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Table 1 – 2010 Decennial Census Total Population Demographics for Virginia Beach 
 

Demographic Population No. (%) 
Non-Hispanic white 282,470 (64.5%) 
Non-Hispanic Black/African 
American 

83,210 (19.0%) 

Hispanic/Latino 28,987 (6.6%) 
Non-Hispanic Asian 26,312 (6.0%) 
Non-Hispanic “Two or More Races” 14,201 (3.2%) 
Total Population 437,994 (100%) 

 
P-0161 at 3, P-0075 at 8, DTX 132 at 1. 
 
Table 2 – Total Population Demographic Estimates for Virginia Beach using ACS 5 Year 
Estimates (2014-2018) 
 

Demographic Population No. (%) 
Non-Hispanic white 279,0288 (62.0%) 
Non-Hispanic Black/African 
American 

83,234 (18.5%) 

Hispanic/Latino 36,043 (8.0%) 
Non-Hispanic Asian 29,330 (6.5%) 
Non-Hispanic “Two or More Races” 20,264 (4.5%) 
Total Population 450,135 (100%) 

 
P-0164 at 3, DTX 132 at 4. 
 
Table 3 – Total Population Demographic Estimates for Virginia Beach using ACS 5 Year 
Estimates 2013-2017 
 

Demographic Population No. (%) 
Non-Hispanic white 281,070 (62.5%) 
Non-Hispanic Black/African 
American 

82,987 (18.4%) 

Hispanic/Latino 32,255 (7.8%) 
Non-Hispanic Asian 29,055 (6.5%) 
Non-Hispanic “Two or More Races” 19,655 (4.4%) 
Total Population 450,057 (100%) 

 
P-0163 at 3, DTX 132 at 6. 
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Table 4 – Total Population by Major Race/Ethnicity (1990-2017) for Virginia Beach 
 

 1990 2000 2010 

5Yr ACS 13-
17 

MP2015^ 2017** 
Total Pop 393,069 425,257 437,994 450,055 450,435 
Hispanic 12,137 17,770 28,987 35,255 36,723 
White 309,712 295,402 282,470 281,675 277,338 
Black 53,720 79,092 83,210 83,290 82,181 
Asian 15,920 20,618 26,312 29,330 29,735 
HBA* 81,777 117,480 138,509 147,875 148,639 

 1990% 2000% 2010% 

5Yr ACS 13-
17 

MP2015%^ 2017%** 
Hispanic% 3.09% 4.18% 6.62% 7.83% 8.15% 
White% 78.79% 69.46% 64.49% 62.59% 61.57% 
Black% 13.67% 18.60% 19.00% 18.51% 18.24% 
Asian% 4.05% 4.85% 6.01% 6.52% 6.60% 
HBA*% 20.80% 27.63% 31.62% 32.86% 33.00% 

Note: Race categories are Alone (Single Race) Not Hispanic categories 
* HBA = Hispanic or Latino, Black and Asian combined 
** 2017 1-Year ACS Data 
^ 5Yr ACS1317 MP2015 – 5Yr 2013-2017 ACS with a midpoint of 2015 
 
P-0075 at 8. 
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Table 5 – VAP by Major Race/Ethnicity (1990 – 2017) for Virginia Beach 
 

 1990 2000 2010 
MP2015 

5Yr ACS 13-17^ 2017** 
VAP 283,182 308,369 332,745 334,565 341,027 
WhiteVAP 227,727 222,538 224,188 225,285 223,852 
HispVAP 7,933 11,274 18,765 19,215 25,630 
BlackVAP 35,811 52,283 60,212 60,145 65,558 
AsianVAP 10,675 15,828 20,978 21,810 25,815 
HBAVAP 54,419 79,385 99,955 661,020 117,003 

 1990% 2000% 2010% 
MP2015 

5Yr ACS 13-17%^ 2017% 
      
WhiteVAP% 80.42% 72.17% 67.38% 67.34% 65.64% 
HispVAP% 2.80% 3.66% 5.64% 5.74% 7.52% 
BlackVAP% 12.65% 16.95% 18.10% 17.98% 19.22% 
AsianVAP% 3.77% 5.13% 6.30% 6.52% 7.57% 
HBAVAP% 19.22% 25.74% 30.04% 30.24% 34.31% 

Note: Race categories are Alone (Single Race) Not Hispanic categories; HBAVAP = Hispanic or Latino 
VAP, Black VAP and Asian VAP combined 

** 2017 1 Year ACS data which includes Hispanic or Latino persons for the race categories of Black and 
Asian from American FactFinder. Male and Female totals were summed together to produce the total 
VAP for each race/ethnicity. 

^ 5Yr ACS1317 – 5Yr 2013-2017 ACS with a midpoint of 2015 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau PL94-171 data for 1990, 2000, 2010; American Community Survey 2013-

2017 5-Year and 2017 1-Year data. 
 

