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Figure 101: We plot ranked marginal distributions in the ensemble of House districts for
Mecklenburg (left) and Wake (right). We compare our original distribution that does not
split precincts, with the plans from the ensemble that have been altered to achieve com-
pliant population deviation and split fewer than four precincts. In Mecklenburg, we also
display the collection of split-precinct plans that split 3 or fewer precincts.



