975 2,795 694 
100.00% 89.74% 9.18% 0.24% 0.68% 0.17% 

District 10 426,532 399,908 23,376 671 1,393 1,184 
100.00% 93.76% 5.48% 0.16% 0.33% 0.28% 

District 11 430,111 402,639 20,455 5,159 1,257 601 
100.00% 93.61% 4.76% 1.2-0% 0.29% 0.14% 

District 12 421,045 297,381 116,112 1,398 4,725 1,430 
100.00% 70.63% 27.58% 0 .33% 1.12% 0.34% 

Total 5,022,487 3,902,563 1,007,876 53,668 36,824 21,619 
100.00% 77.70% 20.07% 1.07% 0. 73% 0.43% 
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DB: NORTH CAROLINA District Summary Date: 5/13/98 

Elections Time: 11:48 a.m. 
Plan: GOODWIN PROPOSAL #4 Page: 1 

e: CONGRESSIONAL WITH 97 HOME SEATS 
District Senate Senate Lt. Gov Lt. Gov Court Court 

Name Gantt Helms Rand Gardner Lewis Smith 
District 1 84,590 74,188 97,349 60,092 101,516 44,207 

53.28% 46. 72% 61.83% 38.17% 69.66% 30.34% 

District 2 81,601 85,007 82,457 79,569 77,929 68,937 
48.98% 51.02% 50.89% 49 .11% 53.06% 46.94% 

District 3 53,362 75,119 62,499 70,906 65,828 57,263 
41. 53% 58.47% 46.85% 53.15% 53.48% 46.52% 

District 4 121,759 76,657 109,090 84,409 95,929 78,028 
61. 37% 38.63% 56.38% 43.62% 55.15% 44.85% 

District 5 71,545 100,605 86,377 98,425 78,967 91,156 
41. 56% 58.44% 46.74% 53.26% 46.42% 53.58% 

District 6 73,864 103,084 78,575 98,102 70,740 93,057 
41.74% 58.26% 44.47% 55.53% 43.19% 56.81% 

District 7 76,680 85,976 92,859 74,669 90,870 65,436 
47.14% 52.86% 55.43% 44.57% 58.14% 41. 86% 

rict 8 62,867 67,236 77,038 55,366 69,555 51,601 
48.32% 51.68% 58.18% 41. 82% 57.41% 42.59% 

District 9 71,001 103,853 70,671 105,515 61,937 98,787 
40.61% 59.39% 40 .11% 59.89% 38.54% 61. 46% 

District 10 69,554 116,403 80,574 116,537 76,311 112,880 
37.40% 62.60% 40.88% 59.12% 40.34% 59.66% 

District 11 86,212 101,511 94,396 105,889 91,924 96,040 
45.93% 54.07% 47.13% 52.87% 48.91% 51.09% 

District 12 97,906 70,724 83,270 76,178 71,575 71,059 
58.06% 41.94% 52.22% 47.78% 50.18% 49.82% 

Total 950,941 1,060,363 1,015,155 1,025,657 953,081 928,451 
47.28% 52.72% 49.74% 50.26% 50.65% 49.35% 
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REMARKS, REPRESENTATIVE LINWOOD E. MERCER (D, 8m) 
JOINT MEETING, HOUSE AND SENATE CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING 
COMMITTEES 

MAY 13, 1998 

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN OF THE HOUSE AND SENATE REDISTRICTING 
COMMITTEES: 

I Ml APPEARING BEFORE YOU TODAY, NOT IN MY ROLE AS A MEMBER 
OF THE STATE HOUSE, NOT IN MY ROLE AS A CONGRESSIONAL 
CANDIDATE IN THE FIRST CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT, BUT AS A 
CONCERNED CITIZEN AND AS AN OBSERVER OF THE REDISTRICTING 
PROCESS. 

IF YOU WILL RECALL SEVERAL YEARS AGO, BOTH THE HOUSE AND 
SENATE PASSED MY BILL WHICH PROHIBITED THE SPLITTING OF 
PRECINCTS IN BOTH FEDERAL AND STATE REDISTRICTING. 
AL THOUGH TIDS BILL WAS DECLARED UNCONSTITUTIONAL BY THE 
JUSTICE DEPT., THIS COMMITTEE WAS GUIDED BY THE CONCEPT OF 
NOT SPLITTING PRECINCTS, AND FOR THAT I WISH TO COMMEND YOU . 

NOW IT IS TIME TO APPLY THAT SAME PRACTICE TO THE SPLITTING 
OF COUNTIES, PARTICULARLY THOSE WITH POPULATIONS UNDER 
100,000 PEOPLE. THERE IS NO QUESTION IN MY MIND THAT IN THE 
MINDS OF THESE SMALLER COUNTY RESIDENTS, NOTHING HAS 
DISCOURAGED THEIR PARTICIPATION AS MUCH AS THE DIVIDING OF 
THEIR COUNTIES. THEY FEEL THAT WHEN A PORTION OF THEIR 
COUNTY IS IN ONE CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT, AND A PORTION IN 
ANOTHER, THEIR INFLUENCE IS GREATLY DIMINISHED, AND THEY 
TRULY DO NOT KNOW WHERE TO TURN FOR ASSISTANCE AT THE 
FEDERAL LEVEL. LIKE PRECINCTS, COUNTIES KEPT WHOLE HA VE A 
GREAT COMMONALITY IN INTERESTS, RANGING FROM COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS TO SHERIFFS TO REGISTERS OF DEEDS AND CLERKS 
OF COURT, A COMMON TAX BASE, AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS 
RELATING TO SCHOOLS AND INFRASTRUCTURE. TIDS IS BUT A SHORT 
LISTING OF THE MANY THINGS THEY HA VE IN COMMON, NOT TO 
MENTION THE SENSE OF COMMUNITY OF WHICH THEY ARE DEPRIVED. 
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WITH THE LAST REDISTRICTING, WE LEARNED THAT VARIANCES 
FROM DISTRICT TO DISTRICT ARE APPROV ABLE. PRIOR TO THAT WE 
HAD DEALT WITH A STRICT INTERPRETATION OF "ONE MAN, ONE 
VOTE", AND HAD BALANCED THE DISTRICTS TO THE PERSON, EVEN 
THOUGH EVERYONE KNEW THAT THE CENSUS DAT A WAS FLA WED 
AND THE POPULATION CONTINUED TO CHANGE. UNDER TIDS STRICT 
INTERPRETATION, NEIGHBORHOODS WERE DIVIDED, PRECINCTS 
WERE SPLIT, AND AS A CONSEQUENCE, THE PEOPLE WERE CONFUSED 
AND ALIENATED FROM THE PROCESS. NOW TIDS COMMITTEE HAS 
THE OPPORTUNITY TO CORRECT THESE PAST MIST AKES, BY KEEPING 
OUR COUNTIES TOGETHER. 

FOR THE LAST REDISTRICTING, I HAD DRAWN TWO WHOLE-COUNTY 
CONGRESSIONAL PLANS, WHICH I AM SUBMITTING FOR YOUR 
CONSIDERATION. THEY ARE LISTED AS 1996 WHOLE COUNTY 
CONGRESSIONAL PLANS #2 AND #3. THEY ARE PRESENTED TO YOU, 
NOT NECESSARILY FOR YOUR ADOPTION, BUT RATHER AS EVIDENCE 
THAT ----WITH MINOR VARIANCES----COUNTIES, ESPECIALLY 
COUNTIES UNDER 100,000 IN POPULATION, CAN BE KEPT WHOLE IN 
REDISTRICTING . 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR CONSIDERATION, AND FOR YOUR WORK ON 
THIS PROJECT. 
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DB: NORTH CAROLINA 

Conaressional 
District 

!:Jame 
District 1 
District 2 
District 3 
District 4 
District 5 
District 6 
District 7 
District 8 
District 9 
District 10 
District 11 
District 12 
Total 

PLANWIDE STATISTICS: 
Range of populations: 
Ratio range: 

Absolute range: 
Absolute overall :::-ange: 

tive ra·nge: 
tive overall range: 

w/ 

Absolute mean deviation: 
Relative mean deviation: 

Standard deviation: 

District Statistics 

Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CGNG ?LAN 2 
5/96 homeseats 

Number Total Ideal 
Members Pooulation Pooulation 

1 555,958 
1 553,861 
1 555,570 
1 555,990 
1 541,517 
1 536,325 
1 553,934 
1 555,124 
1 - ,.. ~ .... - ") 

:>:>.!. I I~~ 

l 553, 3'72 
332, )39 

1 :::: 1 1 ~ 1 -
........ _, '":t"-% '.) 

12 5,523,537 

535,325 :o 5-55, 124 
2.. 0537 

-15,051 :o 12,'733 
23,799 

-2.91 to 2.Jl'l; 
5. 21% 

5345.08 
1.15% 

8134.4973 

552,385 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,385 
552,336 -- "") ....... ,. :>::, L.,, ..:, .j-:> 

552,335 
552,335 
552,:335 

6,523, -532 

Dist:::-ict % 
Variance 

3,572 
1,475 
4,184 
3,604 

-10,769 
-16,061 

1,548 
12,738 
9,365 
1,585 

-297 
-10,941 

0 

Date : 6 / 2 1 / 9 6 
Time: 11:19 a.m. 

Page: 1 

District 
Variance 

0.65% 
0 .27% 
0.76% 
0.65% 

-1. 95% 
-2.91% 

0.28% 
2. 31% 
1.70% 
0. 29% 

-0.05% 
-1.98% 

0.00% 



DJ?: NORTH CAROLIN"A_· District Summary Date: 6/21/96 
Tutal Populations, All Ages Time: 11: 19 a .rn. 

Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 2 Page: 1 
Conaressional w/ 5/96 homes eats 
District Total Total Total Total Total Total 

Name ~ ;>[;'1 it e Black • :'.l.rn. Ind . Asian/PI Other ---
District 1 555,958 309,794 239,769 3,407 1,644 1,345 

100.00% 55.72% 43 .13 % 0. 61% 0.30% 0.24% 

District 2 553,861 382,901 162,080 2,945 2,040 3,895 
100. 00% 69. 13 % 29.26% 0.53% 0.37% 0.70% 

District 3 556,570 432,250 111,176 2,453 4,979 5,712 
100.00% 77.66% 19.93% 0. 44% 0.89% 1.03% 

District 4 555,990 429,305 111,301 1,560 10,607 2,723 
100.00% 77. 21% 20.11% 0.28% 1. 91% 0.49% 

District 5 541,617 453,511 73,245 934 2,162 1,765 
100.00'.s 34.66% 14.45:1; 0.17% 0.40; 0.33% 

District 6 536,325 412,363 114,905 2,491 4,334 1,681 
1•)0.00% -;-5.? 8% 2:... 42% 0. 46% 0.32% 0. 31% 

District 7 553,934 3:2,692 17-1,391 52,483 5,451 7,417 
100.00% ':5.45% 31. 57 'l; 9. 47% 1.16% 1.34% 

565,124 432,932 77,208 1,612 2,158 1,214 
100.00% 85.46% 13.66% 0.29% 0.38% 0 .21% 

District 9 561,752 410,361 138,576 2,056 8,633 2,127 
100.00% 73.05% 24.67% 0 .37% 1. 54% 0.38% 

District 10 553,972 433,577 60,345 -1, 023 3,036 940 
100.00% ·ss.20% 10.89% 0.18% 0.56% 0.17% 

District 11 552,089 512,127 29,275 7,883 1,838 960 

100.00% ?2.75% 5.30% l. 43 % 0. 33% 0.17% 

District 12 541,445 375,179 153,055 1,304 4,184 1,722 

l00.00% 5?.48% 29.19% 0. 24% 0. 77% 0.32% 

Total 6,523,637 5,003,492 1,455,329 30,156 52,166 31,501 

:i.00.00% 75.56% 21.97% 1.21% 0.79% 0.48% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA· District Summary Date: 6/21/96 . 
Voting Ar;;e Populations Time: 11 :20 a .rn. 

Plan: 1996 WHOL~ COlJNTY CONG PL.;N 2 Page: 1 
oe: Concressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 

District Total Vot. .:!>.r;;e Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age 
Name Vot. Acre 1[h.i te Black -~11- Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

District 1 410,815 243,674 162,671 2,397 1,177 932 
100.00% 59.31% 39.50% 0.58% 0.29% 0.23% 

District 2 410,943 294,867 109,965 2,021 1,462 2,627 
100.00% 71. 7 5% 26.76% 0.49% 0.36% 0.64% 

District 3 422,263 335,438 77,168 1,864 3,571 4,222 
100.00% ,9.44% 18. 27% 0.44% 0.85% 1.00% 

District 4 431,742 339,lll 81,686 1,247 7,787 l, 911 
100.00% i3. 54% 18.92% 0.29% 1.80% 0.44% 

District 5 419, ,99 360,574 55,769 692 1,582 1,182 
100.00% 35.39% 13.23% 0.16% 0.38% 0.28% 

District 6 413,534 325,462 82,135 1,811 2,980 1,147 
100.00% :3.70% l9.36s 0.44% 0.72% 0.28% 

District 7 396,257 23-5,729 115,26.? 34,054 4,691 4,904 
100.00% 39.:4% 29.24s 3.60% 1.18% 1.24% 

426,565 3i0,694 52,515 1,139 1,420 797 
100.00% 36.90% 12. 31% 0 .27% 0.33% 0.19% 

District 9 425, 789 32l,,54 95, 13.Ja 1,485 5,892 1,477 
100.00% 75. 57% 22.35% 0.35% 1. 38% 0.35% 

District 10 419,788 375,653 40,845 7 62 1,875 653 
100.00% -39.49% 9.73% 0.18% 0.45% 0.16% 

District 11 430,111 402,539 20,455 5,159 · 1,257 601 
100.00% ?3. 61% 4.76% 1. 20% 0.29% 0.14% 

District 12 4:4, 881 295,968 113,61.Ja 1,027 3,130 1,166 
100.00% :l.34% 27.33% 0.25% 0.75% 0.28% 

Total 5,022,487 3,902,553 1,00,,376 53,668 36,824 21,619 
100.00% 77.70% 20.07% 1.07% 0.73% 0.43% 

• 
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D_B: NORTH CAROLINA. District Summary Date: 6/21/96 
Regist:::-ation Time=!: 11 :20 a.m. 