P-0075 at 9. 
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Table 6 – CVAP by Major Race/Ethnicity (2000 – 2017) for Virginia Beach, VA 
 

 2000^ 

2010MP** 
2008- 

2012 ACS 

2015MP** 
2013- 

2017 ACS 2017*** 
CVAP 298,470 320,785 334,515 334,824 
WhiteCVAP 218,685 220,845 222,635 218,891 
HispCVAP 8,605 16,185 20,265 21,066 
BlackCVAP 51,055 58,805 62,150 65,071 
AsianCVAP 11,785 17,100 18,805 20,180 
HBACVAP 71,445 92,090 101,220 106,317 

 2000%^ 

2010MP** 
2008- 

2012 ACS% 

2015MP** 
2013- 

2017 ACS% 2017%*** 
WhiteCVAP
% 73.27% 68.85% 66.55% 65.37% 
HispCVAP% 2.88% 5.05% 6.06% 6.29% 
BlackCVAP% 17.11% 18.33% 18.58% 19.43% 
AsianCVAP% 3.95% 5.33% 5.62% 6.03% 
HBACVAP% 23.94% 28.71% 30.26% 31.75% 

Note: Race categories are Alone (Single Race) Not Hispanic categories (excluding 2017) 
^ Using 2000 Decennial Survey Long Form Special Tabulation 
* HBACVAP = Hispanic or Latino CVAP, Black CVAP and Asian CVAP combined 
** 2010MP and 2015MP are the midpoints for 2008-2012 ACS 2013-2017 ACS surveys. Although, the 
Census Bureau dissuades the use of the midpoint to denote a specific ACS, the midpoint continues to be a 
halfway point for the 5 Year ACS survey average. The use of midpoints as well as the mixed-year surveys 
included in this table occurs to present the likely trends of the CVAP race/ethnicity categories. 
*** 2017 1 Year ACS data which includes Hispanic or Latino persons for the race categories of Black 
and Asian 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau data for 2000 (Special Tabulation) decennial census long form, 2008-2012 
5Yr ACS, 2013-2017 5Yr ACS; American Community Survey 2017 1-Year data. 
 
P-0075 at 11. 
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Table 7 – VAB Population of HBA Residing in >40% and >50% HBA Census Tracts 
 

HBA% 
Census Tract # CTs Hispanic Black Asian HBATotal 

>40% 31 13,188 49,113 13,735 76,036 
>50% 10 4,629 22,381 4,102 31,112 

City Total 100 28,987 83,210 26,312 138,509 
HBA% 

Census Tract # CTs Hispanic% Black% Asian% HBATotal
% 

>40% 31 45.50% 59.02% 52.20% 54.90% 
>50% 10 15.97% 26.90% 15.59% 22.46% 

City Total 100 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 
Note: HBATotal – Total Hispanic, Black, and Asian combined persons (Not Hispanic Black and Asian 
categories); and CT – Census Tract 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2013-2017 5-Year ACS data using Maptitude for Redistricting Dataview 
Statistical Summary option 
 
P-0075 at 17.  
 
Table 8 – Current City Council Residency Plan Compactness Measurements 
 

District Reock Polsby-Popper Convex Hull 
1 0.29 0.26 0.66 
2 0.34 0.21 0.58 
3 0.30 0.21 0.60 
4 0.30 0.31 0.83 
5 0.48 0.54 0.85 
6 0.47 0.48 0.89 
7 0.54 0.55 0.91 

 
P-0075 at 22. 
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Table 9 – Plan 2 – Major Race/Ethnicity, Single Race, CVAP using ACS 5 Year Estimates 
(2013-2017) 
 

District 
CVAP 13-

17ACS Dev 
HCVAP 

13-17ACS 
WCVAP 

13-17ACS 
BCVAP 

13-17ACS 
ACVAP 

13-17ACS 
HBACVAP 
13-17ACS 

1 29,761 157 2,176 13,730 9,135 3,566 14,888 
2 32,804 -2090 2,235 15,543 12,810 1,367 16,415 

District 

% 
CVAP 

13-17ACS 
% 

Dev 

% 
HCVAP 

13-17ACS 

% 
WCVAP 

13-17ACS 

% 
BCVAP 

13-17ACS 

% 
ACVAP 

13-17ACS 

% 
HBACVAP 
13-17ACS 

1 29,761 0.36% 7.31% 46.13% 30.69% 11.98% 50.03% 

2 32,804 
-

4.77% 6.81% 47.38% 39.05% 4.17% 50.04% 
 
P-0085 at 17. 
 
Table 10 – Plan 2 – Major Race/Ethnicity, Single Race, CVAP using ACS 5 Year Estimates 
(2014-2018 ACS) 
 

District % Dev 
% HCVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% WCVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% BCVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% ACVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% HBACVAP 
14-18 ACS 

District 1 -0.36% 7.49% 44.02% 31.57% 12.67% 51.77% 
District 2 -4.77% 7.73% 46.44% 38.58% 4.43% 50.75% 
 
P-0084 at 6-7. 
 
Table 11 – Plan 2 – HBA & HBA plus B/W using CVAP (2013-2017) 
 

District 
CVAP 

13-17ACS 
HBA CVAP 
13-17ACS 

HBA CVAP plus 
Black/White 13-17ACS 

1 29,761 14,888 15,210 
2 32,804 16,415 16,755 

District 

% 
CVAP 

13-17ACS 

% 
HBA CVAP 
13-17ACS 

% 
HBA CVAP plus 

Black/White 
13-17ACS 

1 29,761 50.03% 51.11% 
2 32,804 50.04% 51.08% 

 
P-0085 at 17. 
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Table 12 – Plan 2 – HBA & HBA plus B/W using CVAP (2014-2018 ACS) 
 

District % HBA CVAP plus 
Black/White 14-18 ACS 

District 1 52.91% 
District 2 51.88% 

 
P-0084 at 7; P-0085 at 17. 
 
Table 13 – Plan 2 – Compactness Measurements 
 

District Reock Polsby-Popper Convex Hull 
1 0.36 0.31 0.67 
2 0.24 0.20 0.58 
3 0.43 0.46 0.79 
4 0.56 0.41 0.81 
5 0.38 0.41 0.85 
6 0.29 0.31 0.76 
7 0.53 0.56 0.86 
8 0.24 0.20 0.58 
9 0.41 0.40 0.81 
10 0.53 0.53 0.90 

 
P-0075 at 21. 
 
