IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA
NO. 1:15-¢cv-00399

SANDRA LITTLE COVINGTON, et al.,,
PLAINTIFFS’ PROPOSED

PLAINTIFES, FINDINGS OF FACT AND
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

V.
THE STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA, et al,

DEFENDANTS.

NOW COME Plaintiffs, by and through their undersigned counsel, and pursuant to
LR 40.1(c) and this Court’s February 3, 2016 order (D.E. # 51), submit the following

proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law.*
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C. SEN. RUCHO’S AND REP. LEWIS’ INSTRUCTIONS TO DR.
HOFELLER FOR DRAWING THE CHALLENGED DISTRICTS AND
THEIR REASONS FOR ISSUING THOSE INSTRUCTIONS. ..., 3

! The proposed findings and conclusions contain citations to documents of record in this case,
however, because the parties have not yet entered into an agreement on joint exhibits and because the
numbering of exhibits has not been completed, the exhibit numbers for the documents and materials
are not included.
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I. FINDINGS OF FACT PART I: THE 2011 REDISTRICTING
PROCESS

THE CONTEXT OF THE 2011 REDISTRICTING IN NORTH CAROLINA.

Following Thornburg v. Gingles, 478 U.S. 30 (1986), the General Assembly
enacted a redistricting plan creating ten majority-black single-member districts
and one majority-black two-member district for the state house, and three
majority-black senate districts. Research Division, N.C. General Assembly,
Legislator’s Guide to North Carolina Legislative and Congressional Redistricting
28 (March 2011), available at
http://www.ncleg.net/G1S/Download/Maps_Reports/2011RedistrictingGuide.pdf.

Between 1990 and 2010, the number of majority-black districts for each body
decreased by three, while the number of African-American legislators in the
General Assembly steadily increased from 18 to 25 in that same period. See infra
11 219-220.

The plans enacted by the General assembly in 1992, 2003, and 2009, and by the
courts in 2002, were precleared by the U.S. Department of Justice under Section 5
of the Voting Rights Act. No lawsuit was filed challenging any of those plans on
Section 2 grounds and no court found those plans in violation of Section 2 of the
Voting Rights Act.

Even as the number of majority-black districts was decreasing prior to 2011, the
number of black legislators in the General Assembly steadily increased. Fifty-six
times between 2006 and 2011, black candidates won election contests in state
house and senate districts that were not majority-black, and twenty-two times
those candidates were running in majority-white districts. Churchill Dep. Exs. 82
and 83.

Most of these elections involved candidates of different races in which the black
candidate defeated the white candidate, some of whom were incumbents. Id.

While the legislative record did include studies showing that racially polarized
voting is still present in some areas of North Carolina, no study examined whether
the level of racially polarized voting in a particular area means that the white bloc
vote usually defeats the candidate of choice of black voters.

The 2010 Census Redistricting Data as mandated by P.L. 97-141 was released for
North Carolina in March, 2011. Hofeller Dep. p. 78:1-10
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

The 2010 Census showed an increase in North Carolina’s total population, such
that the ideal district size for a House District went from 67,078 in 2000 to 79,462
in 2010. Similarly, the ideal district size for a Senate District went from 160,968
in 2000 to 190,710 in 2010.

While the total population rose significantly, the total black voting age population
percentage in the state grew only slightly, from 20.29% in 2000 to 21.18% in
2010.

Population growth was not equally distributed across the state. House and Senate
Districts in Wake, Mecklenburg, and Union Counties were larger than the ideal
district size and districts in the west and northeastern regions were smaller than the
ideal district size.

AN OVERVIEW OF THE CHALLENGED DISTRICTS AND THE ROLES
PLAYED BY SENATOR RUCHO, REPRESENTATIVE LEWIS, AND
THOMAS HOFELLER IN THE DRAWING OF THOSE DISTRICTS.

Plaintiffs challenge Senate Districts (SD) 4, 5, 14, 20, 21, 28, 32, 38, and 40 on the
grounds that they are racial gerrymanders not justified by the Voting Rights Act.
One or more plaintiffs reside in each of these districts and therefore have standing
to challenge them. Second Stip. {{ 35-65.

These Senate districts were enacted by the General Assembly on July 27, 2011.
They were drawn by Thomas Hofeller under the direction of Senator Robert
Rucho, Chair of the Senate Redistricting Committee. Second Stip. 11 3, 16.

Plaintiffs also challenge House Districts (HD) 5, 7, 12, 21, 24, 29, 31, 32, 33, 38,
42, 43, 48, 57, 58, 60, 99, 102, and 107 on the grounds that they are racial
gerrymanders not justified by the VVoting Rights Act. One or more plaintiffs reside
in each of these districts and therefore have standing to challenge them. Second
Stip. 11 35-65.

These House districts were enacted by the General Assembly on July 28, 2011.
They were drawn by Dr. Hofeller under the direction of Rep. David Lewis, Chair
of the House Redistricting Committee. Second Stip. 11 3, 22.

Sen. Rucho, Rep. Lewis, and Dr. Hofeller all agree that Dr. Hofeller was the chief
architect of the challenged Senate and House districts. He was assisted by Dale
Oldham, a South Carolina lawyer, and John Morgan, a Virginia demographer.
Rucho Dep. p. 31:1-16
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16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

Dr. Hofeller, Mr. Oldham, and Mr. Morgan were not employees of the General
Assembly. Rather, they were retained in early 2011 by Ogletree Deakins and
assigned by that law firm to draw Senate districts for Sen. Rucho and to draw
House districts for Rep Lewis. 7/22 House Comm. 33:9-17: Rucho Dep. p 31;
Hofeller Dep. p 30.

Sen. Rucho and Rep. Lewis were the only members of the General Assembly who
gave instructions to Hofeller. Rucho Dep. pp. 41-42 and 147-48; Lewis Dep. p. 71,
107.

The instructions Sen. Rucho and Rep. Lewis gave Dr. Hofeller were not written or
electronic. They were oral. Rucho Dep. p. 148:2-7; Lewis Dep. pp. 71:16-20 and
72:9-11.

Those oral instructions are reflected in three public statements issued by Rucho
and Lewis on June 17, June 22, and July 12, 2011. Rucho Dep. p. 33:4-11. These
public statements “clearly delineated” the “entire criteria” used to draw the
challenged districts. 7/21 Joint Comm. 9:2-7. Sen. Rucho and Rep. Lewis echoed
these instructions in Senate and House Committee meetings on July 21 and 22 and
in debates on the floor of the Senate and House on July 25.

The Senate and House Redistricting Committees did not themselves have any
substantive role in the drawing of the challenged districts. Neither committee ever
met with Dr. Hofeller, or adopted any criteria or issued any direction to him to use
in drawing the challenged districts. Second Lewis Dep. pp. 44:1-2; 47:3-12. As
Rep. Lewis has testified, Dr. Hofeller never interacted with the redistricting
committees. Second Lewis Dep. p. 14:8-10

As Rep. Joe Hackney observed at a joint meeting of the redistricting committees
on June 15, 2011: “We have been here since January. We don’t have any maps.
We haven’t had any meaningful committee meetings. We have no criteria. It’s
perfectly apparent that the maps are going to be drawn in secret by the majority.”
6/15 Joint Comm. 37:5-10

SEN. RUCHO’S AND REP. LEWIS’ INSTRUCTIONS TO DR. HOFELLER
FOR DRAWING THE CHALLENGED DISTRICTS AND THEIR
REASONS FOR ISSUING THOSE INSTRUCTIONS.

Sen. Rucho and Rep. Lewis gave Dr. Hofeller three instructions for drawing the
challenged districts:
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23.

24,

25.

i. First, the VRA districts should “be created before other legislative
districts.” June 17 public statement p. 1.

ii. Second, the challenged districts “must be created with a ‘Black
Voting Age Population” (BVAP), as reported by the Census, at the
level of at least 50% plus one.” June 17 public statement p. 2.2

iii.  Third, the Senate and House plans should “include a sufficient
number of majority African American districts to provide North
Carolina’s African American citizens with a substantially
proportional and equal opportunity to elect their preferred candidate
of choice.” June 17 public statement p. 3. See also Lewis Dep. pp.
126:2-25; 127:1-25.

The “primary goal” Sen. Rucho and Rep. Lewis sought to achieve by these
instructions was to draw “maps that will survive any possible legal challenge.”
July 12 public statement p. 1. See also 7/21 House Comm. 5:14-16; 7/21 Senate
Comm. 7:9-13 and 8:2-6. As Rep. Lewis explained at the July 21 House
Redistricting Committee meeting: “Now that it is apparent that these majority
black districts can be drawn, any decision to draw a few selected districts at less
than majority level could be used as evidence of purposeful discrimination or in
support of claims against the state under Section 2. Thus, in order to best protect
the state from costly and unnecessary litigation, we have a legal obligation to draw
these districts at true majority levels.” 7/21 House Comm. 10:4-12. See also 27:7-
19 and 57:1-4.