Plan: 1996 WHOLE: COUNTY CONG ?L.;..~ 2 Page: 1 
De: Conaressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 

District Total ¼'hite Blac,< Other Dem. Repub. 
Name Rea. ~ ~ Rea. Rea. ~ 

District 1 276,365 169,247 105,5:::5 1,563 229,544 40,146 
100.00% 61.24% 38.ln 0.57% 83.06% 14.53% 

District 2 248,941 186,015 62,065 861 185,056 58,352 
100.00% 74.72% 24.93% 0.35% 74.34% 23.44% 

District 3 233,305 191,777 40,880 648 153,854 67,559 
100.00% 32.20% 17 .52% 0.28% 65.95% 28.96% 

District 4 307,312 252,114 53, 457 2,241 193,048 89,107 
100.00% 31.91% 17.3~~ 0.73% 62.72% 28.95% 

District 5 302,462 266,786 35,22'7 447 157,084 125,816 
100.00% 33.20% 11.55% 0.15% 51. 94% 41.60% 

District 6 295,372 234,691 61,329 352 166,586 110,304 
l00.00% 79.05% 2 D. 5 5 r; 0 .29% 56 .11% 37.16% 

District 7 -,,~ .~--
.:::,._.':)I ::1':l':> 

1""',... "')- ... .... _;; -::, , .:.. :> ':) --o -i ... -
0..., I'.,.:, ::i 21,675 133,822 34,931 

1:)0.00,; 50.03% 30.-LZJ; 9.55% 30.99% 15.39% 

D-ct 8 278,560 245,074 33,052 427 154,837 108,499 
100.00% 37.98% 11.37% o .. 15% 55.58% 38.95% 

District 9 308,745 243,653 63,766 1,321 170,442 115,246 
100.00% 78. 92% 20.55% 0.43% 55.20% 37.33% 

District 10 269,455 243,274 25,339 342 144,593 107,918 
100.00% .90.28% 9.59% 0 .13% 53.66% 40.05% 

District 11 319,610 304,158 13,103 2,344 188,349 111,979 
100.00% 95.17% 4.: >l; 0.73% 53.93% 35.04% 

District 12 230,790 2;)4,728 - , - :::-
I ..JI.:....,, 2, 77~ 202,196 61,962 

100.00% '72.91% 2 6.: ~ l; 0. 99% 72.01% 22.07% 

Total 3,349,833 2,577,778 636,61) 35,496 2,129,411 1,031,819 
100.00% 79.94% 19. o,:% 1.06% 63. 57% 30.80% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 

District 1 

District 2 

District 3 

District 4 

District 5 

District 6 

District 7 

District 9 

District 10 

District 11 

District 12 

Total 

District Swnmary 
Elections 

Plan: 1996 ¼'HOLE COUNTY CONG PLA.:'1 2 
w/ 5/96 horneseats 

Senate 
Ga:1tt 

81,976 
50.47% 

60,227 
39.88% 

64,193 
46.15% 

53.55% 

,7, 533 
42.02%-

3•J,75l 
46. 93% 

57,296 
54.30% 

64,025 
37. 43% 

Ser.ate 

30,459 
49.53% 

90,778 
50.12% 

74,895 
53.35% 

;:,343 
-! : . ~ 5% 

107,125 
57.98% 

;:' - ' .:. :, 0 
53.J2% 

55,236 
45.>H 

lJ,,016 
52.57% 

107,313 33,214 
55.32% .D.68% 

51,864 .?9,382 
33.37% 5:..53% 

85,212 lOl, 511 
45.93% 54.•)7% 

33, 33-4 3:, 7•J4 
43.37'.l; =-:.:.3% 

950,941 1,050,353 
47.23% 52.72% 

Lt. Gov 
Rar.d 

95,353 
58. 54% 

75,163 
49.05% 

72,302 
49.4C% 

101,3::.. 
52.95% 

87,579 
4-4. 77% 

81, 2'74 
66. 43'.l; 

77,443 
43.13% 

83,705 
47.43% 

71,337 
41.83% 

94,3;5 
4 7. :.3 % 

92, 5 "_,5 

53.30% 

1,015,155 
49. 7 4% 

Lt. Gov 
Ga:::-dner 

67,536 
41.46% 

78,044 
50. 94% 

74,057 
50.60% 

='a, ou 
47.05% 

108,145 
55.23% 

40,987 
33.52% 

102,130 
56.87% 

92,770 
52.57% 

99,020 
53.12% 

105,389 
52.87% 

79,447 
45.20% 

:., ns, 657 
50.26% 

Date: 6/21/96 
Time: 11:20 a.m. 

Court 
Lewis 
102,487 

66.90% 

77,615 
54.83% 

69,413 
51.91% 

87,529 
50.71% 

81,289 
4-L 49% 

'72,209 
45.25% 

77,585 
68.10% 

70,815 
42.05% 

65,454 
42.84% 

68,993 
42.45% 

91,924 
48.91% 

87,768 
57.53% 

953,081 
50.65% 

Page: 1 

Court 
Smith 

50,706 
33.10% 

63,941 
45 .17% 

64,309 
48.09% 

85,088 
49.29% 

101,418 
55. 51% 

87,324 
54. 74% 

36,347 
31.90% 

97,598 
57.95% 

87,331 
57.16% 

93,553 
57.55% 

96,040 
51.09% 

64,796 
42.47% 

928,451 
49.35% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District Date: 7/23/96 
Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN Total Populations, All Ages Time: 6:47 p .rn. 

Page: 1 
w/ 5/96 homes eats 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit f2£.:.. ,,n--.i te Black -~'11. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

District 1 
Beaufort County 42,283 28,949 13,194 28 48 64 
Bertie County 20,388 7,790 12, 531 46 14 7 
Chowan County 13,506 3,349 5,087 24 29 17 
Edgecombe County 56,558 24,665 31,661 73 68 91 
Franklin County 36,414 23,288 12, 843 74 63 146 
Gates County 9,305 5,101 4,130 8 13 3 
Greene County 15,384 3,748 r :: ') 1 0, _,).:,., ... Hi 6 94 
Halifax County .... - ,.. 1 ,.. 

:>:>, :,_:> 26,G09 27,536 l, 711 145 65 
Hertford County 22,523 ::i ? 1 ., .., , ....... ~ 12,97:') 228 94 17 
Lenoir County 57,274 34,322 22,539 70 151 192 
Martin County 25,078 13,738 11,136 20 40 44 
Northampton County 20,798 3,397 12,323 42 11 20 
Pasquotank County 31,298 19,403 11,533 59 184 69 
Perquimans County 10,447 6,979 3,426 13 20 4 
Pitt County l07, 924 ;:),643 35, 92l 214 709 437 
Warren County l7,265 5, 5?3 ? , 34; "1 r-, 

'0.) 14 48 
Washington County 13,997 -:,556 6, 3 6-5 13 35 27 
Total District 1 555,958 2G9,~94 239,75? 3,407 1,644 1,345 

Dis rict 2 
Bladen County 28,663 16,926 11,199 464 30 44 
Duplin County 39,995 25,927 13,259 104 47 658 
Harnett County 67,822 51,117 15,315 601 299 490 
Johnston County 81,306 65,773 14,339 17 8 159 807 
Lee County 41,374 3l,216 9,401 1ra o~ 191 397 
Nash County 76,677 51,374 24,142 218 223 220 
Sampson County 47,297 30,273 15, 636 87 6 75 387 
Wayne County 104,666 6?,172 33,793 )r-

-0::> 339 597 
Wilson County 66,061 40, 623 24,896 70 177 295 
Total District 2 55..i, 361 332,901 162,03•) 2,945 2,040 3,895 

District 3 
Brunswick County 50,985 41,336 9,211 242 81 115 
Camden County 5,904 4,388 1 ;1 ,.. "' 

- , .. ..:0.:. 21 9 5 
Carteret County 52,556 47,445 4,385 269 293 164 
Craven County 81,613 58,660 21,116 319 765 753 
Currituck County 13,736 12,051 1, 5,,;5 66 51 23 
Dare County 22,746 21,766 811 37 79 53 
Hyde County 5,411 3,596 1,781 4 3 27 
Jones County 9,414 5,687 · 3,677 8 19 23 
New Hanover County 120,284 94,895 24,097 435 616 241 
0 County 149,838 111,939 29,808 939 2,994 4,158 

o County 11,372 8,362 2,951 33 20 6 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District 
Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN Total Populations, All Ages 

ressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 

ensus Total Total Total 

Unit .E2P..:.. w'hite Black 

Pender County 28,855 19,323 8,770 

Tyrrell County 3,856 2,297 1,543 

Total District 3 556,570 432,250 111,176 

Distri--t 4 
Chatham County 38,759 29,423 8,845 

Orange County 93,851 7 5, 371 14,893 

Wake County 423,330 324, 1)11 23,053 

Total District 4 555,990 429,305 111,801 

District 5 
Alexander County 27,544 25,;,57 1,573 

Alleghany County 9, 590 :? , 2 3 3 ..;. I' 

Ashe County 22,209 2l,950 14J 

Davie County 27,859 'j- .. ~ ' 
~ '.), .!. - '"t: 2,432 

Forsyth County 265,878 :95, 913 66,102 

County 61,704 53,333 2,780 

County 36,952 35,930 763 

County 59,393 55,237 2,824 

n County 30,488 28,384 1,295 

Total District 5 541,617 453,511 78,245 

District 6 
Guilford County 347,420 249,534 91,655 

Montgomery County 23,346 J..6,773 6,001 

Moore County 59,013 ~7,~-54 10,832 

Randolph County 106,546 99, 042 6,367 

Total District 6 536,325 ~ ~ ? --. :=.., 114,905 "1:- .... , 0 . .,/.J 

District 7 
Anson County 23,474 l2,254 11,106 

Columbus County 49,587 32,397 15,181 

Cumberland County 274,566 170,069 87,496 

Hoke County 22,856 9,635 9,878 

Richmond County 44,518 30,816 12,869 

Robeson County 105,179 37,986 26,185 

Scotland County 33,754 19,025 12,176 

Total District 7 553,934 312,.692 · 174,891 

Total 
A:n. Ind. 

76 
4 

2,453 

125 
286 

1, 149 
1,560 

52 
3 

21 
86 

551 
66 
59 
69 
22 

934 

1,637 
92 

309 
453 

2,491 

69 
1,370 
4,425 
3,176 

502 
40,511 

2,430 
52,483 

Date: 7/23/96 
Time: 6:47 p.m. 

Page: 2 

Total Total 
Asian/PI Other 

44 137 
5 7 

4,979 5,712 

69 297 
2,361 440 
8,177 1,986 

10,607 2,723 

49 103 
5 62 

31 53 
53 44 

1,662 645 
84 391 

152 43 
100 163 

26 261 
2,162 1,765 

3,726 817 
150 330 
150 208 
358 326 

4,384 1,681 

27 8 

53 86 
5,769 6,807 

85 82 
195 136 
239 258 

83 40 
6,451 7,417 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District 
Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN Total Populations, All Ages 

e: Conaressional w/ 5/96 homes eats 
Census Total Total Total 

Unit ~ w'hi ':e Black 
District 8 
Cabarrus County 98,935 85,286 12,853 
Davidson County 126,677 113,296 12,314 
Iredell County 92,931 77,207 14,869 
Rowan County 110,605 91,851 17,773 
Stanly County 51,765 45,269 5,972 
Union County 84,211 70,023 13,427 
Total District 8 :i65, 124 432,932 77,203 

District 9 
Lincoln County 50,319 45,710 4,103 
Mecklenburg County 511,433 364,551 134,463 
Total District 9 551,752 410,361 138,5'i6 

District 10 
Avery County 14,867 :4, :i96 1 - ~ -:>O 

Burke County 75,744 59,521 5,173 
C 11 County 70,709 56,506 3,881 
C County 118,412 106,370 10,689 

and County 84,714 66,362 17,741 
Gaston County 175,093 150,868 22,675 
Mitchell County 14,433 14,354 23 
Total District 10 553,972 488,577 60,346 

District 11 
Buncombe County 174,321 :53,?79 14, 3 3 6 
Cherokee County 20,170 :.?, 313 .., -' .:, ~ ..i. 

Clay County 7,155 -: t ,j 51 I' .. _ 
Graham County 7,196 6,131 
Haywood County 46,942 {6. 011 643 
Henderson County 69,285 65,158 2,361 
Jackson County 26,346 23,609 425 
McDowell County 35,681 33,901 1,479 
Macon County 23, 4:J9 22,919 385 
Madison County 16,953 16,744 136 
Polk County 14,416 13,276 1,053 
Rutherford County 56,918 50 / 133 6,514 
Swain County 11,268 7,950 196 
Transylvania County 25,520 24,121 1,189 
Yancey County 15,419 15,221 151 
Total District 11 552,089 512,127 29,276 

Total 
.~"TI. Ind. 

313 
395 
193 
262 
155 
294 

1,612 

120 
1,936 
2,056 

23 
133 
105 
232 
114 
397 

19 
1,023 

486 
405 

39 
454 
180 
197 

2, 667 
72 
76 
19 
17 
95 

3,075 
79 
27 

7,888 

Date: 7 /23/96 
Time: 6:47 p.m. 

Page: 3 

Total Total 
Asian/PI ~ 

375 108 
477 195 
356 306 
444 275 
249 120 
257 210 

2,158 1,214 

172 210 
8,461 1,917 
8,633 2,127 

23 67 
794 118 
111 106 
83 0 291 
394 103 
915 237 

19 18 
3,086 940 

765 255 
42 49 

7 7 
6 4 

67 36 
286 283 
109 36 
200 29 

60 59 
32 22 
25 45 
98 7?-
31 16 
99 32 
11 9 

1,838 960 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District 
Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN Total Populations, All Ages 

e: Conaressional w/ 5/96 home seats 
Census Total Tor.al Tot:al 

Unit E2£.:._ \•lr.i ::e Black 
District 12 
Alamance County 108,213 86,373 20,822 
Caswell County 20,693 J..2, l55 8,436 
Durham County 181,835 109,886 67,654 
Granville County 38,345 23,069 14,909 
Person County 30,180 20,740 9,106 
Rockingham County 36,064 57,393 17,548 
Stokes Count:y 37, 223 3~,917 2 t (,69 
Vance County 38,392 ""'Ji .. ,4,. 

~-- r ... -t':> l 7,512 
Total District 12 5 1 i .◄ .1 ~ 

"'"j; .... I ':t":l_, 
-. - ~ ...... "" 
.:,; '':)t .- I;! .:.ss, •: ~ 6 

Total 
.~ll. Ind. 

303 
26 

425 
99 

181 
149 

52 
59 

1,304 

Date : 7 / 2 3 / 96 
Time: 6:47 p.m. 