Table 14 – Plan 2 and City Council Residency Districts Compactness Measurements 

 
District Reock Polsby-Popper Convex Hull 

Plan 2 Min 0.24 0.20 0.58 
Plan 2 Max 0.56 0.56 0.90 

City Council Min 0.29 0.21 0.58 
City Council Max 0.53 0.53 0.89 

 
P-0075 at 22. 
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Table 15 – Plan 2 vs Current Residency Plan Split VTDs 
 

Illustrative Plan 
District # of Splits 

1 6 
2 5 
3 1 
4 5 
5 1 
6 2 
7 0 
8 4 
9 0 
10 0 

Current Residency Plan 
District # of Splits 

1 7 
2 13 
3 13 
4 7 
5 5 
6 8 
7 6 

 
P-0075 at 23. 
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Table 16 – Socio-economic factors considered by Mr. Fairfax when drawing Plans, using 
ACS 5 Year Estimates (2013-2017) 
 

Relevance Geographic 
Unit 

Household 
median 
income 

Over 25 year-
olds with no 
high school 

diploma 

Percent 
below 

poverty 
level 

Median 
home 
value 

Whole City Virginia Beach $70,500 6.6% 8% $267,000 
Majority 
Hispanic, 
Black, and 
Asian census 
tracts in 
District 1 of 
Plan 2 

Census Tract 
454.06, 
Virginia Beach 

$56,370 13.3% 8.4% $238,600 

Census Tract 
458.09, 
Virginia Beach 

$68,257 6.2% 1.5% $199,000 

Census Tract 
458.10, 
Virginia Beach 

$41,146 13.6% 39.% $144,400 

Census Tract 
460.13, 
Virginia Beach 

$54,414 5.8% 11.4% $163,000 

Majority 
Hispanic, 
Black, and 
Asian census 
tracts in 
District 2 of 
Plan 2 

Census Tract 
402, Virginia 
Beach 

$46,952 14.8% 19.9% $124,600 

Census Tract 
404.02, 
Virginia Beach 

$41,852 15.1% 14.9% $164,700 

Census Tract 
406, Virginia 
Beach 

$53,007 4.9% 20.2% $153,400 

Census Tract 
462.20, 
Virginia Beach 

$41,898 7.0% 12.3% $211,000 

Census Tract 
462.21, 
Virginia Beach 

$54.076 14.2% 18.1% $148,300 

 
P-0075 at 24, P-0076 at 61-77.  
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Table 17 – Plan 3 – Major Race/Ethnicity, Single Race, CVAP using ACS 5 Year Estimates 
(2013-2017) 
 

District 
CVAP 

13-17ACS Dev 
HCVAP 

13-17ACS 
WCVAP 

13-17ACS 
BCVAP 

13-17ACS 
ACVAP 

13-17ACS 
HBACVAP 
13-17ACS 

1 28300 -2091 2119 12609 9056 3407 14575 
2 32634 -1822 2346 15004 13141 1387 16851 

District 
%CVAP 

13-17ACS % Dev 

% 
HCVAP 

13-17ACS 

% 
WCVAP 

13-17ACS 

% 
BCVAP 

13-17ACS 

% 
ACVAP 

13-17ACS 

% 
HBACVAP 
13-17ACS 

1 28300 -4.77% 7.49% 44.55% 32.00% 12.04% 51.50% 
2 32634 -4.16% 7.19% 45.98% 40.27% 4.25% 51.64% 

 
P-0079 at 5. 
 
Table 18 – Plan 3 – Major Race/Ethnicity, Single Race, CVAP using ACS 5 Year Estimates 
(2014-2018) 
 

District % Dev 
% HCVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% WCVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% BCVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% ACVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% HBACVAP 
14-18 ACS 

District 1  -4.77% 7.67% 42.66% 32.55% 12.89% 53.07% 
District 2 -4.16% 8.15% 45.20% 39.58% 4.47% 52.16% 

 
P-0084 at 7.  
 
Table 19 – Plan 3 – HBA & HBA plus B/W using CVAP (2013-2017 ACS) 
 

District 
% HBA CVAP plus 

Black/White 13-17ACS 
1 52.64% 
2 52.62% 

 
P-0085 at 24. P-0080 at 3. 
 
Table 20 Plan 3 – HBA & HBA plus B/W using CVAP (2014-18 ACS) 
 

District 
% HBA CVAP plus 

Black/White 14-18ACS 
1 54.31% 
2 53.23% 

 
P-0085 at 24. 
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Table 21 – Plan 3 – Compactness Measures 
 

 Reock Polsby-Popper Convex Hull 
District 1 0.31 0.20 0.58 
District 2 0.20 0.16 0.54 

 
 
P-0080 at 5. 
 
Table 22 – Plan 4 – Major Race/Ethnicity, Single Race, CVAP using ACS 5 Year Estimates 
(2013-2017) 
 

District 
CVAP 13-

17ACS Dev 
HCVAP 

13-17ACS 
WCVAP 

13-17ACS 
BCVAP 

13-17ACS 
ACVAP 13-

17ACS 
HBACVAP 
13-17ACS 

1 28,225 -2,118 2135 12750 8865 3405 14405 
2 32,395 -1,924 2265 15025 13080 1200 16545 

District 
% CVAP 
13-17ACS % Dev 

% 
HCVAP 

13-17ACS 

% 
WCVAP 

13-17ACS 
% BCVAP 
13-17ACS 

% ACVAP 
13-17ACS 

% HBACVAP 
13-17ACS 

1 28,225 -4.84% 7.56% 45.17% 31.41% 12.06% 51.04% 
2 32,395 -4.39% 6.99% 46.38% 40.38% 3.70% 51.07% 

 
P-0080 at 10; P-0085 at 31. 
 