Sen. Rucho likewise explained at the July 22 Senate Committee meeting: “the
Section 2 situation when a Voting Rights Act district is produced at a level of
50... forecloses any opportunity for a lawsuit filed under Section 2 and therefore
protects the interests of the state.” 7/22 Senate Comm. 34:23 to 35:4.

Other legislators repeated Sen. Rucho’s and Rep. Lewis’ views. At the July 22
Senate Redistricting Committee meeting Sen. Brown said: “a majority minority
district is 50 percent or more, and | think our districts will show that, and | think
that’s what the court rulings will show, as well, that we needed to do...I think that
was the first thing we had to do to take care of as far as the Voting Rights Act is
concerned. And that’s what we did.” 7/22 Senate Comm. 31:21 to 32:2

2 Except as otherwise stated, the terms “BVAP,” “black voting age population,” and “TBVAP” as
used in this document refer to the percentage of persons who identify themselves as “wholly or any
part black.” June 17 public statement, p. 2.
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26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

In Sen. Rucho’s and Rep. Lewis’ view there was “no principled reason not to draw
all VRA districts at 50% or above when it is possible to do so.” 7/21 House
Comm. 9:23 to 10:3; 7/21 Senate Comm. 20:3-6.

Similarly Rep. Lewis has said that the “guiding principle” used to draw the
challenged districts was “the creation of districts more than 50% in numbers
proportional to the State’s African American population.” Second Lewis Dep.
49:17-24.

Political considerations were secondary to these “guiding principles.” In their
June 22, 2011 public statement Sen. Rucho and Rep. Lewis said: “While districts
that adjoin majority black districts may become more competitive for Republican
candidates because of compliance with the VRA, such competiveness results from
compliance with the VRA.” June 22 public statement, p 4. Thus, Sen. Rucho’s
and Rep. Lewis’ contemporaneous statements make clear that partisan advantage
was only a result of their focus on race in drawing the challenged districts, not
their predominant objective in drawing those districts.

THE PROCESS DR. HOFELLER USED TO IMPLEMENT SEN. RUCHO’S
AND REP. LEWIS’ RACE BASED INSTRUCTIONS FOR DRAWING THE
CHALLENGED DISTRICTS

Dr. Hofeller began work in early 2011. The process Dr. Hofeller used to draw the
challenged Senate and House districts was identical. Hofeller Dep. pp. 78:1-5;
128:23-25; 129:1-5. See also 7/27 House Comm. 5:21-24

Consistent with his instructions from Sen. Rucho and Rep. Lewis, Dr. Hofeller’s
first tasks included (1) calculating the number of seats in the House and Senate
that would provide African American voters representation proportional to the
African American percentage of the State’s voting age population and (2)
identifying all areas in the state in which African American voters constituted 50%
or more of the voting age population. Hofeller Dep. pp. 79:5-10; 86:18-23;
Oldham Dep. p. 63:11-17

Indeed, the first thing that Hofeller did was create a proportionality chart,
determining the number of majority black districts in both the House and Senate
that would be proportional to the black population in the state. Hofeller Dep. p.
80:4-25

The software Dr. Hofeller used to draw the challenged districts (“Maptitude”)
contained a program that enabled him to identify the level of black voting age

Case 1:15-cv-00399-TDS-JEP Document 88 Filed 03/28/16 Page 9 of 146



33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

population in each census block in the state. There are 288,987 such census
blocks in the State.

Using Maptitude, Dr. Hofeller grouped together voter tabulation districts (“VTD”
is essentially synonymous with “precinct”) that in the aggregate hypothetically
contained enough black voting age citizens to construct a Senate or House district
with a black voting age population greater than 50%. Race was the sole factor
used to draw the boudaries of these prototypical districts. They were drawn
without regard for any traditional redistricting criteria. First Hofeller Decl. 117-
23; Second Hofeller Decl. 11 10-25.

Dr. Hofeller then examined these areas in relation to clusters of counties he
separately formed to comply with the Whole Couny Provision (WCP) as explained
by the NC Supreme Court in Stephenson v. Bartlett, 355 N.C. 354, 562 S.E.2d 377
(2002). He then drew the boundaries of the challeged districts with a black voting
age population greater than 50% within these county clusters. Dr. Hofeller has
testified the boundaries of these districts were “substantially based” on the
“exemplar distrcits” that he drew based on race without regard for traditional
redistricting principles. First Hofeller Decl.f 31. Rep. Lewis agrees. Second
Lewis Dep.p. 38:8-19

The boundaries of these 50% plus districts were drawn within these clusters
without regard for internal county boundaries within a cluster and without regard
for precinct, town and city boundaries. For exanple, in the Senate plan, in drawing
SD 5 Dr. Hofeller divided 3 counties, 3 towns and 40 precincts along racial lines
in order to include a sufficent number of black voting age citizens to meet Sen.
Rucho’s 50% plus instruction. Infra 1 63, 65, 66. Similarly, for example, in the
House plan, in drawing HD 48 Dr. Hofeller divided 4 counties, 5 towns and 31
precincts along racial lines in order to include a sufficient number of black voting
age citizens to meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus instruction. Infra §{ 190, 192, 193.

Under the North Carolina Constitution, the General Assembly may only traverse
the boundaries of a county in order to draw a district required by the VVoting Rights
Act. Second Lewis Dep. pp. 32:4 to 33:9

As Rep. Lewis said at the July 22 House Redistricting Committee meeting,
keeping precincts and VTDs whole “was not a consideration in the drafting of the
plan.” 7/22 House Comm. 6: 2-7. Thus, Dr. Hofeller divided precincts along
racial lines as needed in order to meet Sen. Rucho’s and Rep. Lewis’ directions to
draw “true” majority black districts in numbers proportional to the state black
voting age population. Rucho Dep. 53:11-20; Lewis dep 87:15-18. For example,

6
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38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

Dr Hofeller used more pieces of precincts than whole precincts in drawing SD 32.
Infra § 101 .

In failing to require Dr. Hofeller to keep precints whole, Senator Rucho and Rep.
Lewis acted contrary to established public policy and ignored state law. N.C.G.S.
8 163-132.1B(a) provides: “The State of North Carolina shall participate in the
2010 Census Redistrciting Data Program... so that the State will... be able to
revise districst at all levels without splitting precincts.” Further, on the same day
that Sen. Rucho and Rep. Lewis released their first Senate and House maps
containing hundreds of split precincts, the General Assembly enacted legislation
requiring Guilford county to “minimize the dividing of precincts” in redrawing
county commission lines. S.L.2011-172, Sec 2.1 (June 17, 2011).

Compactness was not a criterion Sen. Rucho and Rep. Lewis required Dr. Hofeller
to apply in drawing the challenged districts, and Dr. Hofeller did not evaluate the
compactness of the challenged districst as he was drawing them. The software
that Dr. Hofeller used contained a program that could have been used to calcuate
the mathematical compactness of each district by seven different mathematical
measures, but Dr. Hofeller did not use that while he was drawing the districts.
Rucho Dep. p. 53:2-9; Lewis Dep. pp. 92:24 to 93:3

THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY ENACTED THE CHALLENGED
DISTRICTS AS DRAWN BY DR. HOFELLER WITHOUT SUBSTANTIAL
MODIFICATION.

On June 17, Senator Rucho and Representative Lewis made public Senate and
House maps drawn by Dr. Hofeller. These maps were drawn using the process
described above. They met the three oral directions Sen. Rucho and Rep. Lewis
had given Dr. Hofeller earlier. First, the maps were partial maps containing only
VRA districts. Second, Dr. Hofeller assigned voters to these VRA districts so that
more than 50% of the voting age population in each district was African
American. Third, the plans provided “substantial proportionality for North
Carolina’s African American citizens.”

As illustrated by the maps included in Appendix A, SD 4, 5, 14, 20, 28, 38 and 40
as drawn by Dr. Hofeller and as first presented by Sen. Rucho on June 17, were
enacted by the General Assembly on July 27 without any substantial modification
to their location, shape or level of black voting age population. See Appendix A.

Two challenged Senate districts were modified after June 17 and before
enactment. See 7/21 Senate Comm. 16: 3 to 17:6.
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43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

SD 21 was modified by increasing the black voting age population from 51.05% to
51.53%, incorporating Hoke County into the district, and making the part of the
district in Cumberland County more irregular. See Appendix B.

SD 32 was modified between June 17 and July 27 to increase the black voting age
population from 39.32% to 42.53%. This change required splitting an additional
42 precincts and made the district’s shape more irregular. See Appendix B.

