Mattingly Report Table 2

Less than P% of plans Less than P% of plans
have fewer than S seats have more than S seats
Elec. Enacted Ensemble Median | S(P=1%) S(P=5%) S(P =25%) | S(P=25%) S(P=5%) S(P=1%)
USS10 | 39 36 34 36 35 37 39 40
GV12 | 43 39 38 39 38 40 42 43
LGl16 | 42 43 41 43 42 44 46 47
USS16 | 42 43 42 43 42 44 46 47
PRI12 | 43 46 44 46 45 47 49 50
USS14 | 45 47 45 47 46 48 50 51
PR16 | 45 48 46 48 47 49 50 51
PRO8 44 49 47 49 48 50 52 53
LG12 | 48 50 48 50 49 51 53 54
AGl16 | 44 50 48 50 49 51 53 54
GV16 | 47 51 49 51 50 52 54 55
CI12 51 56 54 56 55 57 58 59
LGO8 | 56 63 61 63 62 65 66 67
CIOS8 57 65 63 65 64 66 68 69
GV08 | 62 66 64 66 65 67 68 69
USS08 | 60 71 69 71 70 72 74 75
AGO8 | 92 94 92 94 93 95 96 97

Table 2: We summarize the range of expected partisan results in the enacted plan and the ensemble for the North Carolina House. The results are from our primary
enesemble that respects municipalities, population, compactness and whole county/traversal criteria.
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