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Number of Democratic−Favoring Districts (out of 50), After Applying Uniform Swing

Figure U7: Number of Democratic Districts Under Alternative Uniform Swings in Senate Simulation Set 1 Plans

(Numbers in this figure report the number of simulated plans (out of 1,000) that would contain a particular number of Democratic districts
(listed along the horizontal axis) under each uniform swing condition (listed in the left margin). Red stars denote calculations for the 2017 Senate Plan.)
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