As illustrated by the maps included in Appendix C, HD 5, 12, 21, 29, 31, 32, 33,
38, 42, 43, 48, 57, 58, 60, 99, 102 and 107, as drawn by Dr. Hofeller and as first
presented by Rep. Lewis on June 17, were enacted by the General Assembly on
July 28 without any material modification to their location, shape or black voting
age population. See Appendix C.

Two challenged House district were modified after June 17 and before enactment.
See 7/21 House Comm. 6:19 to 7:9.

HD 21 was moved out of part of Pender County into part of Duplin County and
HD 24 was moved out of part of Beaufort Court into part of Wilson County.
These changes did not, however, reduce the black voting age population in these
districts below 50%, reduce the number of split precincts, or make the boundaries
of the districts more regular.® See Appendix D.

WHEN SEN. RUCHO AND REP LEWIS RELEASED THEIR MAPS OF
THE CHALLENGED DISTRICTS ON JUNE 17 THEY TOLD THE
PUBLIC AND OTHER LEGISLATORS THAT THE RACE-BASED
CRITERIA USED TO DRAW THE CHALLENGED DISTRICTS WOULD
NOT BE COMPROMISED.

Five days after Sen. Rucho and Rep. Lewis released their maps of “VRA districts”
and issued their first public statement, they released another public statement. In
their June 22 public statement, they told other legislators and the public: “We
would entertain any specific suggestions...to form the core of alternative majority
black districts, provided the districts proposed provide black voters with a

® A majority minority district in the southeast was eliminated because of opposition from local
citizens but that did not keep Rep. Lewis from meeting his proportionality goal. As he explained at
the July 21 meeting of the House redistricting Committee, the remaining districts “continue to provide
black voters with substantially proportional and equal opportunity to elect their candidates of choice.”
7/21 House Comm. P. 7:1-9. Also, HD 23 was modified between June 17 and July 28 to create a
district composed entirely of whole counties (Martin and Edgecombe). As a result, HD 23 is not
challenged as a racial gerrymander in this litigation.

8
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49.

50.

51.

substantially proportional state-wide opportunity to elect candidates of their
choice. Moreover, any such districts must comply with Strickland v Bartlett, and
be drawn at a level that constitutes a true majority of black voting age population.”
June 22 public statement p. 7 (emphasis added).

Similarly, at the July 21 meeting of the House Redistricting Committee, Rep.
Lewis told his colleagues: “As we have defined before...we do indeed consider
the construction of VRA districts to have a higher precedent than the Stephenson
formula for county combinations.” 7/21 House Comm. 36:25 to 37:5.

Consistent with their no-compromise position, Sen. Rucho and Rep. Lewis
categorically rejected any plan that did not contain “true” majority black districts
in numbers proportional to the State’s Black population. See 7/21 Senate Comm.
19:31t0 21:11 and 7/21 House Comm. 8:15 to 9:22.

THE STATE’S SECTION S SUBMISSIONS TO THE U.S. DEPARTMENT
OF JUSTICE CONFIRM THAT THE ENACTED SENATE AND HOUSE
PLANS MET SEN. RUCHO’S AND REP. LEWIS’ RACE-BASED GOALS.

As then required by Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act, the State submitted the
enacted Senate and House plans to the U.S. Department of Justice for
preclearance. Confirming that the enacted Senate plan met Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus
and proportionality directions, to Dr. Hofeller, the State informed the Department
of Justice of the following:

a. The 2011 Senate Plan increases minority voting strength as compared to the
2003 Senate Plan. Under the 2010 Census, the 2003 Senate Plan contained
no districts with a TBVAP in excess of 50% and eight districts in which
African-Americans constituted a TBVAP of over 40%.

b. The 2011 Senate Plan, in contrast, includes nine districts in which African-
Americans constitute a majority of the voting age population, and a tenth
district with a TBVAP of 42.53%. Indeed, the 2011 Plan increases the
TBVAP in all eight of the benchmark districts that had a TBVAP above
40%, and increases the TBVAP in seven of these districts to over 50%,
while also adding two additional majority black districts where the
comparable districts in the benchmark plans had TBVAP percentages
below 40%. Thus, in each of the eight previous districts with TBVAP over
40%, plus the two new majority black districts, the 2011 Plan not only
preserves, but actually increases, the black population’s ability to elect its
candidate of choice. Submission, S27N, page 10.
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52.  Similarly confirming that the House plan met Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus and
proportionality directions to Dr. Hofeller, the State informed the Department of
Justice:

a.

The 2011 House Plan increases minority voting strength as compared to the
2009 House Plan. Under the 2010 Census, the 2009 House Plan contains
ten House districts that have a majority TVBAP and eleven districts with a
TVBAP of 39.99% to 50%.

The 2011 Plan, in contrast, includes twenty-three districts in which African
Americans constitute a majority of the voting age population and two
additional districts with a TBVAP of 40% to 50%. As a result, the number
of districts above 50% TBVAP in the 2011 Plan is two higher than the
number of districts above 39.99% TBVAP in the 2009 Plan. (And because
the 2011 Plan also includes two districts between 40% and 50%, there are
four more districts above 40% in the 2011 Plan compared to the benchmark
plan.) Thus, the 2011 Plan not only preserves, but significantly increases,
the minority population’s ability to elect their candidates of choice.
Submission H27N, page 10

53. To cement these points, the State included the following declaration from Dr.
Hofeller as a part of its Section 5 submission:

a.

“the newly enacted 2011 redistricting plans for the N.C. General Assembly
place African Americans of voting age in a far superior position to elect
candidates of their choice than in the 2003 Senate and 2009 House plans.”
Senate submission S27N(0) (emphasis added)

10
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54.

55.

56.

57,

58.

59.

II.  FINDINGS OF FACT PART II: RACE WAS THE

PREDOMINANT FACTOR USED TO DRAW THE CHALLENGED

SENATE DISTRICTS

THE CHARACTERISTICS OF THE CHALLENGED SENATE
DISTRICTS CONFIRM THAT RACE, NOT TRADITIONAL
REDISTRICTING CRITERIA, EXPLAINS THE BOUNDARY OF EACH
CHALLENGED SENATE DISTRICT

Senate District 4

The black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 version of SD 4,
based on the 2000 census, was 49.14% and the black voting age population (any
part black) in the 2003 version of SD 4, based on the 2010 census, was 49.70%.
Requests for Admissions (hereinafter “RFA”) 2.

In accordance with Sen. Rucho’s directions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black
voting age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of SD 4 to 52.75%.
RFA 3.

Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 version of SD 4 was under populated by
27,256 persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to correct this population deviation for SD
4 and meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus instruction. As redrawn in 2011, SD 4
contains 20,577 more black persons than the 2003 version and 916 more white
persons than the 2003 version. RFA 4.

Dr. Hofeller divided both Nash County and Wilson County along racial lines in
order to reach Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus directions for SD 4. The black voting age
population in the part of Nash County in SD 4 is 51.03% and the black voting age
population in the part of Nash in SD 11 is 25.78%. Defendants’ Answer to
Amended Complaint (hereinafter “Answer”) { 75. The black voting age
population in the part of Wilson County in SD 4 is 63.62% and the black voting
age population in the part of Wilson in SD 11 is 24.10%. Answer { 77.

The 2011 version of SD 4 divides 2 precincts. Dr. Hofeller divided those precincts
along racial lines in order to reach Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus directions for SD 4. Of
the 2,686 black voting age persons who reside in the 2 divided precincts in the
2011 version of SD 4, 2,207 (82.2%) were assigned to SD 4. RFA 5 and 6.

Dr. Hofeller divided both the City of Wilson and the City of Rocky Mount along
racial lines in order to meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus directions for SD 4. 11,401 of
the 17,137 black voting age persons in the City of Wilson (66.53%) are assigned

11
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60.

61.

to SD 4 and the remaining 5,735 black voting age persons to SD 11. 12,364 of the
14,673 black voting age persons residing in the part of the City of Rocky Mount in
Nash County (84.26%) are assigned to SD 4 and the remaining 2,309 black voting
age persons are assigned to SD 11. RFA 7 and 8.

The map below shows a screenshot of SD 4 from Maptitude, the program used by
Dr. Hofeller, which displays racial density by census block, shading which Dr.
Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing districts. This map
accurately depicts the predominance of race in the drawing of the 2011 version of
SD 4. RFA 18.

I 20% - 40%
[ 40% - 60%
“ I 0% - 80%

Senate District 5

The black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 version of SD 5,
based on the 2000 census, was 30.14%, and the black voting age population (any
part black) in the 2003 version of SD 5, based on the 2010 census, was 30.99.
RFA 20.