Table 23 – Plan 4 – Major Race/Ethnicity, Single Race, CVAP using ACS 5 Year Estimates 
(2014-2018) 
 

District % Dev 
% HCVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% WCVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% BCVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% ACVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% HBACVAP 
14-18 ACS 

District 1 -4.84% 7.36% 43.10% 32.48% 12.89% 52.72% 
District 2 -4.39% 8.47% 45.14% 39.55% 4.09% 52.11% 

 
P-0084 at 6-7; P-0085 at 31. 
 
Table 24 – Plan 4 – HBA & HBA plus B/W using CVAP (2013-17 ACS) 
 

District 
% HBA CVAP plus 

Black/White 13-17 ACS 
1 52.15% 
2 52.12% 

 
P-0084 at 6-7; P-0085 at 31. 
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Table 25 – Plan 4 – HBA & HBA plus B/W using CVAP (2014-18 ACS) 
 

District 
% HBA CVAP plus 

Black/White 14-18 ACS 
1 53.94% 
2 53.25% 

 
P-0084 at 6-7; P-0085 at 31. 
 
Table 26 – Plan 4 – Compactness Scores 
 

 Reock Polsby-Popper Convex Hull 
District 1 0.32 0.21 0.61 
District 2 0.20 0.15 0.49 

 
P-0080 at 12. 
 
Table 27 – Plan 5 – Major Race/Ethnicity, Single Race, CVAP using ACS 5 Year Estimates 
(2013-2017) 
 

District 
CVAP 13-

17ACS Dev 
HCVAP 

13-17ACS 
WCVAP 

13-17ACS 
BCVAP 13-

17ACS 
ACVAP 13-

17ACS 
HBACVAP 
13-17ACS 

1 31,584 -2,139 2,676 13,262 12,239 2,314 17,205 
2 31,674 1,480 2,277 14,200 10,877 3,311 16,444 

District 
% CVAP 
13-17ACS % Dev 

% 
HCVAP 

13-17ACS 
%WCVAP 
13-17ACS 

% BCVAP 
13-17ACS 

% ACVAP 
13-17ACS 

% HBACVAP 
13-17ACS 

1 31,584 -4.88% 8.47% 41.99% 38.75% 7.33% 54.47% 
2 31,674 -3.38% 7.19% 44.83% 34.34% 10.45% 51.92% 
 
P-0080 at 17. 
 
Table 28 – Plan 5 – HBA & HBA plus B/W using CVAP (2013-17 ACS) 
 

District 
% HBA CVAP plus 

Black/White 13-17 ACS 
1 55.72% 
2 52.75% 

 
P-0079 at 7; P-0080 at 17. 
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Table 29 – Plan 5 – Compactness Scores 
 

 Reock Polsby-Popper Convex Hull 
District 1 0.14 0.14 0.49 
District 2 0.12 0.12 0.41 

 
P-0080 at 19. 
 
Table 30 – Plan 6 – Major Race/Ethnicity, Single Race, CVAP using ACS 5 Year Estimates 
(2013-2017) 

 

District 
CVAP 13-

17ACS Dev 
HCVAP 

13-17ACS 
WCVAP 

13-17ACS 
BCVAP 

13-17ACS 
ACVAP 13-

17ACS 
HBACVAP 
13-17ACS 

1 29,761 157 2,176 13,730 9,135 3,566 14,888 
2 34,338 269 2,415 16,185 13,451 1,375 17,251 

District 
% CVAP 
13-17ACS % Dev 

% HCVAP 
13-17ACS 

% WCVAP 
13-17ACS 

% BCVAP 
13-17ACS 

% ACVAP 
13-17ACS 

% HBACVAP 
13-17ACS 

1 29761 -0.36% 7.31% 46.13% 30.69% 11.98% 50.03% 
2 34338 -0.61% 7.03% 47.13% 39.17% 4.0% 50.24% 

 
P-0084 at6 – 7; P-0085 at 18. 
 
Table 31 – Plan 6 – Major Race/Ethnicity, Single Race, CVAP using ACS 5 Year Estimates 
(2014-2018) 
 

District % Dev 
% HCVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% WCVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% BCVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% ACVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% HBACVAP 
14-18 ACS 

District 1 -.36% 7.49% 44.02% 31.57% 12.67% 51.77% 
District 2 0.61% 7.97% 46.22% 38.52% 4.39% 50.93% 

 
P-0084 at 6-7; P-0085 at 18. 
 
Table 32 – Plan 6 – HBA & HBA plus B/W using CVAP (2013-17 ACS) 
 

District 
% HBA CVAP plus 

Black/White 13-17 ACS 
1 51.11% 
2 51.23% 

 
P-0085 at 18. 
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Table 33 – Plan 6 – HBA & HBA plus B/W using CVAP (2014-18 ACS) 
 

District 
% HBA CVAP plus 

Black/White 14-18 ACS 
1 52.91% 
2 52.02% 

 
P-0084 at 6-7; P-0085 at 18. 
 