Page: 4 

Tot:al Total 
.~sian/PI Other 

487 228 
20 56 

3,233 637 
100 168 

15 138 
190 284 

79 106 
60 105 

4, 184 1,722 



Dfil: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District 
Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 2 Voting Age Populations 

w/ 5/96 homeseats 
Census Total Vot. ,;ge Vot. Age 

Unit Vot. Aae \\'hi te Black 
District 8 
Cabarrus County 75,038 65,610 3,363 
Davidson County 9 6, 3 57 87,041 8, 611 
Iredell County 70,496 59,915 10,006 
Rowan County 84,409 71,303 12,431 
Stanly County 39,064 34,784 3,976 
Union County 61,201 52,041 8,623 
Total District 8 426,565 370,694 52,5:.5 

District 9 
Lincoln County 37,309 34,795 2, -597 
Mecklenburg County 387,980 236,959 92, -i37 
Total District 9 425,739 32:.,754 9 5, :_34 

District 10 
Avery County 11,529 ~:,JOO - J , 

Burke County 57,937 33, 688 3 - '' I':;~~ 

Ca 11 County 54,022 51,087 2,695 
C County 90,127 82,057 7, l '77 

and County 63,939 51,479 12,041 
Gaston County 130,910 ll-!,780 15,C02 

Mitchell County 11,324 11,262 2 ') 
Total District 10 419,788 375,653 40, 3-! :i 

District 11 
Buncombe County 135,386 :24,333 :.o, :; :2 6 

Cherokee County 15,599 l4,950 2--: ·: 
Clay County 5,540 5, :!65 

Graham County - , q q 
:,, "':t ...... :: , 212 

Haywood County 37, 196 3-5, 508 ''.)" 
": _, .... 

Henderson County 54,703 ::2, 629 :: :,-
.!. , ..,,...1. 

Jackson County 21,434 19,215 -:- ...... 1 
J ' ... 

McDowell County 27,153 25,877 l,G33 
Macon County 18,834 13,414 232 
Madison County 13,256 13,079 :.21 
Polk County 11,623 10,828 744 
Rutherford County 43,037 38,457 4,392 
Swain County 8,413 6,336 138 
Transylvania Coun.:y 19,948 18,993 800 
Yancey County 11,985 11,·337 119 
Total District 11 430,111 402,639 20,455 

Vot. Age 
-~'Tl. Ind. 

213 
287 
146 
188 

93 
212 

1, 139 

77 
1,408 
1,485 

16 
95 
80 

173 
91 

290 
17 

7 62 

', -J ... o 

320 
3--i 

27 3 
138 
127 

1,726 
52 
61 
17 
16 
67 

1,907 
53 
17 

5,159 

Date : 7 / 2 3 / 9 6 
Time,: 6:53 p.m. 

Page: 3 

Vot. Age Vot. Age 
Asian/PI Other 

267 85 
292 126 
234 195 
314 173 
147 64 
166 154 

1,420 797 

108 134 
5,784 1,343 
5,892 1,477 

17 59 
382 79 

82 78 
521 199 
256 72 
604 154 

13 12 
1,875 653 

530 146 
33 26 

4 5 
5 3 

50 19 
183 182 

86 32 
118 18 

38 39 
22 17 
15 20 
69 52 
20 12 
76 26 

8 4 
1,257 601 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District Date: 7/23/96 

Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 2 Voting Age Populations Time: 6:53 P .rn. 
Page: 4 

oe: Conaressional w/ 5/96 homes eats 

Census Total \iot. _;ge Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age 

Unit Vot. Aae ~~r:1 it a Black . ;.'11. Ind . Asian/PI Other 

District 12 
Alamance County 84,538 58,636 15, 19C 239 325 148 

Caswell County 15,774 9,377 6,325 19 19 34 

Durham County 140,425 88,355 48,788 316 2,498 468 

Granville County 29,108 17,891 10,945 82 64 125 

Person County 22,761 16,034 6,477 149 ] 2 89 

Rockingham County 65,632 52,694 12,520 114 121 183 

Stokes County 28,146 26,435 1, 52-1 35 47 55 

Vance Cou:ity 23,,197 .. ,,.. 1 q ,- 11,343 73 44 64 - :, , "'t. - ':> 

Total District 12 4:4,881 --,-- ~~3 113, 5 ::_4 1,027 3, 130 1,166 .:.,. ::: : , :: ":I 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District Date: 7/23/96 
Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 2 Registration Time: 6:51 p.m. 

Page: 1 
e: Conaressional w/ 5/96 homes eats 

Census Total ~1rni te Black Other Dem. Repub. 
Unit: ~ Rea. ~ ~ea. Rea. ~ 

District 1 
Beaufort County 20,307 15,668 4,625 14 15,131 4,594 
Bertie County 10,821 4,791 6,029 1 10,079 640 
Chowan County 6,708 4,608 2,083 17 5,399 1,099 
Edgecombe County 29,404 l-l,612 14,775 17 25,350 3,521 
Franklin County 17,681 11,362 5,804 15 13,938 3,322 
Gates County 5, 107 2,796 2,309 2 4,763 277 
Greene County 7, 572 4,344 2,726 2 6,864 619 
Halifax County 25,898 : -.l, l 37 10,99l 720 23,162 2,279 
Hertford County l 3, -.l 91 5.?33 7,479 74 12,131 1,206 
Lenoir County 26,428 l 3, J 64 7,930 34 21,061 5,027 
Martin County 11,774 ,,732 4,030 12 10,166 1,414 
Northampton County 12,533 5,341 6,73l 11 12, 161 388 
Pasquotank County 13,571 3, 624 4,886 rl :,_ 1 0,605 2,387 
Perquimans Cour.ty 5,297 3,520 1,771 6 4,518 662 
Pitt County 51,932 .:, ")")? 

( ,:,,, .:... __. ~4,53-! , -, r 
.!. I 'O 37,755 11, 603 

Warren County :0,307 -! . 23 0 - .- ,... .... :, , -:, u / 390 9,779 434 
Washington County 7,484 -.l, 3 03 3,155 11 6,672 674 
Total District 1 2,5, 355 :59,247 105,555 l, 563 229,544 40,146 

Dis 
Bladen County 15,078 9,552 5,407 109 13,400 1,400 
Duplin County 19,815 13,785 6,024 6 16,226 3,428 
Harnett County 25,445 20,756 4,670 19 19,217 5,816 
Johnston County 37,919 32,025 5,825 69 27,302 9,480 
Lee County 13,467 l 5,376 3,055 36 13,908 3,972 
Nash County 36,526 27,353 8,577 95 25,759 9,792 
Sampson County 25,445 li,442 7,614 389 15,786 9,217 

__ ,kiayne County 38,429 27,530 10,739 104 28,675 8,868 
-!>Wilson County 31,817 21,680 10,104 33 24,783 6,379 
'·Total District 2 243,941 ::.35, ,)::.S 52,065 361 135,056 58,352 

District 3 
Brunswick County 27,743 23,149 4,541 53 16,820 9,802 
Camden County 3,343 2,521 824 3 3,026 268 
Carteret County 26,289 24,796 1,493 0 14,966 9,455 
Craven County 33,565 25,235 8,280 50 22,359 9,049 
Currituck County 6,374 5,614 7-17 13 c:; , 104 940 
Dare County 12,107 11,758 322 27 7,441 3,597 
Hyde County 3,226 2 ,_266 959 1 2,959 221 
Jones County 5,162 3,116 2,041 5 4,676 440 
New Hanover County 60,517 50,401 9,942 17 4 36,297 21,342 
0 County 31,646 26,517 4,827 302 21,976 8,058 
p County 6,516 4,745 1,764 7 5,276 1,004 



DE: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District 
Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PL.AN 2 Regist~ation . 

e: Conaressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 
Census Total w"hite Black 

Unit Rea. ~ ~ 
Pender County 14, 67 2 10,213 4,448 
Tyrrell County 2,140 1,446 692 
Total District 3 233,305 191,"i77 40,880 

Distri.;t 4 
Chatham County 22,265 17,211 5,015 
Orange County 55,950 -13, 992 7,341 
Wake County 223,597 1. 35, 9:.:. 41,095 
Total District 4 3)7, 312 252, l :-l 53,457 

.District 5 
Alexander County l /, .?.?7 :. 7, 'J sa ?C·O 

Alleghany County 5,120 5, D 3 5 34 
Ashe County :4, '724 l~, 55~ --:, 

' .. 
Davie County 14,942 l3, 7 94 1,134 
Forsyth County 143,445 ll3, 536 29,452 
Surry County 30,033 23,650 1,402 
w County 24,517 24,118 369 

County 35,284 33,891 1,387 
n County 15,349 14,919 425 

Total District 5 302,462 265,736 35,227 

District 6 
Guilford County 201,800 :50,272 50,375 
Montgomery County 12,350 9,243 3,032 
Moore County 32,290 ')....., - ......... 4,517 - .,_. j / :;-c:, 

Randolph County 50,432 --i"7,536 2,755 
· Total District 6 29-5,372 22~,;~1 51,329 

District 7 
Anson County 11,302 5,754 4,540 
Columbus County 23,584 19,471 8,464 
Cumberland County 87, 657 58,133 27,909 

-Hoke County 8,554 4,427 3,423 
.l;, • 

,.Richmond County 21,349 15,362 5,914 
Robeson County 53,835 21,597 14,019 
Scotland County 15,685 10,512 4,766 

Total District 7 226,966 136,256 69,035 

Other 
Reg. 

11 
2 

648 

39 
611 

1,591 
2,241 

39 
() 

15 
14 

303 
31 
30 

4 
5 

447 

.653 
20 
33 
91 

352 

8 
549 

1,615 
704 

73 
18,219 

407 
21,675 

Da t e : 7 / 2 3 / 9 6 
Time: 6:51 p.m. 

Dem. 
Rea. 

10,979 
1,975 

153,854 

15,811 
39,348 

137,889 
193,048 

8,384 
4, 420 
7,473 
5,731 

32,673 
18,2l8 
11, 094 
13,469 

5,617 
157,084 

122,426 
8,692 

15,257 
20,211 

155,586 

10,130 
24,725 
62,163 
7,500 

18,217 
48,901 
12,136 

183,822 

Page: 2 

Repub. 

~ 
3,233 

150 
67,559 

5,375 
12,261 
71,471 
89,107 

8,321 
1,503 
6,613 
8,545 

49,984 
10,694 
10,746 
20,191 

9,219 
125,816 

65,330 
3,190 

14,519 
27,265 

110,304 

965 
3,470 

20,429 
897 

2,774 
4,142 
2,254 

34,931 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District Date: 7/23/96 
Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 2 Voting Age Populations Time: 6:53 p.m. 

Page: 1 
e: Conaressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 

Census Total Vot. .t.ge Vot. .?...ge Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age 
Unit Vot . . ?...ae white Black '"' .'"'\,;I,, Ind. Asian/PI Other 

District 1 
Beaufort County 31,328 22,442 8,786 25 36 39 
Bertie County 14,547 6,154 8,351 30 11 1 
Chowan County 9,970 6,481 3,438 18 23 10 
Edgecombe County 40,539 19,245 21,123 56 44 71 
Franklin County 27,577 18,279 9,097 50 47 104 
Gates County 6,932 3,934 2,981 8 7 2 
Greene County 11,391 6,851 4,502 10 5 59 
Halifax County 40,191 :::o, 511 13,392 l, 151 96 41 
Hertford County 16, 416 7,339 3,779 158 77 13 
Lenoir County 42,389 26,900 1 =:. 1 C .1 - I_.., "S 58 105 132 
Martin County 18,384 1'), 714 7,583 16 33 38 
Northampton County 15,595 6,842 8,695 38 7 13 
Pasquotank County 22,829 ::.4, 542 3,082 I " ... 0 119 40 
Perquimans County 7,375 5,483 2,353 16 15 3 
Pitt County 31,820 5 6, 67 0 2 .1 1 .1 I , -- 520 319 -i:, ... -i:""1 -'-':> I 

Warren County :.2 I 915 :: , 37 2 5, 9 ~? 542 9 34 
Washington County 10,116 5,365 4,201 8 23 13 
Total District 1 410,315 2~3,574 162,6:l 2,397 1,177 932 

Bladen County 21,057 13,067 7,524 314 21 31 
Duplin County 29,441 19,826 9,031 66 35 483 
Harnett County 50,536 39,212 10,370 403 215 336 
Johnston County 61,203 50,624 9,805 131 122 521 
Lee County 30,618 23,908 6 1 '.)::, 

' - - 109 139 263 
Nash County 57,107 40,159 1 ,.. ,A .,. ... o, "'1'"% ':) 164 162 176 
Sampson County 34,852 23,274 10,695 583 53 247 
Wayne County 77, 296 53,020 23,099 208 584 385 
Wilson County 43,833 31,777 16,696 43 131 185 
Total District 2 410,943 29~,367 109,953 2,021 1,462 2,627 

District 3 
Brunswick County 38,960 32,438 6, 2H 174 62 76 
Camden County 4,469 3,354 1,088 14 9 4 
Carteret Co'1nty 40,749 37,305 2,916 204 225 99 
Craven County 59,570 44, 115 14,142 224 578 511 
Currituck County 10,242 9,026 1,117 47 39 13 
Dare County 17,657 16,9:5 574 32 53 42 
Hyde County 4,052 2,768 1,268 0 3 13 
Jones County 6,911 4,300 . 2,574 7 15 15 
New Hanover County 92,923 75,455 16,532 334 452 150 
0 County 113,534 85,882 21,625 744 2,082 3,201 
p o County 8,662 6,535 2,083 24 15 5 



OS: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District 
Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 2 Voting Age Populations 

e: Conaressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 

Census Total Vot. .Z>.9e Vot. Age 

Unit Vot. Ace Wh:.te Black 

Pender County 21,742 15,557 6,005 

Tyrrell County 2,792 1,747 1,034 

Total District 3 422,263 335,438 77,163 

District 4 
Chatham County 3 0, 07 3 23,306 6,419 

Orange County ; 6, 10-cl 52,333 11,33) 

Wake County 325,565 ..... =...,. ~ ')? .:,._,•.;;,.,_ ___ 03,93"; 

Total District 4 -!31,7-!2 
- - .... .. ... ~ 81,536 .: ,;:';' I ..:.1.1. 

District 5 
Alexander County 20,/71 ,. '"' I.--. 1 ...... ,...., 

.... :: , "'S"':>4 -. I.-'_,, 

Alleghany County 7,535 - ~~7 , • "\ 
•I_,)~ - ... -

Ashe County 17,¼06 ::. '7,205 113 

Davie County 21,333 l9,407 1, 82:. 

Forsyth County 205, .no :. :-; I 3•9 6 46,355 

Surry County 47, 533 I:: ') .\ 1 
""f. _;I.:,.~.._ 1, 9,.; 

w County 30,630 2?,722 637 

w County 45,423 43,143 2,029 

Ya n County 23,648 22,461 9 - ·O 0-

Total District 5 419,799 360,5,4 55,769 

District 6 
Guilford County 269,703 199,205 66,194 

Montgomery County 17,325 :.2,SJ..7 4,035 

Moore County 
1,- ,.. .... ..., 

"":l.. ':)IQ// 3'7,391 7,343 

Randolph County 30,829 ':S,-i-i9 4, 563 

Total District 6 -H3,534 323, ~52 32, L:S 

District 7 
Anson County l 7, 13 0 9,622 7,434 

Columbus County 35,986 25,030 9,924 

Cumberland County 197,792 127,233 58,773 

Hoke County 15,878 7,358 6,494 

Richmond County 32,745 23,615 8,582 

Robeson county 72,903 29,518 16,870 

Scotland County 23,823 14,353 7,792 

Total District 7 396,257 236,729 ll5,86J 

--../~t. .::..ge 
_:_--:1. Ind. 