12
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62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

In accordance with Sen. Rucho’s directions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black
voting age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of SD 5 to 51.97%.
RFA 21.

Dr. Hofeller divided Lenoir County, Pitt County and Wayne County along racial
lines in order to meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus directions for SD 5. The black
voting age population in the part of Lenoir County in SD 5 is 64.59% and the
black voting age population in the part of Lenoir in SD 7 is 25.78%. Answer { 83.
The black voting age population in the part of Pitt County in SD 5 is 64.59% and
the black voting age population in the part of Pitt in SD 11 is 16.16%. Answer
85. The black voting age population in the part of Wayne County in SD 5 is
55.95% and the black voting age population in the part of Wayne in SD 11 is
16.17%. Answer { 87.

Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 version of SD 5 was under populated by 6,811
persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to correct this population deviation for SD 5 and
meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus instruction. As redrawn in 2011 SD 5 contains
38,181 more black persons than the 2003 version and 38,250 fewer white persons
than the 2003 version. RFA 22.

SD 5 as drawn in 2011 divided 40 precincts. Dr. Hofeller divided these 40
precincts along racial lines in order to meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus directions for
SD 5. Of the 43,084 black voting age persons who reside in the 40 divided
precincts in the 2011 version of SD 5, 30,418 (70.6%) were assigned to SD 5.
RFA 23 and 24.

Dr. Hofeller divided the Cities of Goldsboro, Kinston, and Greenville along racial
lines in order to meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus directions for SD 5. 13,565 of the
14,784 black voting age persons in the City of Goldsboro (91.75%) are assigned to
SD 5 and the remaining 1,219 black voting age persons are assigned to SD 7,
10,200 of the 10,868 black voting age persons in the City of Kinston (93.85%) are
assigned to SD 5 and the remaining 668 black voting age persons are assigned to
SD 7; 17,510 of the 23,409 black voting age persons in the City of Greenville
(74.80%) are assigned to SD 5 and the remainder to SD 7. RFA 25-27.

The map below depicts a screenshot of SD 5 from Maptitude, the program used by
Dr. Hofeller, which displays racial density by census block, shading which Dr.
Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing districts. This map
accurately depicts the predominance of race in the drawing of the 2011 version of
SD 5. RFA 33.
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68.

69.

70.
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The black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 version of SD 14,
based on the 2000 census, was 41.01%, and the black voting age population (any
part black) in the 2003 version of SD 14, based on the 2010 census, was 42.62%.
RFA 35.

In accordance with Sen. Rucho’s directions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black
voting age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of SD 14 to 51.28%.
RFA 36.

Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 version of SD 14 was overpopulated by
41,804 persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to correct this population deviation for SD
14 and meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus instruction. As redrawn in 2011, SD 14
contains 2,145 fewer black persons than the 2003 version and 38,040 fewer white
persons than the 2003 version. RFA 37.

14
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71.

72.

73.

74.

Five Senate districts are located in Wake County. Dr Hofeller assigned more black
voting age citizens to SD 14 (69,779) than to the other four districts combined
(67,592). Answer  93.

The 2011 version of SD 14 divided 29 precincts. Dr. Hofeller divided those 29
precincts along racial lines in order to meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus directions for
SD 14. Of the 36,179 back voting age persons who reside in the 29 divided
precincts in the 2011 version of SD 14, 23,197 (64.1%) were assigned to SD 14.
RFA 38 and 39.

Dr. Hofeller divided the City of Raleigh and the Town of Knightdale along racial
lines in order to meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus directions for SD 14. 57,376 of the
87,669 black voting age persons in the part of the City of Raleigh in Wake County
(65.44%) are assigned to SD 14 and the remaining 30,293 black voting age
persons are divided among SD 15, 16 and 18; 2,931 of the 3,043 black voting age
persons in the Town of Knightdale (96.31%) are assigned to SD 14 and the
remaining 112 black voting age persons are assigned to SD 18. RFA 40 and 41.

The map below depicts a screenshot of SD 14 from Maptitude, the program used
by Dr. Hofeller, that displays racial density by census block, shading which Dr.
Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing districts. This map
accurately depicts the predominance of race in the drawing of the 2011 version of
SD 14. RFA51.
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76.
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Senate District 20

The black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 version of SD 20,
based on the 2000 census, was 44.5, and the black voting age population (any part
black) in the 2003 version of SD 20, based on the 2010 census, was 44.64%. RFA
53.

In accordance with Sen. Rucho’s instructions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black
voting age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of SD 20 to 51.04%.
RFA 54.

Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 version of SD 20 was under populated by
9,086 persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to correct this population deviation for SD
20 and meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus instruction. As redrawn in 2011 SD 20
contains 15,008 more black persons than the 2003 version and 3,576 fewer white
persons than the 2003 version. RFA 55.
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Two Senate districts are located in Durham county. Dr. Hofeller assigned 62.29%
of the Black voting age citizens in Durham county to SD 20. Answer { 100.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, SD 20 as drawn in 2011 divided
35 precincts. Dr. Hofeller divided those 35 precincts along racial lines in order to
meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus directions for SD 20. Of the 46,744 black voting age
persons who reside in the 35 divided precincts in the 2011 version of SD 20,
29,837 (63.8%) were assigned to SD 20. RFA 56 and 57.

Dr. Hofeller also divided the City of Durham along racial lines in order to meet
Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus directions for SD 20. 54,690 of the 71,081 black voting
age persons in the part of the City of Durham in Durham County (76.94%) are
assigned to SD 20 and the remaining 16,391 black voting age persons are assigned
to SD 22. RFA 58.

The map below depicts a screenshot of SD 20 from Maptitude, the program used
by Dr. Hofeller, which displays racial density by census block, shading which Dr.
Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing districts. This map
accurately depicts the predominance of race in the drawing of the 2011 version of
SD 20. RFA 67.
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82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

Senate District 21

The black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 version of SD 21,
based on the 2000 census, was 41.00%, and the black voting age population (any
part black) in the 2003 version of SD 21, based on the 2010 census, was 44.93%.
RFA 70.

In accordance with Sen. Rucho’s directions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black
voting age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of SD 21, based on the
2010 census to 51.53%. RFA 71.

Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 version of SD 21 was under populated by
25,593 persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to correct this population deviation for SD
21 and meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus instruction. As redrawn in 2011 SD 21
contains 20,286 more black persons than the 2003 version and 6,297 fewer white
persons than the 2003 version. RFA 72.

Two Senate districts are located in Cumberland county. Dr. Hofeller assigned
65.07% of the black voting age citizens in Cumberland to SD 21. Answer { 111.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, SD 21 as drawn in 2011 divided
33 precincts. Dr. Hofeller divided those 33 precincts along racial lines in order to
meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% directions for SD 21. Of the 66,640 black voting age
persons who reside in the 33 divided precincts in the 2011 version of SD 21,
40,213 (60.3%) were assigned to SD 21. RFA 73 and 74.

Dr. Hofeller divided the City of Fayetteville and the Town of Spring Lake on
racial grounds in order to meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus directions for SD 21.
47,670 of the 63,138 black voting age persons in the City of Fayetteville (75.70%)
are assigned to SD 21 and the remaining 15,468 black voting age persons are
assigned to SD 19; 2,280 of the 3,267 black voting age persons in the Town of
Spring Lake (69.87%) are assigned to SD 21; and the remaining 987 black voting
age persons to SD 19. RFA 75 and 76.

The map below depicts a screenshot of SD 21 from Maptitude, the program used
by Dr. Hofeller, that displays racial density by census block, shading which Dr.
Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing districts. This map
accurately depicts the predominance of race in the drawing of the 2011 version of
SD 21. RFA 86.
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The black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 version of SD 28,
based on the 2000 census, was 44.18%, and the black voting age population (any
part black) in the 2003 version of SD 28, based on the 2010 census, was 47.20%.
RFA 88.

In accordance with Sen. Rucho’s directions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black
voting age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of SD 28 to 56.49%.
RFA 89

Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 version of SD 28 was under populated by
13,673 persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to correct this population deviation for SD
28 and meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus instruction. As redrawn in 2011 SD 28
contains 30,773 more black persons than the 2003 version and 12,508 fewer white
persons than the 2003 version. RFA 90.
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92.

93.

94.

95.

Three Senate districts are located in Guilford County. Dr. Hofeller assigned
82.45% of the black voting age citizens in Guilford to SD 28. RFA 93.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, SD 28 as drawn in 2011 divided
15 precincts. Dr. Hofeller divided those 15 precincts along racial lines in order to
meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus directions for SD 28. Of the 17,966 black voting age
persons who reside in the 15 divided precincts in the 2011 version of SD 28,
12,625 (70.4%) were assigned to SD 28. RFA 91 and 92.