Table 34 – Plan 6 – Compactness Scores 
 

District Reock Polsby-Popper Convex Hull 
District 1 0.36 0.31 0.67 
District 2 0.21 0.16 0.53 

 
P-0085 at 19. 
 
Table 35 Plan 7 – Major Race/Ethnicity, Single Race, CVAP using ACS 5 Year Estimates 
(2013-2017) 

 

District 
CVAP 

13-17ACS Dev 
HCVAP 13-

17ACS 
WCVAP 

13-17ACS 
BCVAP 13-

17ACS 
ACVAP 13-

17ACS 
HBACVAP 
13-17ACS 

1 28,300 -2,901 2,119 12,609 9,056 3,407 14,575 
2 34,061 48 2,427 15,847 13,522 1,388 17,326 

District 
% CVAP 
13-17ACS 

% 
Dev 

% HCVAP 
13-17ACS 

% WCVAP 
13-17ACS 

% BCVAP 
13-17ACS 

% ACVAP 
13-17ACS 

% HBACVAP 
13-17ACS 

1 28300 
-

4.77% 7.49% 44.55% 32.00% 12.04% 51.50% 
2 34061 0.11% 7.13% 46.53% 39.70% 4.08% 50.87% 

 
P-0085 at 25. 
 
Table 36 Plan 7 – Major Race/Ethnicity, Single Race, CVAP using ACS 5 Year Estimates 
(2014-2018) 
 

District % Dev 
% HCVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% WCVAP14-
18 ACS 

% BCVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% ACVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% HBACVAP 
14-18 ACS 

District 1 -4.77% 7.67% 42.66% 32.55% 12.89% 53.07% 
District 2 0.11% 8.05% 45.81% 38.94% 4.41% 51.37% 
 
P-0084 at 6-7; P-0085 at 25. 
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Table 37 – Plan 7 – HBA & HBA plus B/W using CVAP (2013-17 ACS) 
 

District 
% HBA CVAP plus 

Black/White 13-17 ACS 
1 52.64% 
2 51.87% 

 
P-0085 at 25. 
 
Table 38 – Plan 7 – HBA & HBA plus B/W using CVAP (2014-18 ACS) 
 

District 
% HBA CVAP plus 

Black/White 14-18 ACS 
1 54.31% 
2 52.47% 

 
P-0085 at 25. 
 
Table 39 – Plan 7 – Compactness Scores 
 

District Reock Polsby-Popper Convex Hull 
District 1 0.31 0.20 0.58 
District 2 0.21 0.15 0.51 

 
P-0085 at 26. 
 
Table 40 – Plan 8 – Major Race/Ethnicity, Single Race, CVAP using ACS 5 Year Estimates 
(2013-2017) 

 

District 
CVAP 13-

17ACS Dev 
HCVAP 

13-17ACS 
WCVAP 

13-17ACS 
BCVAP 

13-17ACS 
ACVAP 

13-17ACS 
HBACVAP 
13-17ACS 

1 28,225 -2,118 2,135 12,750 8,865 3,405 14,405 
2 34,905 704 2,645 16,305 13,805 1,250 17,700 

District 
% CVAP 
13-17ACS % Dev 

% 
HCVAP 

13-17ACS 

% 
WCVAP 

13-17ACS 
% BCVAP 
13-17ACS 

% 
ACVAP 

13-17ACS 

% 
HBACVAP 
13-17ACS 

1 28,225 -4.84% 7.56% 45.17% 31.41% 12.06% 51.04% 
2 34,905 1.61% 7.58% 46.71% 39.55% 3.58% 50.71% 

 
P-0085 at 32. 
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Table 41 – Plan 8 – Major Race/Ethnicity, Single Race, CVAP using ACS 5 Year Estimates 
(2014-2018) 
 

District % Dev 
% HCVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% WCVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% BCVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% ACVAP 
14-18 ACS 

% HBACVAP 
14-18 ACS 

District 1 -4.84% 7.36% 43.10% 32.48% 12.89% 52.72% 
District 2 1.61% 8.87% 45.91% 38.60% 3.91% 51.38% 

 
P-0084 at 6-7; P-0085 at 32. 
 
Table 42 – Plan 8 – HBA & HBA plus B/W using CVAP (2013-17 ACS) 
 

District 
% HBA CVAP plus 

Black/White 13-17 ACS 
1 52.15% 
2 51.68% 

 
P-0084 at 6-7; P-0085 at 32. 
 
Table 43 – Plan 8 – HBA & HBA plus B/W using CVAP (2014-18 ACS) 
 

District 
% HBA CVAP plus 

Black/White 14-18 ACS 
1 53.94% 
2 52.45% 

 
P-0085 at 32. 
 
Table 44 – Plan 8 – Compactness Scores 
 

District Reock Polsby-Popper Convex Hull 
District 1 0.32 0.21 0.61 
District 2 0.20 0.14 0.47 

 
P-0085 at 33. 
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Table 45 – Plan 9 – Major Race/Ethnicity, Single Race, CVAP using ACS 5 Year Estimates 
(2013-2017)  

District 
CVAP 13-

17ACS Dev 
HCVAP 

13-17ACS
WCVAP 

13-17ACS
BCVAP 13-

17ACS 
ACVAP 13-

17ACS 
HBACVAP 
13-17ACS

1 33,523 991 2,759 15,538 11,328 2,859 16,956 

District 
% CVAP 
13-17ACS

% 
Dev 

% HCVAP 
13-17ACS

%WCVAP 
13-17ACS

% BCVAP 
13-17ACS

% ACVAP 
13-17ACS

% HBACVAP 
13-17ACS

1 100% 2.26% 8.23% 46.35% 33.79% 8.53% 50.58% 

P-0080 at 24.