56 
4 

1,864 

87 
241 
919 

1,247 

34 
3 

1 -_:, 
,IQ .. ~ 

409 
50 
51 
55 
21 

692 

1,205 
77 

204 
325 

:,311 

47 
936 

3,082 
1,909 

337 
26,162 

1,591 
34,064 

Vot. 

Date : 7 / 2 3 / 9 6 
Time: 6:53 p.m. 

Page: 2 

Age Vot. Age 
.::..sian/PI Other ---

35 89 
3 4 

3, 571 4,222 

49 212 
1,837 313 
5,901 1,386 
7,787 1,911 

25 71 
2 48 

23 50 
31 25 

1,214 396 
65 251 

132 38 
68 128 
22 175 

1,582 1,182 

2,551 549 
79 217 
93 146 

257 235 
::', 980 1,147 

20 7 
42 54 

4,231 4,473 
60 57 

108 103 
169 184 

61 26 
4,691 4,904 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY 

Census 
Unit 

District 8 
Cabarrus County 
Davidson County 
Iredell County 
Rowan County 
Stanly County 
Union County 
Total District 8 

District 9 
Lincoln County 
Mecklenburg County 
Total District 9 

District 10 
Avery County 
Burke County 

11 County 
County 

and County 
Gaston County 
Mitchell County 
Total District 10 

District 11 
Buncombe County 
Cherokee County 
Clay County 
Graham County 
Haywood County 
Henderson County 
Jackson County 
McDowell County 
Macon County 
Madison County 
Polk Cour.ty 
Rutherford County 
Swain County 
Transylvania County 
Yancey County 
Total District 11 

CONG 

w/ 

County Population by 
PLAN 2 Regist::-ation 

5/96 homeseats 
Total Wnite 
Req. Rea. 

50,795 43,896 
60,866 55,161 
47,320 41, 07 -l 
52,480 -<i5, 679 
2 6, 752 24,068 
40,347 35,196 

278,560 245,074 

27,332 25,431 
231,413 213,177 
303,745 2-13,558 

3, '7 54 3, '709 
37,906 35,523 
34,143 32,164 
58,947 54,610 
39,787 32,403 
79,651 69,604 
10,267 10,261 

269,455 243,274 

'97,331 90,544 
12,344 :2,521 

5, -D4 5, 4 0 l 
5,593 5,370 

27,153 26,753 
39,849 33,780 
15,495 :~,S/9 
17,787 l 7, 012 
14,412 14,305 
11,614 11,534 
9,711 9,092 

27,030 24,623 
8,041 6,863 

15,712 15,055 
11, 604 11,526 .' 

319,610 304,158 

District 

Black Other 

~ :'<.eo. 

5,805 94 
5, 619 86 
6,188 58 
6,716 88 
2,662 22 
5,072 79 

33,052 427 

1,78'7 54 
61,979 1,257 
53,'75-5 1,321 

36 9 
2,320 63 
1,944 35 
4,253 84 
7,349 35 
9,931 116 

5 0 
25,839 342 

6,545 142 
133 40 

3) 3 
" 223 '.I 

354 36 
1, 017 52 

21--:' 699 
74½ 31 

97 10 
32 48 

617 2 
2,377 30 

173 1,005 
635 22 

77 1 
13,108 2,344 

Date: 7 /23 /96 
Time: 6:51 p.m. 

Page: 3 

Dem. Repub. 

~ ~ 

29,155 18,797 
31,218 26,709 
27,955 17,132 
27,799 21,555 
14,854 10,368 
23,856 13,938 

154,837 108,499 

15,639 10,143 
154,803 105,103 
170,442 115,246 

1,609 6,766 
21,648 13, 865 
17,057 14,682 
26,782 27,257 
29,007 8,992 
46,853 28,437 
1,637 7,919 

144,593 107,918 

59,351 31,904 
7,018 5,177 
2,530 2,353 
2,817 2,533 

19,441 6,578 
16,233 20,793 

9,880 4,705 
12,219 4,763 
7,648 5,833 
7,622 3,439 
4,921 3,965 

18,845 7,177 
5,400 2,151 
8,002 6,177 
6,422 4,431 

188,349 111,979 



f • 

DIB: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District 
Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 2 Registration 

Conoressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 
Census Total ~r-nite Black 

Unit ~ Rea. Rea. 
District 12 
Alamance County 55,581 46,393 9,049 
Caswell County 10,891 6,227 4,553 
Durham County 104,396 63,608 33,421 
Granville County 16,440 10,397 6,023 
Person County 13,288 9,447 3,731 
Rockingham County 41), 135 32,402 7,575 

Stokes County 21, 503 20,375 , , ~ ~ 

-, .. .:,,-, 
Vance County :a, 456 10, 3-:' 9 7,533 

Total District 12 230, 79•J 2')~,~23 '73,237 

Other 
Rea. 

139 
6 

2,367 
15 
60 
57 
92 
39 

2,775 

Date: 7 /23/96 
Time: 6:51 p.m. 

Page: 4 

Dem. Repub. 

~ Rea. 

35,726 16,602 
9,788 969 

74,296 20,476 
14,324 1,801 
11,215 1,808 
28,763 9,386 
11,500 9,277 
16,534 1,643 

202,196 61,962 
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1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 3 
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RESIDENCES OF :MEMBERS OF CONGRESS 



'• 

NORTH CAROLINA 

Plan tvpe: Conaressional w/ 
District 

Name 
District 1 
District 2 
District 3 
District 4 
District 5 
District 6 
District 7 
District 8 
District 9 
District 10 
District 11 
District 12 
Total 

PLANWIDE STATISTICS: 
Range of populations: 
Ratio range: 

Absolute range: 
solute overall range: 

elative range: 
Relative overall range: 

Absolute mean deviation: 
Relative mean deviation: 

Standard deviation: 

District Statistics 

Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 
5/96 homeseats 

Number Total Ideal 
Members Pooulation Pooulation 

1 552,815 
1 553,861 
1 562,191 
1 555,990 
1 541,617 
1 536,325 
1 553,934 
1 565,124 
1 561,752 
1 553,972 
1 552,089 
1 538,967 

12 6,628,637 

536,325 to 565,124 
1.0537 

. -16,061 to 12,738 
28,799 

-2.91 to 2.31% 
5.21% 

6758. 08 
1.22% 

8758.1470 

552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 
552,386 

6,628,632 

3 

District 
Variance 

429 
1,475 
9,805 
3,604 

-10,769 
-16,061 

1,548 
12,738 
9,366 
1,586 

-297 
-13,419 

0 

Date: 6/25/96 
Time: 5:54 p.m. 

% District 
Variance 

0.08% 
0.27% 
1. 78% 
0.65% 

-1.95% 
-2.91% 

0.28% 
2.31% 
1. 70% 
0.29% 

-0.05% 
-2.43% 

0.00% 

Page: 1 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA District Summary Date: 6/25/96 
Total Populations, All Ages Time: 5:38 p.m. 

Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 3 Page: 1 
Congressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 
District Total Total Total. Total Total Total 

Name f2E...:. White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI Other 
District 1 552,815 317,428 229,060 3,464 1,637 1,227 

100.00% 57.42% 41. 44% 0 .63% 0.30% 0.22% 

District 2 553,861 382,901 162,080 2,945 2,040 3,895 
100.00% 69 .13% 29.26% 0.53% 0.37% 0.70% 

District 3 562,191 422,474 126,554 2,391 4,983 5,789 
100.00% 75.15% 22.51% 0.43% 0.89% 1.03% 

District 4 555,990 429,305 111,801 1,560 10,607 2,723 
100.00% 77.21% 20 .11% 0.28% 1.91% 0.49% 

District 5 541,617 458,511 78,245 934 2,162 1,765 
100.00% 84.66% 14.45% 0.17% 0.40% 0.33% 

District 6 536,325 412,863 114,905 2,491 4,384 1,681 
100 .. 00% 76.98% 21.42% 0.46% 0.82% 0.31% 

District 7 553,934 312,692 174,891 52,483 6,451 7,417 
100.00% 56.45% 31.57% 9.47% 1.16% 1.34% 

trict 8 565,124 482,932 77,208 1,612 2,158 1,214 
100.00% 85.46% 13.66% 0.29% 0.38% 0.21% 

District 9 561,752 410,361 138,576 2,056 8,633 2,127 
100.00% 73.05% 24.67% 0.37% 1.54% 0.38% 

District 10 553,972 4~8,577 60,346 1,023 3,086 940 
100.00% 88.20% 10.89% 0.18% 0.56% 0.17% 

District 11 552,089 512,127 29,276 7,888 1,838 960 
100.00% 92.76% 5.30% 1.43% 0.33% 0.17% 

District 12 538,967 378,321 .153, 387 1,309 4,187 1,763 
100.00% 70.19% 28.46% 0.24% ·O. 78% 0.33% 

Total 6,628,637. 5,008,492 1,456,329 80,156 52,166 31,501 
100.00% 75.56% 21.97% 1.21% 0.79% 0.48% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA District Summary Date: 6/25/96 
Voting Age Populations Time: 5:38 p.m. 

Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 3 Page: 1 
tvoe: Cong:ressional w/ 5/96 horneseats 

District Total Vat. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age Vat. Age Vot. Age 
Name Vot. Ag:e White Black Arn. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

District 1 408,558 248,842 155,304 2,459 1,176 836 
100.00% 60.91% 38.01% 0.60% 0.29% 0.20% 

District 2 410,943 294,867 109,965 2,021 1,462 2,627 
100.00% 71. 75% 26. 76% 0.49% 0.36% 0.64% 

District 3 425,440 328,487 87,281 1,825 3,569 4,278 
100.00% 77 .21% 20.52% 0.43% 0.84% 1.01% 

District 4 431,742 339 I 111 81,686 1,247 7,787 1,911 
100.00% 78.54% 18.92% 0.29% 1.80% 0.44% 

District 5 419,799 360,574 55,769 692 1,582 1,182 
100.00% 85.89% 13.28% 0.16% 0.38% 0.28% 

District 6 413,534 325,462 82,135 1,811 2,980 1,147 
100.00% 78.70% 19.86% 0.44% 0.72% 0.28% 

District 7 396,257 236,729 115,869 34,064 4,691 4,904 
100.00% 59. 74% 29 .24% 8.60% 1.18% 1.24% 

rict 8 426,565 370,694 52,515 1,139 1,420 797 
100.00% 86.90% 12.31% 0.27% 0.33% 0.19% 

District 9 425,789 321,754 95,184 1,485 5,892 1,477 
100.00% 75.57% 22.35% 0.35% 1.38% 0.35% 

District 10 419,788 3..75, 653 40,845 762 1,875 653 
100.00% 89.49% 9.73% 0.18% 0.45% 0.16% 

District 11 430,111 402,639 20,455 5,159 1,257 601 
100.00% 93.61% 4.76% 1.20% 0.29% 0.14% 

District 12 413,961 297,751 110,868 1,004 3,133 1,206 
100.00% 71. 93% 26.78% 0.24% 0.76% 0.29% 

Total 5,022,487 3,902,563 1,007,876 53,668 36,824 21,619 
100.00% 77.70% 20.07% 1.07% 0. 73% 0.43% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA District Summary Date: 6/25/96 
Registration Time: 5:38 p.m. 

Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 3 Page: 1 
tvEe: Congressional w/ 5/96 homes eats 

District Total White Black Other Dem. Repub. 
Name ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

District 1 277,907 173,405 102,903 1,599 231,634 38,616 
100.00% 62.40% 37.03% 0.58% 83.35% 13.90% 

District 2 248,941 186,015 62,065 861 185,056 58,352 
100.00% 74. 72% 24.93% 0.35% 74.34% 23.44% 

District 3 232,538 186,636 45,266 636 154,410 67,410 
100.00% 80.26% 19.47% 0 .27% 66.40% 28.99% 

District 4 307,812 252,114 53,457 2,241 193,048 89,107 
100.00% 81.91% 17 .37% 0.73% 62. 72% 28.95% 

District 5 302,462 266,786 35,227 447 157,084 125,816 
100.00% 88.20% 11.65% 0.15% 51.94% 41. 60% 

District 6 296,872 234,691 61,329 852 166,586 110,304 
100 .. 00% 79.05% 20.66% 0.29% 56.11% 37.16% 

District 7 226,966 136,256 69,035 21,675 183,822 34,931 
100.00% 60.03% 30.42% 9.55% 80.99% 15.39% 

rict 8 278,560 245,074 33,062 427 154,837 108,499 
100.00% 87.98% 11.87% 0.15% 55.58% 38.95% 

District 9 308,745 243,658 63,766 1,321 170,442 115,246 
100.00% 78.92% 20.65% 0.43% 55.20% 37.33% 

District 10 269,455 2_43 I 274 25,839 342 144,593 107,918 
100.00% 90.28% 9.59% 0.13% 53.66% 40.05% 

District 11 319,610 304,158 13,108 2,344 188,349 111,979 
100.00% 95.17% 4.10% 0.73% 58.93% 35.04% 

District 12 280,015 205,711 71,553 2,751 199,550 63,641 
100 .·001 73.46% 25.55% 0.98% 71.26% 22. 73% 

Total 3,349,883 2,677,778 636,610 35,496 2,129,411 1,031,819 
100.00% 79.94% 19.00% 1.06% 63.57% 30.80% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA District Summary Date: 6/25/96 
Elections Time: 5:38 p.m. 