Dr. Hofeller also divided the City of Greensboro and the City of High Point along
racial lines in order to meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus directions for SD 28. 68,967
of the 83,647 black voting age persons in the City of Greensboro (82.45%) are
assigned to SD 28 and the remaining 14,680 black voting age persons are divided
between SD 26 and SD 27; 14,573 of the 24,173 black voting age persons in the
part of the City of High Point in Guilford County (60.28%) are assigned to SD 28.
RFA 93 and 94.

The map below depicts a screenshot of SD 28 from Maptitude, the program used
by Dr. Hofeller, which displays racial density by census block, shading which Dr.
Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing districts. This map
accurately depicts the predominance of race in the drawing of the 2011 version of
SD 28. RFA 103.
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Senate District 32

As first drawn by Dr. Hofeller, the black voting age population in SD 32 was
39.32%. Sen. Rucho, however, later directed Dr. Hofeller to increase the black
voting age population in that district in order that the black voting age population
in the district would exceed the black voting age population in a district proposed
by AFRAM on June 23, 2011. Dr. Hofeller complied with that direction and
increased the black voting age population to 42.53%. RFA 107.

On the floor of the Senate on July 25, 2011, Sen. Rucho publicly acknowledged
that the mapdrawers purposefully drew Senator Linda Garrou, a white senator, out
of her district. Sen. Rucho stated, “we have also removed the white incumbent
from the district who had previously defeated African American primary
challengers, and we think this will provide the minority community within the
district with a better opportunity to elect a candidate of their choice.” July 25,
2011 Transcript of Proceedings in the State Senate, 91:19.
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98.

99.

100.

101.

102.

103.

The precinct that Sen. Garrou lived in was split in order to remove her from the
district. Dickson Tr. T. Vol. I, 164:4-16512; Tr. Ex. 31 A, 31 B.

Sen. Linda Garrou was removed from Senate District 32 because of the color of
her skin.

There are two Senate districts in Forsyth County. Dr. Hofeller assigned 86.92% of
the Black voting age citizens in Forsyth to SD 32. Answer { 114,

In order to comply with Sen. Rucho’s direction to increase the BVAP in SD 32,
Dr. Hofeller had to divide a large number of precincts. As reported on the NCGA
redistricting website, SD 32 as drawn in the first version of SD 32 only divided
one precinct. The enacted version of SD 32, however, divided 43 precincts. Dr.
Hofeller divided these 43 precincts along racial lines in order to meet Sen.
Rucho’s direction. Of the 23,780 black voting age persons who reside in the 43
divided precincts in the 2011 version of SD 32, 18,903 (79.5%) were assigned to
SD 32. RFA 109 and 110.

Dr. Hofeller also had to divide the City of Winston Salem along racial lines in
order to comply with Sen. Rucho’s directions. According to the NCGA
redistricting website, 56,528 of the 59,560 black voting age persons in the City of
Winston Salem (94.27%) are assigned to SD 32 and the remaining 3,432 black
voting age persons to SD 31. RFA 111.

The map below depicts a screenshot of SD 32 from Maptitude, the program used
by Dr. Hofeller, which displays racial density by census block, shading which Dr.
Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing districts. This map
accurately depicts the predominance of race in the drawing of the 2011 version of
SD 32. RFA 119.
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Senate Districts 38 and 40 in Mecklenburg County

104. Under the 2003 Senate plan, only one district located in Mecklenburg County had
more than 40% black voting age population and no district had 50% black voting
age population. In accordance with Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus goal and his
proportionality goal, Dr. Hofeller drew two districts in Mecklenburg County in
2011 that had more than 50% black voting age population. RFA 443 and 444.

105. As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, the black voting age population
(any part black) in the 2003 version of SD 38, based on the 2000 census, was
47.69%, and the black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 version
of SD 38, based on the 2010 census, was 46.97%. RFA 121.

106. In accordance with Sen. Rucho’s directions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black
voting age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of SD 38, based on the
2010 census, to 52.51%. RFA 122.
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107.

108.

109.

110.

111.

112.

113.

114.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, the black voting age population
(any part black) in the 2003 version of SD 40, based on the 2000 census, was
31.11%, and the black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 version
of SD 40, based on the 2010 census, was 35.43%. RFA 138.

In accordance with Sen. Rucho’s directions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black
voting age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of SD 40, based on the
2010 census to 51.84%. RFA 139.

There are five Senate districts in Mecklenburg County. Dr. Hofeller assigned
142,499 black voting age citizens to SD 38 and 40 and 64,852 black voting age
citizens to the other three districts. Answer  135; RFA 123.

Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 version of SD 38 was overpopulated by
47,572 persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to correct this population deviation for SD
38 and meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus instruction. As redrawn in 2011 SD 38
contains 15,477 fewer black persons than the 2003 version and 31,521 fewer white
persons than the 2003 version. RFA 140.

Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 version of SD 40 was overpopulated by
54,523 persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to correct this population deviation for SD
40 and meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus instruction. As redrawn in 2011 SD 40
contains 10,592 more black persons than the 2003 version and 67,858 fewer white
persons than the 2003 version. RFA 123.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, SD 38 as drawn in 2011 divided 8
precincts. Dr. Hofeller divided those 8 precincts along racial lines in order to meet
Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus directions for SD 38. Of the 16,114 black voting age
persons who reside in the 8 divided precincts in the 2011 version of SD 38, 14,400
(89.6%) were assigned to SD 38. RFA 124 and 125.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, SD 40 as drawn in 2011 divided
16 precincts. Dr. Hofeller divided those 16 precincts along racial lines in order to
meet Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus directions for SD 40. Of the 22,317 black voting age
persons who reside in the 16 divided precincts in the 2011 version of SD 40,
16,116 (72.2%) were assigned to SD 40. RFA 141 and 142.

Dr. Hofeller also divided the City of Charlotte on racial grounds in order to meet
Sen. Rucho’s 50% plus and proportionality directions. According to the NCGA
redistricting website, 137,082 of the 188,349 black voting age persons in the City
of Charlotte (72.78%) are assigned to SD 38 and 40 and the remaining 51,267
black voting age persons are divided among SD 37, 39 and 41. RFA 126.
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115. The map below depicts a screenshot of SD 38 and SD 40 from Maptitude, the
program used by Dr. Hofeller, which displays racial density by census block,
shading which Dr. Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing
districts. This map accurately depicts the predominance of race in the drawing of
the 2011 version of SD 38 and SD 40. RFA 136.
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III. FINDINGS OF FACT PART III: RACE WAS THE
PREDOMINANT FACTOR USED TO DRAW THE CHALLENGED
HOUSE DISTRICTS

A. THE CHARACTERISTICS OF THE CHALLENGED HOUSE DISTRICTS
CONFIRM THAT RACE, NOT TRADITIONAL REDISTRICTING
CRITERIA, EXPLAINS THE BOUNDARY OF EACH CHALLENGED
HOUSE DISTRICT

House District 5

116. As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, the black voting age population
(any part black) in the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 5, based on the 2000 census,
was 49.02%, and the black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 and
2009 version of HD 5, based on the 2010 census, was 48.87%. RFA 153.

117.  In accordance with Rep. Lewis’ directions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black voting
age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of HD 5, based on the 2010
census to 54.17%. RFA 154.

118. In order to draw HD 5 as a 50% plus district, Dr. Hofeller had to divide
Pasquotank County between HD 5 and HD 1 along racial lines. The black voting
age population in the part of Pasquotank County in HD 5 is 52.64% and the black
voting age population in the part of Pasquotank in HD 1 is 17.30%. Answer
145.

119. Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 5 was under
populated by 7,861 persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to correct this population
deviation and meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus instruction. The 2011 version of HD 5
contains 9,362 more black persons than the 2003 and 2009 versions and 383 more
white persons than the 2003 and 2009 versions. RFA 155.

120.  As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, HD 5 as drawn in 2002 divided no
precincts, as drawn in 2003 and 2009 divided no precincts, and as drawn in 2011
divided 6 precincts. Dr. Hofeller divided these 6 precincts were divided along
racial lines in order to meet Rep. Lewis’ race based goals. Of the 5,378 black
voting age persons who reside in the 6 divided precincts in the 2011 version of HD
5, 4,004 (74.5%) were assigned to HD 5. RFA 156 and 157.

121. Dr. Hofeller also divided the City of Elizabeth City in Pasquotank County along
racial lines in order to meet Rep. Lewis’ race based goals. As reported on the
NCGA redistricting website, 7,370 (94.74%) of the 7,779 black voting-age
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persons in the City of Elizabeth City are assigned to HD 5, and the remainder of
409 black voting-age persons are assigned to one other House district (HD 1).
RFA 158.