Table 46 – Plan 10 – Major Race/Ethnicity, Single Race, CVAP using ACS 5 Year 
Estimates (2013-2017) 

District 
CVAP 

13-17ACS Dev 
HCVAP 

13-17ACS
WCVAP 

13-17ACS
BCVAP 

13-17ACS
ACVAP 

13-17ACS
HBACVAP 
13-17ACS

1 30,597 -1,967 2,657 11,984 12,960 2,090 17,669 

District 
% CVAP 
13-17ACS

% 
Dev 

% HCVAP 
13-17ACS

% WCVAP 
13-17ACS

% BCVAP 
13-17ACS

% ACVAP 
13-17ACS

% HBACVAP 
13-17ACS

1 30,597 
-

4.49% 8.68% 39.17% 42.36% 6.83% 57.75% 

P-0080 at 54.

Table 47 – Plan 10 – Hispanic, White, Black CVAP, Single Race ACS 5-Year estimates 
(2013-2017) 

District 
CVAP 13-

17ACS Dev 
HCVAP 13-

17ACS 
WCVAP 

13-17ACS
BCVAP 

13-17ACS
HBCVAP 
13-17ACS

1 30,597 -1967 2,657 11,984 12,960 15,617 

District 
% CVAP 
13-17ACS

% 
Dev 

% HCVAP 
13-17ACS

% WCVAP 
13-17ACS

% BCVAP 
13-17ACS

% HBCVAP 
13-17ACS

1 30,597 
-

4.49% 8.68% 39.17% 42.36% 51.04% 

P-0080 at 30.
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Table 48 – Homogenous Precinct, Ecological Regression, and King’s Ecological Inference 
estimates for the 2008 at-large election race 

Candidate Overall vote (%) Demographic HP (%) ER (%) EI (%) 

Wilson^ 44.1 All Minority 22.0* 7.0* 8.3* 
White 57.1 59.3 58.8 

Allen 34.6 All Minority 58.7* 70.8* 70.5* 
White 22.9 20.0 19.9 

Strausbaugh 9.4 
All Minority 5.5* 6.7* 7.6* 
White 8.7 10.5 12.2 

Shuler 7.6 All Minority 9.4 10.0* 10.7* 
White 8.0 6.6 6.3 

Teator 4.2 All Minority 4.4* 5.5* 5.5* 
White 3.3 3.5 3.5 

^ indicates incumbent 
*p < 0.05 (All Minority vs white support)
Candidates of color in gray shaded rows
** All Minority includes Hispanic, Black, Asian, and other minority groups

P-077 at 29.

Table 49 – Homogenous Precinct, Ecological Regression, and King’s Ecological Inference 
estimates for the 2008 Kempsville election 

Candidate Overall vote (%) Demographic HP 
(%) 

ER 
(%) 

EI 
(%) 

Diezel^ 48.7 All Minority 25.1* 11.3* 12.3* 
White 61.9 65.4 65.0 

Jackson 27.2 All Minority 33.5* 42.0* 42.2* 
White 21.0 20.0 19.8 

Flores 24.0 All Minority 22.0* 7.0* 8.3* 
White 17.8 14.6 15.3 

^ indicates incumbent 
*p < 0.05 (minority vs white support)
Candidates of color in gray shaded rows
** All Minority includes Hispanic, Black, Asian, and other minority groups

P-077 at 29.
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Table 50 – Homogenous Precinct, Ecological Regression, and King’s Ecological Inference 
estimates for the 2010 Princess Anne election 

Candidate Overall vote (%) Demographic HP (%) ER (%) EI (%) 

Henley^ 54.4 All Minority 38.4* 10.1* 20.2* 
White 62.9 66.9 67.1 

Bullock 45.6 All Minority 61.6* 79.1* 79.9* 
White 37.1 33.1 32.0 

^ indicates incumbent 
*p < 0.05 (minority vs white support)
Candidates of color in gray shaded rows
** All Minority includes Hispanic, Black, Asian, and other minority groups

P-077 at 27.

Table 51 – Homogenous Precinct, Ecological Regression, and King’s Ecological Inference 
estimates for the 2010 at-large election  

Candidate Overall vote (%) Demographic HP (%) ER (%) EI (%) 

Belitto 49.4 All Minority 31.4 37.9* 44.9 
White 47.5 53.3 51.3 

DeSteph^ 44.8 All Minority 20.7* 17.9* 20.1* 
White 52.4 54.6 53.9 

Moss 30.1 All Minority 17.1* 14.6* 15.8* 
White 33.6 35.8 35.5 

Erb 22.5 All Minority 11.2* 10.6* 11.9* 
White 23.6 27.7 27.7 

Redmond 21.4 All Minority 8.6* 0.0* 0.1* 
White 28.7 28.8 27.6 

Jackson 20.3 All Minority 72.4* 80.7* 58.2* 
White 8.0 0.0 7.5 

Cabiness 11.3 All Minority 38.6* 38.3* 26.7* 
White 6.1 1.3 4.5 

^ indicates incumbent 
*p < 0.05 (minority vs white support)
Candidates of color in gray shaded rows
** All Minority includes Hispanic, Black, Asian, and other minority groups
An ER of 0.0 means the actual estimate was negative

P-077 at 27.
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Table 52 – Homogenous Precinct, Ecological Regression, and King’s Ecological Inference 
estimates for the 2011 special at-large election  

Candidate Overall vote (%) Demographic HP (%) ER (%) EI (%) 

Moss 37.0 All Minority 22.6* 13.0* 12.8* 
White 44.7 45.0 45.2 

Free 33.2 All Minority 14.8* 9.7* 6.7* 
White 35.5 42.4 43.7 

Sherrod^ 25.9 All Minority 58.8* 70.9* 64.8* 
White 17.5 9.8 11.5 

^ indicates incumbent 
*p < 0.05 (minority vs white support)
Candidates of color in gray shaded rows
** All Minority includes Hispanic, Black, Asian, and other minority groups

P-077 at 23.