Plan: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 3 Page: 1 
Con ressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 
District Senate Senate Lt. Gov Lt. Gov Court Court 

Name Gantt Helms Rand Gardner ~ ~ 
District 1 84,216 78,779 96,349 67,596 103 I 137 50,812 

51. 67% 48.33% 58. 77% 41.23% 66.99% 33.01% 

District 2 60,227 90, 778 75,163 78,044 77,615 63,941 
39.88% 60.12% 49.06% 50.94% 54.83% 45.17% 

District 3 62,096 75,872 71,974 73,833 69,451 63,702 
45.01% 54.99% 49.36% 50.64% 52.16% 47.84% 

District 4 :115,602 81,843 101,311 90,013 87,529 85,088 
58.55% 41.45% 52.95% 47.05% 50.71% 49.29% 

District 5 77,638 107,125 87,679 108,145 81,289 101,418 
42.02% 57.98% 44.77% 55.23% 44.49% 55.51% 

District 6 •, 80,761 91,150 82,671 87,619 72,209 87,324 
46.98% 53.02% 48.55% 51.45% 45.26% 54.74% 

District 7 67,296 55,286 81,274 40,987 77,585 36,347 
54.90% 45.10% 66.48% 33.52% 68.10% 31.90% 

rict 8 64,025 107,016 77,443 102,130 70,815 97,598 
37.43% 62. 57% 43.13% 56.87% 42.05% 57.95% 

District 9 107,313 83,214 83,705 92,770 65,454 87,331 
56.32% 43.68% 47.43% 52.57% 42.84% 57.16% 

District 10 61,864 99,382 71,337 99,020 68, 993- 93,553 
38.37% .. 61. 63% 41.88% 58.12% 42.45% 57.55% 

District 11 86,212 101,511 94,396 105,889 91,924 96,040 
45.93% 54.07% 47 .13% 52.87% 48.91% 51.09% 

District 12 83,691 88,407 91,853 79,611 87,080 65,297 
48.63% 51.37% 53.57% 46.43% 57.15% 42.85% 

Total 950,941 1,060,363 1,015,155 1,025,657 953,081 928,451 
47.28% 52. 72% 49.74% 50.26% 50.65% 49.35% 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District 
WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN Total Populations, All Ages 

Census 
Unit 

District 1 
Beaufort County 
Bertie County 
Camden County 
Chowan County 
Currituck County 
Dare County 
Edgecombe County 
Gates County 
Greene County 
Halifax County 
Hertford County 
Hyde County 
Martin County 
Northampton County 
Pasquotank County 
Perquimans County 
Pitt County 
Tyrrell County 

ce County 
en County 
ington County 

Total District 1 

District 2 
Bladen County 
Duplin County 
Harnett County 
Johnston County 
Lee County 
Nash County 
Sampson County 
Wayne County 
Wilson County 
Total District 2 

District 3 
Brunswick County 
Carteret County 
Craven County 
Jones County 
Lenoir County 
New Hanover County 

ow County 

w/ 5/96 homeseats 
Total 

~ 

42,283 
20,388 

5,904 
13,506 
13,736 
22,746 
56,558 
9,305 

15,384 
55,516 
22,523 

5,411 
25,078 
20,798 
31,298 
10,447 

107,924 
3,856 

38,892 
17,265 
13,997 

552,815 

28,663 
39,995 
67,822 
81,306 
41,374 
76,677 
47,297 

104,666 
66,061 

553,861 

50,985 
·52,556 
81,613 

9,414 
57,274 

120,284 
149,838 

Total 
White 

28,949 
7,790 
4,388 
8,349 

12,051 
21,766 
24,665 

5,101 
8,748 

26,009 
9,214 
3,596 

13,788 
8,397 

19,403 
6,979 

70,643 
2,297 

21,146 
6,593 
7,556 

317,428 

16,926 
25,927 
51,117 
65,773 
31,216 
51,874 
30,273 
69,172 
40,623 

382,901 

41,336 
47,445 
58,660 

s,·687. 
34,322 
94,895 

111,939 

Total 
Black 

13,194 
12,531 

1,481 
5,087 
1,545 

811 
31,661 

4,180 
6,521 

27,586 
12,970 
1,781 

11,186 
12,328 
11,583 
3,426 

35,921 
1,543 

17,512 
9,847 
6,366 

229,060 

11,199 
13,259 
15,315 
14,389 

9,401 
24,142 
15,686 
33,793 
24,896 

162,080 

9,211 
4,385 

21,116 
3,677 

22,539 
24,097 
29,808 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

28 
46 
21 
24 
66 
37 
73 

8 
16 

1,711 
228 

4 

20 
42 
59 
18 

214 
4 

69 
763 

13 
3,464 

464 
104 
601 
178 
169 
218 
876 
265 

70 
2,945 

242 
269 
319 

8 
70 

435 
939 

Date: 7/23/96 
Time: 7:00 p.m. 

Total 
Asian/PI 

48 
14 

9 

29 
51 
79 
68 
13 

6 
145 

94 
3 

40 
11 

184 
20 

709 
5 

60 
14 
35 

1,637 

30 
47 

299 
159 
191 
223 

75 
839 
177 

2,040 

81 
293 
765 

19 
151 
616 

2,994 

Page: 1 

Total 

~ 

64 
7 
5 

17 
23 
53 
91 

3 
94 
65 
17 
27 
44 
20 
69 

4 
437 

7 
105 

48 
27 

1,227 

44 
658 
490 
807 
397 
220 
387 
597 
295 

3,895 

115 
164 
753 

23 
192 
241 

4,158 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District 
n: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN Total Populations, All Ages 

n tvpe: Congressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 
Census Total Total Total 

Unit R2.P..:.. White Black 
Pamlico County 11,372 8,362 2,951 
Pender County 28,855 19,828 8,770 
Total District 3 562,191 422,474 126,554 

District 4 
Chatham County 38,759 29,423 8,845 
Orange County 93,851 75,871 14,893 
Wake County 423,380 324,011 88,063 
Total District 4 555,990 429,305 111,801 

District 5 
Alexander County 27,544 25,667 1,673 
Alleghany County 9,590 9,338 177 
Ashe County 22,209 21,960 144 
Davie County 27,859 25,194 2,482 
Forsyth County 265,878 196,918 66,102 

.ry County 61,704 58,383 2,780 
auga County 36,952 35,930 768 
kes County 59,393 56,237 2,824 

Yadkin County 30,488 28,884 1,295 
Total District 5 541,617 458,511 78,245 

District 6 
Guilford County 347,420 249,584 91,655 
Montgomery County 23,346 16,773 6,001 
Moore County 59,013 47,464 10,882 
Randolph County 106,546 99,042 6,367 
Total District 6 536,325 412,863 114,905 

District 7 
Anson County 23,474 12,264 11,106 

Columbus County 49,587 32,897 15,181 

Cumberland County 274,566 170,069 87,496 

Hoke County 22,856 9,635 9,878 

Richmond County 44,518 30,816 12,869 

Robeson County 105,179 37,986 26,185 

Scotland County 33,754 19,025 12,176 

Total District 7 553,934 312,.692 · 174,891 

Total 
Arn. Ind. 

33 
76 

2,391 

125 
286 

1,149 
1,560 

52 
8 

21 
86 

551 
66 
59 
69 
22 

934 

1,637 
92 

309 
453 

2,491 

69 
1,370 
4,425 
3,176 

502 
40,511 
2,430 

52,483 

Date: 7/23/96 
Time: 7:00 p.m. 

Page: 2 

Total Total 
Asian/PI Other 

20 6 
44 137 

4,983 5,789 

69 297 
2,361 440 
8,177 1,986 

10,607 2,723 

49 103 
5 62 

31 53 
53 44 

1,662 645 
84 391 

152 43 
100 163 

26 261 
2,162 1,765 

3,726 817 
150 330 
150 208 
358 326 

4,384 1,681 

27 8 
53 86 

5,769 6,807 
85 82 

195 136 
239 258 

83 40 
6,451 7,417 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
WHOLE COUNTY 

Census 
Unit 

District 8 
Cabarrus County 
Davidson County 
Iredell County 
Rowan County 
Stanly County 
Union County 
Total District 8 

District 9 
Lincoln County 
Mecklenburg County 
Total District 9 

District 10 
Avery County 

-ke County 
dwell County 
awba County 

Cleveland County 
Gaston County 
Mitchell County 
Total District 10 

District 11 
Buncombe County 
Cherokee County 
Clay County 
Graham County 
Haywood County 
Henderson County 
Jackson County 
McDowell County 
Macon County 
Madison County 
Polk County 
Rutherford County 
Swain County 
Transylvania County 
Yancey County 
Total District 11 

CONG PLAN 

w/ 5/96 

County Population by District 
Total Populations, All Ages 

homes eats 
Total 

~ 

98,935 
126,677 

92,931 
110,605 

51,765 
84,211 

565,124 

50,319 
511,433 
561,752 

14,867 
75,744 
70,709 

118,412 
84,714 

175,093 
14,433 

553,972 

174,821 
20,170 
7,155 
7,196 

46,942 
69,285 
26,846 
35,681 
23,499 
16,953 
14,416 
56,918 
11,268 
25,520 
15,419 

552,089 

Total 
White 

85,286 
113,296 
77,207 
91,851 
45,269 
70,023 

482,932 

45,710 
364,651 
410,361 

14,596 
69,521 
66,506 

106,370 
66,362 

150,868 
14,354 

488,577 

158,979 
19,313 
7,061 
6,731 

46,011 
66,158 
23,609 
33,901 
22,919 
16,744 
13,276 
50,133 
7,950 

24,121 
15,·221. 

512,127 

Total 
Black 

12,853 
12,314 
14,869 
17,773 

5,972 
13,427 
77,208 

4,108 
134,468 
138,576 

158 
5,178 
3,881 

10,689 
17,741 
22,676 

23 
60,346 

14,336 
361 

41 
1 

648 
2,361 

425 
1,479 

385 
136 

1,053 
6,514 

196 
1,189 

151 
29,276 

Total 
Am. Ind. 

313 
395 
193 
262 
155 
294 

1,612 

120 
1,936 
2,056 

23 
133 
105 
232 
114 
397 

19 
1,023 

486 
405 

39 
454 
180 
197 

2,667 
72 
76 
19 
17 
95 

3,075 
79 
27 

7,888 

Date: 7/23/96 
Time: 

Total 
Asian/PI 

375 
477 
356 
444 
249 
257 

2,158 

172 
8,461 
8,633 

23 
794 
111 
830 
394 
915 

19 
3,086 

765 
42 

7 
6 

67 
286 
109 
200 

60 
32 
25 
98 
31 
99 
11 

1,838 

7:00 p.m. 
Page: 

Total 

~ 

108 
195 
306 
275 
120 
210 

1,214 

210 
1,917 
2,127 

67 
118 
106 
291 
103 
237 

18 
940 

255 
49 

7 
4 

36 
283 

36 
29 
59 
22 
45 
78 
16 
32 

9 
960 

3 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District Date: 7/23/96 
n: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN Total Populations, All Ages Time: 7:00 p.m. 

Page: 4 
tyee: Conaressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 

Census Total Total Total Total Total Total 
Unit ~ White Black 

District 12 
Am. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

Alamance County 108,213 86,373 20,822 303 487 228 
Caswell County 20,693 12,155 8,436 26 20 56 
Durham County 181,835 109,886 67,654 425 3,233 '637 
Franklin County 36,414 23,288 12,843 74 63 146 
Granville County 38,345 23,069 14,909 99 100 168 
Person County 30,180 20,740 9,106 181 15 138 
Rockingham County 86,064 67,893 17,548 149 190 284 
Stokes County 37,223 34,917 2,069 52 79 106 
Total District 12 538,967 378,321 153,387 1,309 4,187 1,763 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA. County Population by District Date: 7/23/96 
WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 3 Voting Age Populations Time: 7:00 p.m. 

Page: 1 
Concressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 

Census Total Vet. Age Vet. Age Vet. Age Vet. Age Vet. Age 
Unit Vet. Age White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

District 1 
Beaufort County 31,328 22,442 8,786 25 36 39 
Bertie County 14,547 6,154 8,351 30 11 1 
Camden County 4,469 3,354 1,088 14 9 4 
Chowan County 9,970 6,481 3,438 18 23 10 
Currituck County 10,242 9,026 1,117 47 39 13 
Dare County 17,657 16,956 574 32 53 42 
Edgecombe County 40,539 19,245 21,123 56 44 71 
Gates County 6,932 3,934 2,981 8 7 2 
Greene County 11,391 6,851 4,502 10 5 59 
Halifax County 40,191 20,511 18,392 1,151 96 41 
Hertford County 16,416 7,389 8,779 158 77 13 
Hyde County 4,052 2,768 1,268 0 3 13 
Martin County 18,384 10,714 7,583 16 33 38 
Northampton County 15,595 6,842 8,695 38 7 13 
Pasquotank County 22,829 14,542 8,082 46 119 40 
Perquimans County 7,875 5,483 2,358 16 15 3 
Pitt County 81,820 56,670 24,144 167 520 319 
Tyrrell County 2,792 1,747 1,034 4 3 4 

nee County 28,497 16,496 11,843 73 44 64 
ren County 12,916 5,372 6,959 542 9 34 

shington County 10,116 5,865 4,207 8 23 13 
Total District 1 408,558 248,842 155,304 2,459 1,176 836 

District 2 
Bladen County 21,057 13,067 7,624 314 21 31 
Duplin County 29,441 19,826 9,031 66 35 483 
Harnett County 50,536 39,212 10,370 403 215 336 
Johnston County 61,203 50,624 9,805 131 122 521 
Lee County 30,618 23,908 6,199 109 139 263 
Nash County 57,107 40,159 16,446 164 162 176 
Sampson County 34,852 23,274 10,695 583 53 247 
Wayne County 77,296 53,020 23,099 208 584 385 
Wilson County 48,833 31,777 16,696 43 131 185 
Total District 2 410,943 294,867 109,965 2,021 1,462 2,627 

District 3 
Brunswick County 38,960 32,438 6,210 174 62 76 
Carteret County 40,749 37,305 2,916 204 225 99 
Craven County 59,570 44 I 115 14,142 224 578 511 
Jones County 6,911 4,'300 · 2,574 7 15 15 
Lenoir County 42,389 26,900 15,194 58 105 132 
New Hanover County 92,923 75,455 16,532 334 452 150 

low County 113,534 85,882 21,625 744 2,082 3,201 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District 
WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 3 Voting Age Populations 

type: Congressional w/ 5/96 homes eats 
Census Total Vat. Age Vat. Age 

Unit Vat. Age White Black 
Pamlico County 8,662 6,535 2,083 
Pender County 21,742 15,557 6,005 
Total District 3 425,440 328,487 87,281 

District 4 
Chatham County 30,073 23,306 6,419 
Orange County 76,104 62,383 11,330 
Wake County 325,565 253,422 63,937 
Total District 4 431,742 339,111 81,686 

District 5 
Alexander County 20,771 19,462 1,179 
Alleghany County 7,535 7,337 140 
Ashe County 17,406 17,205 113 
Davie County 21,333 19,407 1,821 
Forsyth County 205,470 156,596 46,855 

rry County 47,583 45,241 1,976 
auga County 30,630 29,722 687 

lkes County 45,423 43,143 2,029 
Yadkin County 23,648 22,461 969 
Total District 5 419,799 360,574 55,769 

District 6 
Guilford County 269,703 199,205 66,194 
Montgomery County 17,325 12,917 4,035 
Moore County 45,677 37,891 7,343 
Randolph County 80,829 75,449 4,563 
Total District 6 413,534 325,462 82,135 

District 7 
Anson County 17,130 9,622 7,434 
Columbus County 35,986 25,030 9,924 
Cumberland County 197,792 127,233 58,773 
Hoke County 15,878 7,358 6,494 
Richmond County 32,745 23,615 8,582 
Robeson County 72,903 29,518 16,870 

Scotland County 23,823 14,353 7,792 

Total District 7 396,257 236,'729 · 115,869 

Vat. Age 
Am. Ind. 