122. The map below depicts a screenshot of HD 5 from Maptitude, the program used
by Dr. Hofeller, which displays racial density by census block, shading which Dr.
Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing districts. This map
accurately depicts the predominance of race in the drawing of the 2011 version of
HD 5. RFA 168.
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House District 7

123. Dr. Hofeller drew HD 7 in accordance with Rep. Lewis’ direction to draw all
districts drawn to comply with the VRA as majority Black district. As reported on
the NCGA redistricting website, the black voting age population (any part black)
in the 2011 version of HD 7, based on the 2010 census, is 50.67%. RFA 169.
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125.

126.

127.

To comply with Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus direction, Dr. Hofeller divided Nash
County and Franklin County along racial lines. The black voting age population
in the part of Nash County in HD 7 is 52.92% and the black voting age population
in the part of Nash in HD 15 is 15.02%. Answer { 151. The black voting age
population in the part of Franklin County in HD 7 is 45.07% and the black voting
age population in the part of Franklin in HD 25is 17.17%. Answer { 153.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, HD 7 as drawn in 2011 divided 22
precincts. To meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus directions, Dr. Hofeller divided those
22 precincts along racial lines. Of the 21,538 black voting age persons who reside
in the 22 divided precincts in the 2011 version of HD 7, 17,898 (83.1%) were
assigned to HD 7. RFA 170-171.

Dr. Hofeller also had to divide the Towns of Castalia, Dortches, and Spring Hope
and the City of Rocky Mount along racial lines in order to comply with Rep.
Lewis 50% plus directions. As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, 70
(87.5%) of the 80 black voting-age persons in the Town of Castalia are assigned to
HD 7, and the remainder of 10 black voting-age persons are assigned to one other
House district (HD 25). As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, 130
(70.65%) of the 184 black voting-age persons in the city of Dortches are assigned
to HD 7, and the remainder of 54 black voting-age persons are assigned to one
other House district (HD 25). As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, 377
(76.63%) of the 492 black voting-age persons in the Town of Spring Hope are
assigned to HD 7, and the remainder of 115 black voting-age persons are assigned
to one other House district (HD 25). As reported on the NCGA redistricting
website, 14,110 (96.16%) of the 14,673 black voting-age persons in the city of
Rocky Mount in Nash County are assigned to HD 7, and the remainder of 563
black voting-age persons are assigned to one other House district (HD 25). RFA
172-175.

The map below depicts a screenshot of HD 7 from Maptitude, the program used
by Dr. Hofeller, which displays racial density by census block, shading which Dr.
Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing districts. This map
accurately depicts the predominance of race in the drawing of the 2011 version of
HD 7. RFA 185.
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House District 12

128. As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, the black voting age population
(any part black) in the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 12, based on the 2000 census,
was 47.51% , and the black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 and
2009 version of HD 12, based on the 2010 census, was 46.45%. RFA 187.

129. In accordance with Rep. Lewis’ directions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black voting
age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of HD 12, based on the 2010
census to 50.6%. RFA 188.

130. Dr. Hofeller had to divide Craven County, Lenoir County and Greene County
along racial lines in order to meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus direction for HD 12. The
black voting age population in the part of Craven County in HD 12 is 44.70%; the
black voting age population in the part of Craven in HD 10 is 13.66%; and the part
of Craven in HD 3 is 12.93%. Answer { 159. The black voting age population in
the part of Lenoir County in HD 12 is 59.84% and the black voting age population
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131.

132.

133.

134.

in the part of Lenoir in HD 10 is 15.74%. Answer | 161. The black voting age
population in the part of Greene County in HD 12 is 42.52% and the black voting
age population in the part of Greene in HD 10 is 24.29%. Answer { 163.

Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 version of HD 12 was under populated by
15,862 persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to correct this population deviation and
meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus instruction. As redrawn in 2011, HD 12 contains
8,784 more black persons than the 2003 and 2009 version and 2,994 more white
persons than the 2003 and 2009 version. RFA 189.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, HD 12 as drawn in 2011 divided
34 precincts. Dr. Hofeller had to divide these 34 precincts along racial lines in
order to meet Rep. Lewis 50% plus directions. Of the 25,174 black voting age
persons who reside in the 34 divided precincts in the 2011 version of HD 12,
16,612 (65.99%) were assigned to HD 12. RFA 190-191.

Dr. Hofeller also had to divide the City of Kinston and the City of New Bern along
racial lines in order to meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus direction. 10,077 (92.72%) of
the 10,868 black voting-age persons in the city of Kinston are assigned to HD 12,
and the remainder of 791 black voting-age persons are assigned to one other
House district (HD 10); 5,199 (72.70%) of the 7,151 black voting-age persons in
the city of New Bern are assigned to HD 12, and the remainder of 1,952 black
voting age persons. RFA 192-193.

The map below depicts a screenshot of HD 12 from Maptitude, the program used
by Dr. Hofeller, which displays racial density by census block, shading which Dr.
Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing districts. This map
accurately depicts the predominance of race in the drawing of the 2011 version of
HD 12. RFA 203.
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135. As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, the black voting age population
(any part black) in the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 21, based on the 2000 census,
was 48.35%, and the black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 and
2009 version of HD 21, based on the 2010 census, was 46.25%. RFA 205.

136. In accordance with Rep. Lewis directions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black voting
age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of HD 21, based on the 2010
census to 51.9%. RFA 206.

137. In order to met Rep. Lewis 50% plus direction, Dr. Hofeller had to divide Duplin
County, Sampson County and Wayne County along racial lines. The black voting
age population in the part of Duplin County in HD 21 is 45.75% and the black
voting age population in the part of Duplin in HD 4 is 15.13%. Answer { 170.
The black voting age population in the part of Sampson County in HD 21 is
53.71% and the black voting age population in the part of Sampson in HD 22 is
21.28%. Answer § 173. The black voting age population in the part of Wayne
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139.

140.

141.

County in HD 21 is 54.08% and the black voting age population in the part of
Wayne in HD 4 is 16.91%. Answer { 176.

Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 21 was under
populated by 9,837 persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to correct this population
deviation and meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus instruction. As redrawn in 2011, HD 21
contains 11,217 more black persons than the 2003 and 2009 version and 1,848
more white persons than the 2003 and 2009 version. RFA 207.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, HD 21 as drawn in 2011 divided
25 precincts. Dr. Hofeller divided these precincts along racial lines in order to
meet Rep. Lewis 50% plus directions. Of the 24,195 black voting age persons
who reside in the 25 divided precincts in the 2011 version of HD 21, 14,652
(60.6%) were assigned to SD 4. RFA 208-209.

Dr. Hofeller also had to divide Clinton, Goldsboro and Warsaw along racial lines
in order to meet Rep. Lewis 50% plus directions. As reported on the NCGA
redistricting website, 1,920 (72.67%) of the 2,642 black voting-age persons in the
city of Clinton are assigned to HD 21, and the remainder of 722 black voting-age
persons are assigned to one other House district (HD 22). As reported on the
NCGA redistricting website, 13,616 (92.10%) of the 14,784 black voting-age
persons in the city of Goldsboro are assigned to HD 21, and the remainder of
1,168 black voting-age persons are assigned to one other House district (HD 21).
As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, all of the 1,207 black voting-age
persons in the Town of Warsaw are assigned to HD 21, and none are assigned to
the other House district in Warsaw (HD 4). RFA 210-212.

The map below depicts a screenshot of HD 21 from Maptitude, the program used
by Dr. Hofeller, which displays racial density by census block, shading which Dr.
Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing districts. This map
accurately depicts the predominance of race in the drawing of the 2011 version of
HD 21. RFA 222.
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House District 24

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, the black voting age population
(single race) in the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 24, based on the 2000 census,
was 54.76%, and the black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 and
2009 version of HD 24, based on the 2010 census, was 56.07%. RFA 224,

In accordance with Rep. Lewis’ instructions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black

voting age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of HD 24, based on the
2010 census, to 57.33%. RFA 225.

Dr. Hofeller had to divide Pitt County and Wilson County along racial lines in
order to meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus directions. The black voting age population
in the part of Pitt County in HD 24 is 54.74% and the black voting age population
in the part of Pitt in HD 8 is 34.13%. Answer | 183. The black voting age

33

Case 1:15-cv-00399-TDS-JEP Document 88 Filed 03/28/16 Page 37 of 146



145.

146.

147.

148.

population in the part of Wilson County in HD 24 is 61.58% and the black voting
age population in the part of Wilson in HD 8 is 23.42%. Answer { 185.

Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 24 was under
populated by 17,333 persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to fix this population
deviation and meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus instruction. As redrawn in 2011, HD 24
contains 13,586 more black persons than the 2003 and 2009 versions and 3,487
more white persons than the 2003 and 2009 versions. RFA 226.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, HD 24 as drawn in 2011 divided
12 precincts. Dr. Hofeller had to divide these precincts along racial lines in order
to meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus directions. Of the 11,510 black voting age persons
who reside in the 12 divided precincts in the 2011 version of HD 24, 6,026
(52.35%) were assigned to HD 24. RFA 227-228.

Dr. Hofeller also had to divide the Cities of Greenville and Wilson along racial
lines in order to meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus directions. As reported on the NCGA
redistricting website, 15,618 (58.28%) of the 23,409 black voting-age persons in
the city of Greenville are assigned to HD 24, and the remainder of 7,791 black
voting-age persons are assigned to two other House districts (HDs 8 and 9). As
reported on the NCGA redistricting website, 12,755 (74.43%) of the 17,137 black
voting-age persons in the city of Wilson are assigned to HD 24, and the remainder
of 4,382 black voting-age persons are assigned to one other House district (HD 8).
RFA 229-230.

The map below depicts a screenshot of HD 24 from Maptitude, the program used
by Dr. Hofeller, which displays racial density by census block, shading which Dr.
Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing districts. This map
accurately depicts the predominance of race in the drawing of the 2011 version of
HD 24. RFA 240.
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House Districts 29Iand 31 in Durham Countv.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, under the 2003 and 2009 House
plans, only one district located in Durham County had more than 40% black
voting age population and no district had 50% plus black voting age population.
In accordance with Rep. Lewis 50% plus and proportionality directions, Dr.
Hofeller drew two districts in Durham County with more than 50% black voting
age population. RFA 449-450.

The black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 and 2009 version of
HD 29, based on the 2000 census, was 44.71%, and the black voting age
population (any part black) in the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 29, based on the
2010 census, was 39.99%. RFA 242.

In accordance with Rep. Lewis directions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black voting
age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of HD 29, based on the 2010
census, to 51.34%. RFA 243.
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154.

155.

156.

157.

158.

159.

The black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 and 2009 version of
HD 31, based on the 2000 census, was 44.71%, and the black voting age
population (any part black) in the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 31, based on the
2010 census, was 47.23%. RFA 260.

In accordance with Rep. Lewis’ directions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black voting
age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of HD 31, based on the 2010
census, to 51.81%. RFA 261.

Four House districts are located in Durham County in the 2011 plan.. The Black
voting age population in HD 29 (51.34%) and HD 31 (51.81%) is more than twice
the Black voting age population in HD 30 (18.43%) and HD 50 (15.34%). Answer
7192

Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 29 was under
populated by 9,416 persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to fix this population deviation
and meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus instruction. As redrawn in 2011, HD 29 contains
13,286 more black persons than the 2003 and 2009 versions and 6,502 fewer white
persons than the 2003 and 2009 versions. RFA 244.

Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 31 was over
populated by 11,812 persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to fix this population
deviation. As redrawn in 2011, HD 31 contains 2,596 fewer black persons than
the 2003 and 2009 version and 9,097 fewer white persons than the 2003 and 2009
version. RFA 262.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, HD 29 as drawn in 2011 divided
14 precincts. Dr. Hofeller had to divide these precincts along racial lines in order
to meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus directions. Of the 21,292 black voting age persons
who reside in the 14 divided precincts in the 2011 version of HD 29, 11,580
(54.39%) were assigned to HD 29. RFA 246-247.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, HD 31 as drawn in 2011 divided
13 precincts. Dr. Hofeller had to divide these precincts along racial lines in order
to meet Rep. Lewis’ 505 plus directions. Of the 24,483 black voting age persons
who reside in the 13 divided precincts in the 2011 version of HD 31, 13,735
(56.1%) were assigned to HD 31. RFA 264-265.

Of the 33,761 black voting age persons who reside in the 21 divided precincts in
Durham County, 25,315 (75%) were assigned to HD 29 or HD 31. RFA 265.
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160. Dr. Hofeller also divided the City of Durham along racial lines in order to meet
Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus direction. According to the NCGA redistricting website,
58,868 (82.81%) of the 71,081 black voting age persons in the City of Durham are
assigned to HD 29 and 31, and the remainder of Durham’s black voting age
persons are assigned to three other districts. RFA 248.

161. The maps below depict screenshots of HD 29 and HD 31 from Maptitude, the
program used by Dr. Hofeller, which displays racial density by census block,
shading which Dr. Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing
districts. These maps accurately depict the predominance of race in the drawing of
the 2011 version of HD 29 and HD 31. RFA 258 and 275.
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House District 32

162. As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, the black voting age population
(any part black) in the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 32, based on the 2000 census,
was 36.22%, the black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 and
2009 version of HD 32, based on the 2010 census, was 35.88%. RFA 277.

163. In accordance with Rep. Lewis’ directions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black voting
age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of HD 32, based on the 2010
census, was 50.45%. RFA 278.

164. Dr. Hofeller had to divide Granville County along racial lines in order to meet
Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus directions. The black voting age population in the part of
Granville County in HD 32 is 54.26% and the black voting age population in the
part of Granville in HD 2 is 26.57%. Answer { 202.
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168.

Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 32 was over
populated by 78 persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to fix this population deviation
and meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus instruction.. As redrawn in 2011, HD 32 contains
14,346 more black persons than the 2003 and 2009 version and 11,147 fewer
white persons than the 2003 and 2009 version. RFA 158.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, HD 32 as drawn in 2011 divided 5
precincts. Dr. Hofeller had to divide these precincts along racial lines in order to
meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus directions. Of the 4,299 black voting age persons who
reside in the 5 divided precincts in the 2011 version of HD 32, 3,525 (82%) were
assigned to HD 32. RFA 280-281.

Dr. Hofeller also had to divide the Town of Oxford along racial lines in order to
meet Rep. Lewis” 50% plus directions.. As reported on the NCGA redistricting
website, 3,296 (92.92%) of the 3,547 black voting-age persons in the city of
Oxford are assigned to HD 32. RFA 282.

The map below depicts a screenshot of HD 32 from Maptitude, the program used
by Dr. Hofeller, which displays racial density by census block, shading which Dr.
Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing districts. This map
accurately depicts the predominance of race in the drawing of the 2011 version of
HD 32. RFA 287.
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169. As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, under the 2003 and 2009 House
plans, only one district located in Wake County had more than 40% black voting
age population and no district had 50% plus black voting age population. In
accordance with Rep. Lewis’ directions, Dr. Hofeller drew two districts in the
2011 plan with more than 50% black voting age population. RFA 447-448.

170. There are 11 House districts in Wake county in the 2011 plan. The black voting
age population in HD 33 (51.42%) and HD 38 (51.37%) is three times larger than
the black voting age population in the remaining eight districts. The black voting
age population in HD 11 is 14.84%; in HD 34 is 17.03%; in HD 35 is 17.41%; in
HD 36 is 7.74%; in HD 37 is 13.83%; in HD 40 is 9.76%; in HD 41 is 7.40%; and
in HD 49 is 8.87%. Answer { 207.
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172.

173.

174.

175.

176.

177.

178.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, the black voting age population
(any part black) in the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 38, based on the 2000 census,
was 49.19%, and the black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 and
2009 version of HD 38, based on the 2010 census, was 51.74%. RFA 302.

In accordance with Rep. Lewis’ directions, Dr. Hofeller drew the 2011 version of
HD 33, based on the 2010 census, at 51.42% black voting age population (any part
black). RFA 288.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, the black voting age population
(any part black) in the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 38, based on the 2000 census,
was 31.63%, and the black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 and
2009 version of HD 38, based on the 2010 census, was 27.96%. RFA 302.

In accordance with Rep. Lewis’ directions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black voting
age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of HD 38, based on the 2010
census to 51.37%. RFA 303.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, HD 33 as drawn in 2011 divided
13 precincts. Dr. Hofeller had to divide these precincts along racial lines in order
to meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus directions. Of the 14,311 black voting age persons
who reside in the 13 divided precincts in the 2011 version of HD 33, 9,179
(64.14%) were assigned to HD 33. RFA 289-290.

HD 38 as drawn in 2011 divided 13 precincts. Dr. Hofeller had to divide those
precincts along racial lines in order to meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus directions. Of
the 23,297 black voting age persons who reside in the 13 divided precincts in the
2011 version of HD 38, 15,208 (65.28%) were assigned to HD 38. RFA 305-306.

Dr. Hofeller also had to divide the City of Raleigh along racial lines in order to
meet Rep. Lewis 50% plus directions for HD 33 and 38. According to the NCGA
redistricting website, 56,800 (66.81%) of the 87,699, black voting age persons in
the City of Raleigh are assigned to HD 33 and 38, and the remainder of Raleigh’s
black voting age persons are assigned to 7 other districts. RFA 307.

Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 38 was over
populated by 4,813 persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to fix this population deviation
and to meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus direction. As redrawn in 2011, HD 38 contains
19,027 more black persons than the 2003 and 2009 version and 24,294 fewer
white persons than the 2003 and 2009 version. RFA 304.
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179.

The maps below depict screenshots of HD 33 and 38 from Maptitude, the program
used by Dr. Hofeller, which displays racial density by census block, shading
which Dr. Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing districts. These
maps accurately depict the predominance of race in the drawing of the 2011
version of HD 33 and HD 38. RFA 300, 312.
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As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, the black voting age population
(any part black) in the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 42, based on the 2000 census,
was 45.11%, and the black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 and
2009 version of HD 42, based on the 2010 census, was 47.94%. RFA 314.

In accordance with Rep. Lewis’ directions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black voting
age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of HD 42, based on the 2010
census, to 52.56%. RFA 315.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, the black voting age population
(any part black) in the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 43, based on the 2000 census,
was 48.69%, and the black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 and
2009 version of HD 43, based on the 2010 census, was 54.69%. RFA 331.
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185.
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In accordance with Rep. Lewis’ directions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black
voting age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of HD 43, based on the
2010 census, to 51.45%. RFA 332.

Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 42 was under
populated by 11,017 persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to fix this population
deviation and meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus instruction. As redrawn in 2011, HD 42
contains 9,681 more black persons than the 2003 and 2009 version and 137 fewer
white persons than the 2003 and 2009 version. RFA 316.

There are 27 divided precincts in the 2011 House plan in Cumberland County. Dr.
Hofeller divided these precincts along racial lines in order to meet Rep. Lewis’
50% plus directions. Of the 60,868 black voting age persons who reside in the 27
divided precincts in Cumberland County, 40,998 (67.4%) were assigned to HD 42
or HD 43. RFA 318.

Dr. Hofeller also had to divide the City of Fayetteville along racial lines in order to
meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus directions for HD 42 and 43. According to the NCGA
redistricting website, 50,745 (80.37%) of the 63,138 black voting age persons in
the City of Fayetteville are assigned to HD 42 and 43, and the remainder are
assigned to two other districts. RFA 3109.

The maps below depict screenshots of HD 42 and 43 from Maptitude, the program
used by Dr. Hofeller, which displays racial density by census block, shading
which Dr. Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing districts. These
maps accurately depict the predominance of race in the drawing of the 2011
version of HD 42 and 43. RFA 329, 345.
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House District 48

188. As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, the black voting age population
(any part black) in the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 48, based on the 2000 census,
was 45.46%, and the black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 and
2009 version of HD 48, based on the 2010 census, was 45.56%. RFA 347.

189. In accordance with Rep. Lewis’ directions, Dr. Hofeller increased the black voting
age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of HD 48, based on the 2010
census to 51.27%. RFA 348.

190. In order to meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus directions for HD 48, Dr. Hofeller had to
divide Hoke, Richmond, Robeson and Scotland Counties along racial lines. The
black voting age population in the part of Hoke County in HD 48 is 45.51% and
the black voting age population in the part of Hoke in HD 66 is 27.51%. Answer {
225 The black voting age population in the part of Richmond County in HD 48 is
50.91% and the black voting age population in the part of Richmond in HD 66 is
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191.

192.

193.

194.

15.16 %. Answer  227. The black voting age population in the part of Robeson
County in HD 48 57.79%; the black voting age population in the part of Robeson
in HD 47 is 17.36%; and the black voting age population in the part of Robeson in
HD 66 is 29.53%. Answer | 229. The black voting age population in the part of
Scotland County in HD 48 is 49.84% and the black voting age population in the
part of Scotland in HD 66 is 16.62%. Answer { 231.

Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 48 was under
populated by 13,018 persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to fix this population
deviation and meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus instruction. As redrawn in 2011, HD 48
contains 12,908 more black persons than the 2003 and 2009 version and 6,751
more white persons than the 2003 and 2009 version. RFA 349.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, HD 48 as drawn in 2011 divided
31 precincts. Dr. Hofeller divided these 31 precincts divided along racial lines in
order to meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus directions. Of the 28,686 black voting age
persons who reside in the 31 divided precincts in the 2011 version of HD 48,
22,352 (77.9%) were assigned to HD 48. RFA 350-351.

Dr. Hofeller also had to divide the Towns of Ellerbee, Fairmont, Hamlet,
Laurinburg, and Rockingham along racial lines in order to meet Rep. Lewis’ 50%
plus directions. As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, 280 (95.24%) of
the 294 black voting-age persons in the Town of Ellerbe are assigned to HD 48,
and the remainder of 14 black voting-age persons are assigned to one other House
district (HD 66); 1,095 (99.91%) of the 1,096 black voting-age persons in the
Town of Fairmont are assigned to HD 48, and the remaining (one) black voting-
age person is assigned to HD 47; 1,292 (78.88%) of the 1,638 black voting-age
persons in the Town of Hamlet are assigned to HD 48, and the remainder of 346
black voting-age persons are assigned to one other House district (HD 66); 4,455
(85.87%) of the 5,188 black voting-age persons in the Town of Laurinburg are
assigned to HD 48, and the remainder of 733 black voting-age persons are
assigned to one other House district (HD 66); 1,592 (72.30%) of the 2,202 black
voting-age persons in the Town of Rockingham are assigned to HD 48, and the
remainder of 610 black voting-age persons are assigned to one other House district
(HD 66). RFA 352-356.

The map below depicts a screenshot of HD 48 from Maptitude, the program used
by Dr. Hofeller, which displays racial density by census block, shading which Dr.
Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing districts. This map
accurately depicts the predominance of race in the drawing of the 2011 version of
HD 48. RFA 368.
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HD 57, 58, and 60 in Guilford County

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, under the 2003 and 2009 House
plans, only two districts located in Guilford County had more than 40% black
voting age population. In accordance with Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus and
proportionality directions, Dr. Hofeller drew three districts in Guilford County in
2011 with more than 50% black voting age population. RFA 451-452.

As reported on the NCGA redistricting website, the black voting age population
(any part black) in the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 57, based on the 2000 census,
was 21.38%, and the black voting age population (any part black) in the 2003 and
2009 version of HD 57, based on the 2010 census, was 29.93%. RFA 367.

To meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus and proportionality directions, Dr. Hofeller
increased the black voting age population (any part black) in the 2011 version of
HD 57, based on the 2010 census, was 50.69%. RFA 368.
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198.

199.

200.

201.

202.

There are six House districts in Guilford County in the 2011 plan. The Black
voting age population in HD 57 (50.69%), HD 58 (51.11%), and HD 60 (51.36%),
Is three times larger than the black voting age population in the other Guilford
House districts. The black voting age population in HD 59 is 13.58%; in HD 61 is
15.33%; and in HD 62 is 13.30%. . Answer  236.

Based on the 2010 census, the 2003 and 2009 version of HD 57 was under
populated by 3,547 persons. Dr. Hofeller used race to fix this population deviation
and meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus and proportionality instructions. As redrawn in
2011, HD 57 contains 17,508 more black persons than the 2003 and 2009 version
and 11,624 fewer white persons than the 2003 and 2009 version. RFA 370.

There are 37 divided precincts in Guilford County in the 2011 House plan. Dr.
Hofeller divided these precincts along racial lines in order to meet Rep. Lewis’
50% plus and proportionality directions. Of the 33,673 black voting age persons
who reside in the 37 divided precincts in Guilford County, 26,148 (77.7%) were
assigned to HD 57, HD 58, or HD 60. RFA 371-372.

Dr. Hofeller also had to divide the City of Greensboro along racial lines in order to
meet Rep. Lewis’ 50% plus and proportionality directions. According to the
NCGA redistricting website, 73,941 (88.39%) of the 83,647 black voting age
persons in the City of Greensboro are assigned to HD 57, 58 and 60, and the
remainder of Greensboro’s black voting age persons are assigned to three other
districts. RFA 373.

The maps below depict screenshots of HD 57, 58, and 60 from Maptitude, the
program used by Dr. Hofeller, which displays racial density by census block,
shading which Dr. Hofeller acknowledged he had displayed when drawing
districts. These maps accurately depict the predominance of race in the drawing of
the 2011 version of HD 57, 58, and 60. RFA 376, 388, 399.

49

Case 1:15-cv-00399-TDS-JEP Document 88 Filed 03/28/16 Page 53 of 146



Percent BVAP
A— e
|1 20% and below
AU T 20% - 40%

A 40% - 60%

-
/7| I 60% - 80%
: /| I 80% and above
{5 T

| =

50

Case 1:15-cv-00399-TDS-JEP Document 88 Filed 03/28/16 Page 54 of 146