Table 53 – Homogenous Precinct, Ecological Regression, and King’s Ecological Inference 
estimates for the 2012 Kempsville election  

Candidate Overall vote (%) Demographic HP (%) ER (%) EI (%) 

Ross-Hammond 32.2 All Minority 55.6* 70.0* 65.7* 
White 20.1 15.4 17.0 

Dale 23.2 All Minority 15.1* 7.6* 7.6* 
White 28.8 30.4 30.2 

Weeks 22.5 All Minority 12.0* 5.1* 5.7* 
White 26.6 30.0 29.8 

Smith 22.1 All Minority 17.3* 17.3* 17.9 
White 24.5 24.2 24.1 

^ indicates incumbent 
*p < 0.05 (minority vs white support)
Candidates of color in gray shaded rows
** All Minority includes Hispanic, Black, Asian, and other minority groups

P-077 at 21.
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Table 54 – Homogenous Precinct, Ecological Regression, and King’s Ecological Inference 
estimates for the 2014 Princess Anne election 

Candidate Overall vote (%) Demographic HP (%) ER (%) EI (%) 

Henley^ 76.7 All Minority 67.0* 64.4* 65.5* 
White 78.2 81.5 81.1 

Burton 23.3 All Minority 33.0* 35.6* 34.3* 
White 21.8 18.5 18.9 

^ indicates incumbent 
*p < 0.05 (minority vs white support)
Candidates of color in gray shaded rows
** All Minority includes Hispanic, Black, Asian, and other minority groups

P-077 at 19.

Table 55 – Homogenous Precinct, Ecological Regression, and King’s Ecological Inference 
estimates for the 2014 Rose Hall special election  

Candidate Overall vote (%) Demographic HP (%) ER (%) EI (%) 

Kane 48.3 All Minority 19.7* 19.9* 22.7* 
White 56.6 60.2 59.1 

Johnston 17.5 All Minority 11.3* 10.3* 10.2 
White 18.0 20.3 20.8 

Browder 17.3 All Minority 17.4 18.6 19.9 
White 15.5 17.1 16.6 

Cabiness 16.8 All Minority 42.6* 51.2* 37.0* 
White 9.9 2.4 6.4 

^ indicates incumbent 
*p < 0.05 (minority vs white support)
Candidates of color in gray shaded rows
** All Minority includes Hispanic, Black, Asian, and other minority groups

P-077 at 19.
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Table 56 – Homogenous Precinct, Ecological Regression, and King’s Ecological Inference 
estimates for the 2014 at-large special election 

Candidate Overall vote (%) Demographic HP (%) ER (%) EI (%) 

Davenport 32.7 All Minority 46.9 45.9* 39.5 
White 32.1 28.1 30.0 

Moss^ 32.6 All Minority 24.8* 21.3* 21.7* 
White 35.4 36.6 36.8 

Martin 26.7 All Minority 17.0* 17.1* 19.0 
White 27.2 30.0 29.3 

Furman 8.1 All Minority 11.3* 15.7* 16.4* 
White 5.3 5.3 5.1 

^ indicates incumbent 
*p < 0.05 (minority vs white support)
Candidates of color in gray shaded rows
** All Minority includes Hispanic, Black, Asian, and other minority groups

P-077 at 19.

Table 57 – Homogenous Precinct, Ecological Regression, and King’s Ecological Inference 
estimates for the 2016 Kempsville election 

Candidate Overall vote (%) Demographic HP (%) ER (%) EI (%) 

Abbott 59.4 All Minority 37.9* 34.1* 40.6 
White 66.1 71.6 69.7 

Ross-
Hammond^ 40.6 All Minority 62.1* 65.9* 59.9* 

White 33.9 28.4 30.1 
^ indicates incumbent 
*p < 0.05 (minority vs white support)
Candidates of color in gray shaded rows
** All Minority includes Hispanic, Black, Asian, and other minority groups

P-077 at 16.
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Table 58 – Homogenous Precinct, Ecological Regression, and King’s Ecological Inference 
estimates for the 2016 Mayoral election  

Candidate Overall vote (%) Demographic HP (%) ER (%) EI (%) 

Sessoms^ 54.3 All Minority 63.7 66.1* 66.1* 
White 52.5 48.2 47.1 

Kowalewitch 19.5 All Minority 11.9* 5.8* 4.8* 
White 24.8 27.0 27.4 

Weeks 18.6 All Minority 10.8* 10.1* 10.9* 
White 18.8 21.8 21.8 

Furman 7.6 All Minority 13.6* 18.1* 18.1* 
White 3.9 3.0 3.0 

^ indicates incumbent 
*p < 0.05 (minority vs white support)
Candidates of color in gray shaded rows
** All Minority includes Hispanic, Black, Asian, and other minority groups

P-077 at 16.