24 
56 

1,825 

87 
241 
919 

1,247 

34 
8 

15 
49 

409 
so 
51 
55 
21 

692 

1,205 
77 

204 
325 

1,811 

47 
936 

3,082 
1,909 

337 
26,162 

1,591 
34,064 

Date: 7/23/96 
Time: 7:00 p.m. 

Page: 2 

Vat. Age Vat. Age 
Asian/PI ~ 

15 5 
35 89 

3,569 4,278 

49 212 
1,837 313 
5,901 1,386 
7,787 1,911 

25 71 
2 48 

23 50 
31 25 

1,214 396 
65 251 

132 38 
68 128 
22 175 

1,582 1,182 

2,551 549 
79 217 
93 146 

257 235 
2,980 1,147 

20 7 
42 54 

4,231 4,473 
60 57 

108 103 
169 184 

61 26 
4,691 4,904 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
n: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY 

n tyEe: Congressional 
Census 

Unit 
District 8 
Cabarrus County 
Davidson County 
Iredell County 
Rowan County 
Stanly County 
Union County 
Total District 8 

District 9 
Lincoln County 
Mecklenburg County 
Total District 9 

District 10 
Avery County -k• county dwell County 

awba County 
Cleveland County 
Gaston County 
Mitchell County 
Total District 10 

District 11 
Buncombe County 
Cherokee County 
Clay County 
Graham County 
Haywood County 
Henderson County 
Jackson County 
McDowell County 
Macon County 
Madison County 
Polk County 
Rutherford County 
Swain County 
Transylvania County 
Yancey County 
Total District 11 

CONG 

w/ 

County Population by District 
PLAN 3 Voting Age Populations 

5/96 home seats 
Total 

Vot. Ag:e 

75,038 
96,357 
70,496 
84,409 
39,064 
61,201 

426,565 

37,809 
387,980 
425,789 

11,529 
57,937 
54,022 
90,127 
63,939 

130,910 
11,324 

419,788 

135,886 
15,599 

5,540 
5,499 

37,196 
54,708 
21,434 
27,153 
18,834 
13,256 
11, 623 
43,037 

8,413 
19,948 
11,985 

430,111 

Vot. Age 
White 

65,610 
87,041 
59,915 
71,303 
34,784 
52,041 

370,694 

34,795 
286,959 
321,754 

11,300 
53,688 
51,087 
82,057 
51,479 

114,780 
11,262 

375,653 

124,838 
14,950 

5,465 
5,212 

36,508 
52,629 
19,216 
25,877 
18,414 
13,079 
10,828 
38,457 

6,336 
18,993 
11,"837 · 

402,639 

Vot. Age 
Black 

8,863 
8,611 

10,006 
12,431 
3,976 
8,628 

52,515 

2,697 
92,487 
95,184 

137 
3,693 
2,695 
7,177 

12,041 
15,082 

20 
40,845 

10,026 
270 

32 
1 

481 
1,587 

374 
1,088 

282 
121 
744 

4,392 
138 
800 
119 

20,455 

Vot. 
Am. 

Age 
Ind. 

213 
287 
146 
188 

93 
212 

1,139 

77 
1,408 
1,485 

16 
95 
80 

173 
91 

290 
17 

762 

346 
320 

34 
278 
138 
127 

1,726 
52 
61 
17 
16 
67 

1,907 
53 
17 

5,159 

Date: 7/23/96 
Time: 

Vot. Age 
Asian/PI 

267 
292 
234 
314 
147 
166 

1,420 

108 
5,784 
5,892 

17 
382 

82 
521 
256 
604 

13 
1,875 

530 
33 

4 
5 

50 
183 

86 
118 

38 
22 
15 
69 
20 
76 

8 
1,257 

7:00 p.m. 
Page: 

Vot. Age 

~ 

85 
126 
195 
173 

64 
154 
797 

134 
1,343 
1,477 

59 
79 
78 

199 
72 

154 
12 

653 

146 
26 

5 
3 

19 
182 

32 
18 
39 
17 
20 
52 
12 
26 

4 
601 

3 



'. 

DB: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District Date: 7/23/96 
n: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 3 Voting Age Populations Time: 7:00 p.m. 

Page: 4 
t::i::ee: Conaressional w/ 5/96 homes eats 

Census Total Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age 
Unit Vot. Age White Black Am. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

District 12 
Alamance County 84,538 68,636 15,190 239 325 148 
Caswell County 15,774 9,377 6,326 19 19 34 
Durham County 140,425 88,355 48,788 316 2,498 468 
Franklin County 27,577 18,279 9,097 so 47 104 
Granville County 29,108 17,891 10,946 82 64 125 
Person County 22,761 16,034 6,477 149 12 89 
Rockingham County 65,632 52,694 12,520 114 121 183 
Stokes County 28,146 26,485 1,524 35 47 55 
Total District 12 413,961 297,751 110,868 1,004 3,133 1,206 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District Date: 7/23/96 
WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 3 Voting Age Populations Time: 6:59 p.m. 

Page: 1 
e: Conaressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 

Census Total Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age 
Unit Vot. Aae White Black Arn. Ind. Asian/PI Other 

District 1 
Beaufort County 31,328 22,442 8,786 25 36 39 
Bertie County 14,547 6,154 8,351 30 11 1 
Camden County 4,469 3,354 1,088 14 9 4 
Chowan County 9,970 6,481 3,438 18 23 10 
Currituck County 10,242 9,026 1,117 47 39 13 
Dare County 17,657 16,956 574 32 53 42 
Edgecombe County 40,539 19,245 21,123 56 44 71 
Gates County 6,932 3,934 2,981 8 7 2 
Greene County 11,391 6,851 4,502 10 5 59 
Halifax County 40,191 20,511 18,392 1,151 96 41 
Hertford County 16,416 7,389 8,779 158 77 13 
Hyde County 4,052 2,768 1,268 0 3 13 
Martin County 18,384 10,714 7,583 16 33 38 
Northampton County 15,595 6,842 8,695 38 7 13 
Pasquotank County 22,829 14,542 8,082 46 119 40 
Perquimans County 7,875 5,483 2,358 16 15 3 
Pitt County 81,820, 56,670 24,144 167 520 319 
Tyrrell County 2,792 1,747 1,034 4 3 4 

ce County 28,497 16,496 11,843 73 44 64 
en County 12,916 5,372 6,959 542 9 34 
ington County 10,116 5,865 4,207 8 23 13 

Total District 1 408,558 248,842 155,304 2,459 1,176 836 

District 2 
Bladen County 21,057 13,067 7,624 314 21 31 
Duplin County 29,441 19,826 9,031 66 35 483 
Harnett County 50,536 39,212 10,370 403 215 336 
Johnston County 61,203 50,624 9,805 131 122 521 
Lee County 30,618 23,908 6,199 109 139 263 
Nash County 57,107 40,159 16,446 164 162 176 
Sampson County 34,852 23,274 10,695 583 53 247 
Wayne County 77,296 53,020 23,099 208 584 385 
Wilson County 48,833 31,777 16,696 43 131 185 
Total District 2 410,943 294,867 109,965 2,021 1,462 2,627 

District 3 
Brunswick County 38,960 32,438 6,210 174 62 76 
Carteret County 40,749 37,305 2,916 204 225 99 
Craven County 59,570 44,115 14,142 224 578 511 
Jones County 6,911 4,.300 · 2,574 7 15 15 
Lenoir County 42,389 26,900 15,194 58 105 132 
New Hanover County 92,923 75,455 16,532 334 452 150 

ow County 113, 534 85,882 21,625 744 2,082 3,201 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District 
n: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 3 Voting Age Populations 

Con ressional w/ 5/96 homes eats 
Census Total Vet. Age Vet. Age 

Unit Vet. Age White Black 
Pamlico County 8,662 6,535 2,083 
Pender County 21,742 15,557 6,005 
Total District 3 425, 4_40 328,487 87,281 

District 4 
Chatham County 30,073 23,306 6,419 
Orange County 76,104 62,383 11,330 
Wake County 325,565 253,422 63,937 
Total District 4 431,742 339,111 81,686 

District 5 
Alexander County 20,771 19,462 1,179 
Alleghany County 7,535 7,337 140 
Ashe County 17,406 17,205 113 
Davie County 21,333 19,407 1,821 
Forsyth County 205,470 156,596 46,855 

ry County 47,583 45,241 1,976 
uga County 30,630 29,722 687 
es County 45,423 43,143 2,029 

Yadkin County 23,648 22,461 969 
Total District 5 419,799 360,574 55,769 

District 6 
Guilford County 269,703 199,205 66,194 
Montgomery County 17,325 12,917 4,035 
Moore County 45,677 37,891 7,343 
Randolph County 80,829 75,449 4,563 
Total District 6 413,534 325,462 82,135 

District 7 
Anson County 17,130 9,622 7,434 
Columbus County 35,986 25,030 9,924 
Cumberland County 197,792 127,233 58,773 
Hoke County 15,878 7,358 6,494 
Richmond County 32,745 23,615 8,582 
Robeson County 72,903 29,518 16,870 
Scotland County 23,823 14,353 7,792 

Total District 7 396,257 236,.729 · 115,869 

Vet. Age 
Am. Ind. 

24 
56 

1,825 

87 
241 
919 

1,247 

34 
8 

15 
49 

409 
50 
51 
55 
21 

692 

1,205 
77 

204 
325 

1,811 

47 
936 

3,082 
1,909 

337 
26,162 
1,591 

34,064 

Date: 7/23/96 
Time: 6:59 p.m. 

Page: 2 

Vet. Age Vet. Age 
Asian/PI .Qlli;: 

15 5 
35 89 

3,569 4,278 

49 212 
1,837 313 
5,901 1,386 
7,787 1,911 

25 71 
2 48 

23 50 
31 25 

1,214 396 
65 251 

132 38 
68 128 
22 175 

1,582 1,182 

2,551 549 
79 217 
93 146 

257 235 
2,980 1,147 

20 7 
42 54 

4,231 4,473 
60 57 

108 103 
169 184 

61 26 
4,691 4,904 



DB: NORTH CAROLINA 
n: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY 

Congressional 
Census 

Unit 
District 8 
Cabarrus County 
Davidson County 
Iredell County 
Rowan County 
Stanly County 
Union County 
Total District 8 

District 9 
Lincoln County 
Mecklenburg County 
Total District 9 

District 10 
Avery County 

rke County 
dwell County 
awba County 

Cleveland County 
Gaston County 
Mitchell County 
Total District 10 

District 11 
Buncombe County 
Cherokee County 
Clay County 
Graham County 
Haywood County 
Henderson County 
Jackson County 
McDowell County 
Macon County 
Madison County 
Polk County 
Rutherford County 
Swain County 
Transylvania County 
Yancey County 
Total District 11 

CONG 

w/ 

County Population by District 
PLAN 3 Voting Age Populations 

5/96 homeseats 
Total 

Vet. Aae 

75,038 
96,357 
70,496 
84,409 
39,064 
61,201 

426,565 

37,809 
387,980 
425,789 

11,529 
57,937 
54,022 
90,127 
63,939 

130,910 
11,324 

419,788 

135,886 
15,599 

5,540 
5,499 

37,196 
54,708 
21,434 
27,153 
18,834 
13,256 
11, 623 
43,037 

8,413 
19,948 
11,985 

430,111 

Vet. Age 
White 

65,610 
87,041 
59,915 
71,303 
34,784 
52,041 

370,694 

34,795 
286,959 
321,754 

11,300 
53,688 
51,087 
82,057 
51,479 

114,780 
11,262 

375,653 

124,838 
14,950 

5,465 
5,212 

36,508 
52,629 
19,216 
25,877 
18,414 
13,079 
10,828 
38,457 

6,336 
18,993 
11,.837 · 

402,639 

Vet. Age 
Black 

8,863 
8,611 

10,006 
12,431 
3,976 
8,628 

52,515 

2,697 
92,487 
95,184 

137 
3,693 
2,695 
7,177 

12,041 
15,082 

20 
40,845 

10,026 
270 

32 
1 

481 
1,587 

374 
1,088 

282 
121 
744 

4,392 
138 
800 
119 

20,455 

Vet. 
Arn. 

Age 
Ind. 

213 
287 
146 
188 

93 
212 

1,139 

77 
1,408 
1,485 

16 
95 
80 

173 
91 

290 
17 

762 

346 
320 

34 
278 
138 
127 

1,726 
52 
61 
17 
16 
67 

1,907 
53 
17 

5,159 

Date: 7/23/96 
Time: 

Vet. Age 
Asian/PI 

267 
292 
234 
314 
147 
166 

1,420 

108 
5,784 
5,892 

17 
382 

82 
521 
256 
604 

13 
1,875 

530 
33 

4 
5 

so 
183 

86 
118 

38 
22 
15 
69 
20 
76 

8 
1,257 

6:59 p.m. 
Page: 

Vet. Age 
Other 

85 
126 
195 
173 

64 
154 
797 

134 
1,343 
1,477 

59 
79 
78 

199 
72 

154 
12 

653 

146 
26 

5 
3 

19 
182 

32 
18 
39 
17 
20 
52 
12 
26 

4 
601 

3 



. \ 

DB: NORTH CAROLINA County Population by District Date: 7/23/96 
n: 1996 WHOLE COUNTY CONG PLAN 3 Voting Age Populations Time: 6:59 p.m. 

Page: 4 
t::z::Ee: Cong:ressional w/ 5/96 homeseats 

Census Total Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age Vot. Age 
Unit Vot. Aae White Black Arn. Ind. Asian/PI ~ 

District 12 
Alamance County 84,538 68,636 15,190 239 325 148 
Caswell County 15,774 9,377 6,326 19 19 34 
Durham County 140,425 88,355 48,788 316 2,498 468 
Franklin County 27,577 18,279 9,097 50 47 104 
Granville County 29,108 17,891 10,946 82 64 125 
Person County 22,761 16,034 6,477 149 12 89 
Rockingham County 65,632 52,694 12,520 114 121 183 
Stokes County 28,146 26,485 1,524 35 47 55 
Total District 12 413,961 297,751 110,868 1,004 3,133 1,206 



May 13, I 998 
Three Minute Presentation to REDISTRICTING CO:MMITTEE 
Co-Chairs Sen. Cooper and Rep. Ed McMahan 
Background material from Diane Henderson, Southern Shores, NC 
Diane's congressional district maps drawn since 1991-1997 along 
with rationale for redistricting plan. 

Chairman Senator Cooper and Rep. McMahan and members of 
the Redistricting Committee. 

* LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF NC 
Marian Dodd 

President 

LWVNC 
3900 Barrett Dr., S-311 
Raleigh, NC 27609-6614 
Phone/Fax 919/783-5995 
800-851-VOTE 

215 Pinecroft Drive 
Raleigh. NC 27609 

919/787-5180 

I APPRECIATE THE OPPORTUNITY IN PRESENTING A PLAN SUBMITTED 
BY THE LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF NORTH CAROLINA. 
DIANE HENDERSON OF SOUTHERN SHORES, NC COMPLETED AN IN­
DEPTH STUDY ON ESTABLISHING REDISTRICTING LINES FOR NC. 
SHE HAS SUBMITTED A MAP ALONG WTIH THE RATIONALE IN 1991 , 
'92, AND '97. THESE MAPS ARE IN YOUR HANDOUTS. 

IN REGARD TO THE PAST IIlSTORY FOR REDISTRICTING PLAN IT , 
INDICATES THE NEED TO REEXAMINE A NEW APPROACH IN DESIGNING 
DISTRICTS. 

THROUGH LEAGUE RESEARCH IN 1993 ON HOW REDISTRICTING SHOULD 
BE DONE-AROUND ONF.-DOZEN OTHER STATES WERE CONT ACTED 

WHERE INDEPENDENT COMMISSIONS WERE CREATED FOR THE PURPOSE 
OF DEVELOPING REDISTRICTINGING PLANS AFTER THE 10 YEAR CENSUS 
WAS TAKEN. 

THE LEAGUE REACHED A CONSENSUS IN '94 THAT REDISTRCTING AND 
REAPPORTIONING SHOULD REST WITH AN INDEPENDENT COMMISSION 
FOR ADOPTION OR REJECTION, WITHOUT AMENDMENT, BY THE 
LEGISLATORS. 

DIANE SUGGESTS THAT THE 1996-97 PLAN DID HA VE A MAJORITY 
MINORITY DISTRICT (BARELY) B'fr IS VERY HARD TO CREATE COMPACT 
DISTRICTS WITH DISPERSION OF THE MINORITY POPULATION THROUGH­
OUT THE STATE. AND ALSO, THAT IT WILL BE EVEN HARDER AFTER THE 
CENSUS IN THE YEAR 2000 IS TAKEN BECAUSE THERE HAS BEEN A LARGE 
AMOUNT OF IN-MIGRATION FROM OTHER COUNTRIES AND STATES, 
FURTHER DILUTING THE RESIDENTIAL BLACK MINORITY POPULATION. 



DIANE STATES THAT THE '91 PLANS IS LESS CONVOLUTED THAN LATER 
ONES WIDCH CONSIDERED RACIAL MINOIRTY VOTERS MORE, AND 
EARLIER MAPS ARE BETTER IN SOME RESPECTS BECAUSE THEY 
DIVIDE FEWER COUNTIES. 

NC DID NOT CHOOSE TO COLLECT MOST OF ITS CENSUS DATA BY 
PRECINCT IN 1990, CONSEQUENTLY ONE HASNT A CLUE, USING CENSUS 
DAT A. OF WHAT MAKES A LOGICAL WAY TO DIVIDE A COUNTY OR A CITY. 

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS: ENSURE ADEQUATE REPRESENTATION FOR 
SPECIAL INTEREST--COAST AL INTEREST-MARINE FISHERS, TOURISM, 
BEACH PROTECTION, STATE'S MILITARY ESTABLISHMENTS, MULTIPLE 
DISTRICTS REPRESENTING MOUNTAINOUS PART OF THE STATE AND 
SEVERAL FAIRY COMP ACT MORE-OR-LESS 
URBAN DISTRICTS. 

IN DESIGNING THE MAPS, NO PARTISAN POLITICAL INFORMATION-­
VOTING REGISTRATION, INCUMBENT CONGRESSIONAL REPRESENTATION 
WAS USED. SINCE THERE IS NOT A REQUIREMENT IN THE FEDERAL OR 
ST A TE CONSTITUTION FOR RESIDENCY IN THE CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 
ONE REPRESENTS, THERE IS NOTIIlNG IN THIS PLAN TO PRECLUDE THE 
PRESENT INCUMBERNT'S RUNNING IN A DIFFERERENT DISTRICT. 

POSITION FOR REDISTRICTING: 

THE LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF NC BELIEVES: 
1) CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS, BOTH HOUSE AND SENATE OF THE 
STATE LEGISLATURE AND COUNTY AND MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT 

DISTRICT INCLUDING BOARDS OF EDUCATION SHOULD BE APPORTIONED 
PRIMARILY ON POPULATION. 
2) DISTRICTS SHOULD BE SINGLE MEMBER, COMPACT, CONVENIENT, 
CONTIGUOUS AND REFLECT A CO:MMUNITY OF INTEREST. SPECIFIC 
ST AND ARDS FOR FAIR REPRESENTATION AS REQUIRED BY THE VOTING 
RIGHTS ACT SHOULD BE ASSURED. 
3)THE RESPONSIBil.,ITY FOR REDISTRCTING AND REAPPORTIONING 
SHOULD REST WITH AN INDEPENDENT AGENCY COMMISSIONED BY 
THE LEGISLATURE ONCE EVERY 10 YEARS. THE INDEPENDENT AGENCY 
SHOULD NOT BE A COURT. THE AGENCY SHOULD REFLECT GEOGRAPHIC 
RACIAL AND GENDER MAKE UP OF THE STATE'S POPULATION, BUT NO 

. ELECTED OFFICIAL SHOULD BE A MEMBER. 

4) A PROCESS SHOULD BE PROVIDED TO EFFECT AUTOMATIC, COM­
PULSORY, PERIODIC REDISTRICTING AND RESPPORTIONING. MEASURE TO 
ENACT THIS PROCESS SHOULD INCLUDE AUTHORITY, ENFORCEMENT 
POWERS, TIME SCHEDULE AND FUNDING. 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME. AND HOPE THAT YOU WILL CONSIDER 
DIA.NE' HENDERSON'S MAP FOR CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING. 

I 
J 
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PROPOSED CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS 
LWVNC PLAN October 1991, January ·1992 
with alternative districts 3 and 7 



Congressional districts proposed by the 
League of Women Voters 

Districts 1 and 7 should be easily capable of selecting a 
minority candidate through the prima,y process and of 
electing that candidate to office. 

•ft .. ··v 
.• ' 

Let sound principles shape new districts 
Thia article ii a position paper ly requires over 50,. .minority 

adop&ed !cut weekend bJ the .14- populations in these districts; 
member ,late board of the League nothing In the Department's De­
of Wom1rn Volers of North Caro, · cember 18 letter to the legislature 
lina. The League's prcsidem ii mandates a quota of over 50%. 
Claudie Kadis of Golcuboro. Any district with over 50% 

The League of Women Voters of minority population will have to 
North Carolina has been monitor- have a peculiar shape that makes­
ing the state's redlstricting pro- no sense in terms of community. 
cess since the initial public hear• Our state has a 22,:, minority 
ings last year, and has offered an population. We believe that the 
alternative conaressional district legislature should resist external 
plan. • demands to create districts that 

The League believes that appor- so badly distort normal govern­
tionment and redistricting for mental relations. 
representation should be based on In October, the League sent the 
population data and good govern- Department of Justice a plan that 
ment principles, and done in an provided a fairly compact district 
orderly, equitable, non-partisan in northeastern North Carolina in 
manner. We were disappointed _ which a minority candidate would 
with the congressional plan adopt- have a good chance of getting 
ed in July by the legislature about 45" of the vote in a party 
because that plan did not appear primary, thus becoming the par­
to be based on the good-govern- ty's candidate. We subsequently 
ment principles which we coosid• · offered the redistricting commit• 
er important. tee and several interested legisla• 

We believe that the state has tors our proposed plan. 
shown progress since allowing In response to the Department 
40% to be corwdered a winnins of Justice letter explaining its 
vote in multi-candidate prima- rejection of the North Carolina 
ries. A number of minority legis- legislature's plan, we provided 
lators have been able to win the redistricting committee and 
elections. We do not believe the others with a modification of our 
Department of Justice necessari- proposed districts 3 and 7. The 

modification would divide, one 
more county than our original 
plan, and would have a district 7 
with a 43.689k minority Cl.e., non, 
white> population: a second dis­
trict that should be easily capable 
of selecting a minority candidate 
through the primary process, and 
of electing that candidate to of­
fice. 

We also looked at the possibility 
of creating a greater than 40% 
minority district in the Piedmont, 
but rejected such a district on the 
grounds that the convoluted dis­
trict that would result would 
interfere with, not promote, effec­
Uve local govP.rnmenL 

The logistics and cost of cam­
paisning in the t\oVo minority 
districts now being considered by 
the General Assembly wW be very 
difficult The recently proposed 
"l-85" district appears to include 
at least seven different media 
markets. A campaign that had to 
invest in advertising for so many 
radio and TV stations would be 
extremely expensive. 

The legislature's northeastern 
district Can early version of which 
the Wall Street Journal last Sep­
tember called "computer-gener­
ated pornography") consists 

mainly of rural areas with I 
common but minority popula 
and ·poverty. 

In prevfous tei;timony at public 
hearings, we had urged that plans 
be based on the following criteria: 
An open process; respect for 
existing governmental relation­
ships (e.g. counties and cities>; 
respect for communities or inter• 
est (e.g., television markets, 
newspaper delivery areas, high­
way and rail networks, chambers 
of commerce l; compact, contigu• 
ous territories; and encourage• 
ment or dialogue and competition. 

While redistricting can never be 
apolitical, it can balance the 
needs of good government rela• 
tionships and voter education and 
participation against the natural 
desires or legislators to be re­
elected or to seek advantage for a 
specific political party. 

The League of Women Voters 
has oCCered a fair and balanced 
plan with two minority districts. 
The plan divides only 19 counties, 
very few cities, and encourages a 
sense or community, not divisive­
ness. The League asks that its 
plan be carefully ;ind thoughtfully 
considered by North Carolina leg­
islators and the citizens they 
represent. 

j 
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League of Women Voters of North Carolin.a 
Redl&tlldlng Plan based on 1H0 Cenaua Data 
Janwuy199T 
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LWVNC-1997 January 1997 

RATIONALE FOR REDISTRIClrING PLAN 

The League of Women Voters of North Carolina 1997 Redhtrlcting Plan is based on the plan 
submitted by the League to the General Assembly and the Ddpartmmt of Justice in 1991 and 1992, 
but with modifications to provide a "majority-minorityn distrlct of over 50% blaclc population. In 
1992 we had argued that since a person could win a primary 'election with 40% of the vote, a 
minority candidate would have an excellent chance of cleciioh in a district having a. black 
population greater than 40%, and had proposed two such districts. 

. . 
The African American population of North Carolina is not C()D.Ceatrated in any particular district, 
and it is very difficult to create a majority minority district tHat also follows good demographic 
principles like maintaining minor civil divisions (counties, dt.'ies and towns) and respecting 
geographic realities, as well as being compact and contiguous . 

. . 
In developing this plan, we have tried not to divide counti~ tlnless necessary to balance 
populations. Most divided counties arc split between two d.iitri.cts, but in three cues it wa., 

necessary to divide counties into three districts in order to ba~a a relatively compact district with 
=noughminority voters to achieve slightly more than 50%.' District 3, in addition, has a~¾ 3~,I~ 
African American population, althouah not a majority minority district. co 3l:a.,~ 

Other considerations were to ensure adequate representation fat various special interests, e.g., 
~ interests - marine fisheries, tourism, beach prot~n ~ and the state's military 
establishments, makina sure that Ft. Bragg, Seymour Johnsotl AFB, Camp Lejeune, and the Anny 
Corps ofEqineers sites were not all included in a single dis~ct. Similarly, there are multiple 
districts representing mountainous parts of the state, and ~ fairly compact more..or-less urban 
districts. No partisan political information - votina registratio~ incumbent Congressional 
representation - was used. Since there is no requirement in the federal or state Constitution for 
residency in the Congressional district one represents, there ik nothing in this plan to preclude the 
present incumbents' running in a different district. 

The plan submitted in 1992 was prepared using an intennedib level of data aggregation which the 
General Assembly's data proccssina personnel were not able:ro•retate to their data bases. This 
time, we have used the Census Block-level data (SUMLEV=750, in a database of about 28 MB 
containing over 150,000 records). For the divided counties, we are providing DBF format data files 
compressed onto two floppy disks rather than printing the ~led lists, which would nm to 
hundreds of pages. Mapinfo Professional 4.1 Desktop Mapping software has been used for the 
work. (In 1992 we used vmion 2.0 ofMapinfo). See the p~r accompanying the disks for a list of 
the data elements included. 

All data used by L WVNC come from the Census of Popu/aif 011 and Housing, I 990: Public Law 
(P.L) 94-171 Data on CD-ROM (North Carolina) [maclunt readable data tiles] / prepared by the 
Bureau of the Census. -Washington: The Bureau (producdr and distributor], 1991. There is 
generally no information on voting precincts in the North Carolina data, so it is difficult to try to 
avoid dividing these. 

If there arc questions about these material!, please contact Diane Henderson, Redistricting 
consultant to the LWVNC Board. Phone 919-261-2689; tax 919-261-7437; e•mail, 
nhendrsn@lnterpath.com. 
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STATEMENT OF ROBINSON 0. EVERETT 

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFFS IN CROMARTIE V. HUNT 

AT .JOINT HEARING OF REDISTRICTING COMMITTEES MAY 13, 1998 

Having been involved in many of the events which led to the hearing today, I decided that 

I should be present and provide a statement. Martin B. McGee, who also played a major role in 

the legal proceedings is here and \.\ill make a statement as well. Hopefully those statements will 

... 
help the two committees and the General Assembly to enact a redistricting plan that will finally 

eliminate:: the racial gerrymandering sins of the past. 

WHAT lL.\S HAPPENED IN THE PAST? 

At the outset it is important to review some history, which apparently has been forgotten 

by many. As some of you will recall, in late January, 1992, the General Assembly - acting under 

pressure from the Department of Justice - adopted a racially gerrymandered plan containing two 

"bizarre•:• JT.,ajority- black congress~onal districts and some almost equally "bizmTe" 

predominantly white districts. Thereafter the Republican party commenced a suit which 

challenged the plan on the ground that it was a political gerrymander; but a three-judge district 

court dismissed the case shortly thereafter. At that time the State's position was that the plan 

could not be challenged as a political gerrymander because it was really a racial gerrymander 

atithorize:d by the Voting Rights Act. 

On l\farch 12, 1992, five registered voters from Durham County - of whom I was one and 

for whom I was the attorney - filed a lawsuit against the Attorney General of the United States:, 

the Assistant Attorney General for the Civil Rights Division, and the Governor of North Carolina 



• 

and various other state defendants. Because Ruth Shaw was the first of the plaintiffs named in. 

the title of the case, it is often referred to as the Shaw case. In that case we challenged the 

congressional redistricting plan as a racial gerrymander which violated the Equal Protection 

Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment and other constitutional provisions. Our action was 

dismiss~d in April, 1992, as to both the federal and state defendants; but upon direct appeal to the 

United States Supreme Court, the judgment was reversed with respect to the state defendants. In 

a strong opinion for the majority on the Supreme Court, Justice O'Connor held that the case 

should go back for trial and if we proved that the plan was a racial gerrymander, then the State 

had to show a strong justification for the plan. 

Up to that point the State had acknowledged that the plan was a racial gerrymander but 

claimed i:hat it was required by the Voting Rights Act. However, when the case came back for 

trial, the State sought to establish by high-powered experts that the plan was not predominantly 

motivated by race. None of the three judges accepted this claim but after trial in March, 1994, 

two of the tlm:e judges agreed with the State's contention that the State had justified the plan and 

"' 
that it was ··narrowly tailored" to achieve a "compelling governmental interest" of compliance 

with Sections 2 and 5 of the Voting Rights Act. 

Another appeal and another reversal of the lower court! On June 13, 1996, the Supreme 

Court rejected the attempted justification of the racial gerrymander and sent the case back to the 

district court. Although our lawsuit had challenged both the First and Twelfth Districts, the coui1 

ruled that because none of us lived in the First District, we had no "standing" to challenge that 

district. It deserves emphasis that although the Supreme Court ruled that the Twelfth District 

was unconstitutional, it did not rule that the First District was constitutional - only that it would 

not decide one way or the other as to the constitutionality of that district. 



• 
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When the Supreme Court rendered its opinion, the General Assembly was in session and 

a Petition for Prompt Redistricting was submitted to the General Assembly. The Petition was 

ignored. The Governor was requested to call a special session to draw a constitutional 

redistricting plan; but that request was also ignored. When the General Assembly reconvened for 

a special session in July, 1996, further requests were made for action that would provide new 

districts for the 1996 election. The House made some efforts to prepare a new plan and the 

.... 
Senate contented itself with saying that it was not feasible to prepare a new plan before the 

November election. By a 2-1 vote, with Judge Voorhees dissenting, the district court decided to 

allow the General Assembly until April 1, 1997, to prepare a new plan. The plaintiffs in that case 

sought an order from the Supreme Court to compel the three judges to take action; but the 

Supreme Court denied relief. 

When the General Assembly reconvened in Febmary, 1997, a joint hearing was 

conducted by the two redistricting committees. Martin McGee and I appeared at those hearings 

and urged that the General Assembly make major changes in the unconstitutional redistticting 

plan rather than attempt some minor facelifting. We also urged that a new redistricting 

commiss:ion be created to accomplish the redistricting as Representative John Weatherly had 

proposed in a resolution. Instead of making the districts with changes that we recommended, the 

General Assembly decided to preserve the core of the existing districts; and the Senate and the 

House worked out a deal which contemplated reelection of all the incumbents. On April I, 1997, 

the General Assembly submitted its newly enacted redistricting plan to the three-judge District 

Court in which the Shaw case was pending 

Meanwhile, on July 3, 1996, - three weeks after the Supreme Court had rendered its 

opinion- three registered voters in Tarboro had instituted a lawsuit to have the First 



Congressional District declared unconstitutional. Since they were registered voters in that 

• district, they had the "standing" which the plaintiffs in the earlier action did not have. However, . 

instead of proceeding to trial in that action, the parties decided - with the approval of Judge 

Howard to whom the case had been assigned - that they would agree to a " stay order" until it 

was determined what changes the General Assembly would be making in the First Congressional 

District. This case, however, was never dismissed and was ready to be activated if this became 

necessary - as later occurred. 

~1n April 1, 1997, the General Assembly submitted a new redistricting plan to the three­

judge district court in which the Shaw case was pending. After the Department of Justice had 

precleared this plan, the district court ordered the plaintiffs to advise the court by June 19, 1997, 

"whether th(:y intend to claim that the plan should not be approved by the court because it does 

not cure the constitutional defects in the former plan and to identify the basis for that claim." 

We respond,~d that we believed that the new plan was w1constitutional but we pointed out that 

we had no ''standing" to challenge the new plan. The reason for this lack of standing was that 

Durham County had been taken out of the Twelfth District and as registered voters in Durham 

County we no longer were in the Twelfth District. 

Sub~:equently on September 12, 1997, the district court before which the Shaw case was ., 
pending filed an Opinion which, 

close[d] by noting the limited basis of the approval of the plan that we 
are empowered to give in the context of this litigation. It is limited by 
the dimensions of this civil action as that is defined by the parties and 
the claims properly before us. Here, that means that we only approve 
the plan as an adequate remedy for the specific violation of the 
individual equal protection rights of those plaintiffs who successfully 
challenged the legislature's creation of former District 12. Our 
approval thus does not - cannot - run beyond the plan's remedial 
adequacy with respect to those parties and the equal protection 
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violation found as to former District 12. 

The important thing to note about this paragraph is that the court was making clear that it was .@J 

ruling as to anything but the action pending before it and that other people who had the 

"standing" which the plaintiffs there did not have would be perfectly free to undertake challenges 

on the new plan. This language of the court should make clear how misguided are claims by 

Attorney General Easley and others that it was inconsistent for a different district court to hold 

the new plan unconstitutional in an action brought by registered voters in the redrawn First or 

Twelfth Districts. 

On October 10, 1997, the Tarboro registered voters who a year earlier had sued to attack 
">. 

the First Congressional District moved for an end of the stay which had been entered in that case 

by consent. At that same time, they lodged with the court an Amended Complaint, which was 

filed on behalf of registered voters from the "new" First Congressional District and the "new" 

Twelfth District. The State asked for additional time to respond to this Amended Complaint; and 

on Noven:1bi::r 25, l 997, filed its answer to the Amended Complaint. That Amended Complaint 

requested a prdiminary injunction against the use of the new plan; and so before the end of 

1997, the: G~~ncral Assembly had been provided ample notice that its "new" plan was under att:1ck 

because i.t. was still a racial gerrymander and also was "the fruit of the poisonous tree" . 

Ultimately, the case was assigned to a three-judge panel, which included Judge Voorhees, 

who hacrsat on the Shaw case and was fully aware of the tactics used by the State to defend th,:! 

earlier gerrymander. As has already been pointed out, there was nothing in the opinion rendered 

on Septe:mb~r 12, 1997, which was in any way inconsistent with a different court detennining 

later that the 1997 plan was unconstitutional. 

Of course, that is exactly what happened! After a hearing on March 31, 1998, the district 
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court entered an order that the new plan was unconstitutional and enjoined the use of that plan. 
'b, 

The State sought emergency relief from the Supreme Court, which by a six to three vote denied 

such relief. Subsequently the State asked the three-judge court to allow the 1998 primaries to be 

conducted in five congressional districts and that application was immediately turned down. The 

district court now in its opinion has made perfectly clear that it will not tolerate the racial 

gerrymandering which obviously undergirded the drawing of the "new"Twelfth 

District. That opinion also strongly indicates that the "new" First District is on very shaky 

ground. 

WHERE DO WE GO FROM HERE? 

Since 1992, North Carolina voters have been subjected to a racial gerrymander at the 

congres~ional level - and probably at several other levels as well . Meanwhile in Georgia, 

Louisiana, Texas, Florida, Virginia, and even New York similar gerrymanders have been 

successfully challenged on the basis of the rnlings by the Supreme Court in the North Carolina 

Sl1aw litigation. I can assure tht?se committees that we will continue the efforts to eliminate the 

racially gerrymandered North Carolina plan until success has been achieved. This task seems 

especially important because the plan in effect at the beginning of the next millennium will 

probably have great influence on the drawing of the plan that is used in the congressional 

elections in the year 2002 and thereafter. 

Drawing a constitutionally permissible plan is actually easier than creating a racial 

gerrymander. This is illustrated by a plan that was drawn in a few hours by Jim Morrill, a 
'b, 

reporter for th,e Charlotte Observer. That plan, of which we attach a copy to this statement, 

follows traditional redistricting principles of compactness, contiguousness, and respect for 

political boundaries. It recognizes real communities of interest but disregards purported 



"communities of interest" based on racial stereotypes. It embodies certain premises that we 

believe should be part of any new plan in order to assure its constitutionality: 

1. First and foremost, Mecklenburg County must be unified and not divided into separate 

districts. Mecklenburg has 93 percent of the population needed for a congressional 

district. There is no history of Voting Rights violations to justify dividing Mecklenburg 

County. As evidence, Harvey Gantt won 55 percent of the Mecklenburg vote against 

Jesse Helms in 1996. State law allows representatives to live outside the district they ... 

represent. Representative Sue Myrick, who lives a few doors from Representative Mel 

Watt in the J 2th district, could run in a unified Mecklenburg district or in the adjoining 

district that includes Gaston and Cleveland counties, parts of which she already 

represents. 

2. The northeastern district could be modified slightly by combining 17 counties so that 

no county need be divided. Although protecting incumbents of any race should not be 

a consideration, the percentage of blacks ( 44%) and minorities ( 45%) makes it quite 

likely that Representative Eva Clayton would be re-nominated and re-elected in this 

district. Harvey Gantt won 5 l percent of the vote against Jesse Helms in 1996. 

~ 

Durham County should not be included in this district, as it is not a good fit with 

mral northeastern North Carolina. 

3. One possibility for the southeastern district is shown on the accompanying map. Another 

a,::ceptable possibility might be to draw a southeastern district encompassing the seven 

counties of Bladen, Brunswick, Columbus, Cumberland, Hoke, Robeson, and Scotland. 

This group of counties has a minority population of 44 percent and voted 53. 7 percent for 

Harvey Gantt against Jesse Helms in 1996. This grouping would preclude any claim that 



the 1997 plan violated the Voting Rights Act because in that plan the. minority 

populations of south central and southeastern North Carolina were "diluted" by 

drawing two districts with 32 percent minority populations. 

4. An argument can be made for having Forsyth and Guilford counties together or in 

separate districts. They do after all compose the Triad metropolitan area. However, the 

aggregate populations of these two counties exceeds that which would' be permissible 

under the one-person, one-vote requirement. Under these circumstances, I will content 

myself with simply reiterating that under no circumstances should Forsyth and Guilford 

or any part of either county be connected with any part of Mecklenburg county. 

5. With respect to the Triangle area, I would favor grouping Durham and Orange counties 

in one district and Wake County in another district. However, I certainly would not 

o~ject to a Triangle district. The important thing is that boundaries not be drawn along 
-:.. 

racial I ines. 

CONCLUSION 

The time is short and the task significant. If that task is to be performed successfully, the 

General As!:.embly must put completely aside the 1992 and 1997 plans and make a new 

beginning. The indispensable requirement is a new attitude. 



Color-blind, pa bl .. d -, ,J ... ,,,:1lls:.,., .:0~ . 
What could North Carolina's 
congressional districts look like if 
race or partisan politics weren't 
taken into account? Here's one 
version. 
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Districts 3 and 12 are 
shaded for clarity. 

\

Theoreti 

;l>i,~l 
·M1nor1 

···••.,./•I:,,.,;, 

Total popu1at1 
555,815 
Politics 
Swing district 
Current incumbent 
Walter Jones Jr., R. 

Politics 
Republican 
Current inc 
Richard Burr, 

Politics 
Leans Democratic 
Current incumbent 
Eva Clayton, D. 

Politics 

. · .. · .. 4;;;:(','l,."5'.J:!!/:!!;:!J 

Exhibit D 
7 Counties: Bertie, C 
dgecombe, Franklin, Gates, Gran 

Halifax, Hertford, Martin, Nash, 
Northampton, Pasquotank Perquimans, 
Vance, Warren, Washington, Wilson 

OJJulation: 553,068 12kIDs,.: 243,053 
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My name is Lee Mortimer. I live in Durham. I come before you 

having given considerable study to your last redistricting plan and 

submitting an analysis on behalf of the plaintiffs in the Cromartie lawsuit. 

My request today is that you fold up this entire effort, and turn it over 

to an independent redistricting commission. Let them redraw the districts 

and then submit a plan to the Legislature for an up-or-down vote without 

amendment, as is done for military base-closings. 

As elected officials, you have no business drawing districts for 

yourselves or anyone else. It's a clear conflict of interest. The sole purpose 

oflast year's redistricting plan was to give both parties' incumbents even 

safer seats than they already had. Rigging districts for party, race, 

incumbency, or whatever corrupts the democratic process just as much as 

trying to buy elections with campaign contributions. 

True, there are only nine days left, but there's always time to use 

integrity. You have had some bad breaks in court in recent weeks. But 

these judges aren't unreasonable, and they might be receptive to you. 

For example, they aren't making you redraw the legislative districts 

this year--as almost everyone predicted they would. And when you went to 

Judge Boyle with a reasonable request for staying his ruling on the 

campaign finance laws, he at least granted you a hearing. 



You only get in trouble with these judges when you file specious 

motions that claim their ruling says that only "tweaking" is needed, when 

you know the ruling says no such thing. It's when you engage in spin­

doctoring, designed to manipulate public and legislative opinion, that the 

judges rebuke you and tum you down flat. 

On the other hand, if you asked the judges for more time to restore 

integrity to the redistricting process, they might be receptive. You could 

assure them that you want no repeat of what happened last year--when the 

incumbents were invited to critique the districts, and reporters were kicked 

out of the meeting, so the incumbents could tell you which voters they 

wanted and didn't want. 

If a commission isn't feasible, then letting the judges redraw the 

districts would be far preferable to your doing it. When judges redrew the 

Georgia districts, none of the incumbents lost in 1996. In fact, the African­

American incumbents were re-elected by sizable margins, even after their 

districts were redrawn with large white majorities. 

While I don't want you to redraw the districts, I call your attention to 

the plan drawn by the Charlotte Observer in 1996. The plaintiffs believe 

this plan--with a few modifications--offers a sound basis for redistricting. 

" .., 
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The cornerstone of this plan--and the principal test for curing the 

12th District's unconstitutionality--is restoring Mecklenburg County as a 

single, unified district. 

Mecklenburg is the state's largest county. It has 93 percent of the 

population needed for a congressional district. Harvey Gantt won 55 

percent of the Mecklenburg vote against Jesse Helms in 1996. There is no 

history of voting-rights violations that justifies dividing Mecklenburg 

County into separate districts. 

And it wouldn't necessarily pit Mel Watt against Sue Myrick. Watt 

could run in the Mecklenburg district, and Myrick could run in the 

adjoining district, parts of which she already represents. State law does not 

require representatives to live in the districts they represent. 

Lee Mortimer 
4116 Livingstone Place 
Durham, NC 27707 
(919) 992-0048 or 489-7028 
May 13, 1998 
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