Table 59 – Homogenous Precinct, Ecological Regression, and King’s Ecological Inference 
estimates for the 2018 Centerville election 

Candidate Overall vote (%) Demographic HP (%) ER (%) EI (%) 

Wooten 62.1 All Minority 75.0* 85.4* 85.5* 
White 56.5 51.1 51.0 

Wray 32.1 All Minority 20.4* 8.5* 8.5* 
White 38.0 43.3 43.4 

Schesventer 5.8 All Minority 5.0 6.2 6.2 
White 5.6 5.7 5.7 

^ indicates incumbent 
*p < 0.05 (minority vs white support)
Candidates of color in gray shaded rows
** All Minority includes Hispanic, Black, Asian, and other minority groups

P-077 at 14.
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Table 60 – Homogenous Precinct, Ecological Regression, and King’s Ecological Inference 
estimates for the 2018 at-large election  
 
Candidate Overall vote (%) Demographic HP (%) ER (%) EI (%) 

Rouse 54.5 All Minority 72.1* 70.4* 65.9 
White 55.1 47.0 48.9 

Moss^ 45.3 All Minority 20.7* 6.6* 7.8* 
White 53.2 62.2 62.0 

Oliver 45.2 All Minority 33.9* 28.6* 28.3* 
white 50.9 52.0 52.2 

White 27.4 All Minority 42.5* 52.8* 52.0* 
White 19.3 16.3 16.7 

Bright 17.7 All Minority 23.3* 32.0* 33.1* 
White 12.3 11.8 11.5 

Hubbard 10.1 All Minority 7.6 9.6 8.1 
White 9.2 10.7 11.7 

^ indicates incumbent 
*p < 0.05 (minority vs white support) 
Candidates of color in gray shaded rows 
** All Minority includes Hispanic, Black, Asian, and other minority groups 
 
P-081 at 14. 
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Table 61 – Reconstituted Elections Analysis For Plan 2  
 

Year / Election Candidate 
At-large District 1 District 2 

Total 
votes Win? Total 

votes Win? Total 
votes Win? 

2016 
Kempsville 

Abbott 59.4 ✔ 54.1 ✔ 32.4  
Ross-

Hammond* 40.6  45.9  67.6 ✔ 

2014 Rose Hall 

Kane 48.3 ✔ 41.8 ✔ 35.2 ✔ 
Johnston 17.5  14.8  15.4  
Browder 17.3  18.5  17.6  

Cabiness* 16.8  25.0  31.9  

2011 At-large 
(special) 

Moss 37.0 ✔ 29.4  33.7  
Free 33.2  27.9  23.8  

Sherrod* 25.9  39.1 ✔ 38.6 ✔ 

2010 At-large 

Bellitto 49.4 ✔ 25.1 ✔ 20.0 ✔ 
DeSteph 44.8 ✔ 20.8 ✔ 17.1  

Moss 30.1  12.0  13.7  
Erb 22.5  9.0  10.2  

Redmond 21.4  7.8  7.2  
Jackson* 20.3  16.7  21.1 ✔ 
Cabiness* 11.3  8.7  10.9  

2010 Princess 
Anne 

Henley 54.4 ✔ 42.1  46.8  
Bullock* 45.6  57.9 ✔ 53.2 ✔ 

2008 At-large 
Wilson 44.1 ✔ 34.5  36.8  
Allen* 34.6  43.2 ✔ 43.5 ✔ 

Candidates of Choice of the 
Minority Community that win  1/7  4/7  6/7 

Actual election returns are reported as “At-large’ elections  
* indicates candidates of color 
Shaded rows indicate candidates of choice of the Minority Community  
 
P-077 at 34. 
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Table 62 – Reconstituted Elections Analysis For District 1 in Plans 6, 7, and 8  
 

Year/Election Candidate At-
Large Plan 6 Plan 7 Plan 8 

2018 At-large 

Rouse* 54.5 61.1 60.6 61.1 
Moss 45.3 33.5 32.7 33.1 
Oliver 45.2 40.6 39.6 39.9 
White 27.4 35.0 35.8 35.0 
Bright* 17.7 20.5 21.3 21.1 
Hubbard 10.1 10.2 10.0 9.9 

2016 
Kempsville 

Abbott 59.4 54.1 53.3 53.2 
Ross-Hammond* 40.6 45.9 46.7 46.8 

2014 Rose 
Hall 

Kane 48.3 41.8 40.4 40.5 
Johnston 17.5 14.8 14.3 14.4 
Browder 17.3 18.5 18.2 18.4 
Cabiness* 16.8 25.0 27.1 26.7 

2011 At-large 
(special) 

Moss 37.0 29.4 28.5 28.8 
Free 33.2 27.9 27.7 27.8 
Sherrod* 25.9 39.1 40.1 39.7 

2010 At-large 

Bellitto 49.4 50.0 49.2 49.6 
DeSteph 44.8 41.6 40.6 41.0 
Moss 30.1 24.1 23.0 23.2 
Erb 22.5 18.0 17.8 18.0 
Redmond 21.4 15.6 15.6 15.4 
Jackson* 20.3 33.5 34.8 33.8 
Cabiness* 11.3 17.4 19.0 19.0 

2010 Princess 
Anne 

Henley 54.4 42.1 41.8 42.1 
Bullock 45.6 57.9 58.2 57.9 

2008 At-large Wilson 44.1 34.5 34.0 34.2 
Allen 34.6 43.2 43.7 43.5 

Candidates of Choice of the 
Minority Community that win 2/9 5/9 5/9 5/9 

Actual election returns are reported as “At-large’ elections  
* indicates candidates of color  
Shaded rows indicate candidates of choice of the Minority Community  
 

P-087 at 4. 
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Table 63 – Reconstituted Elections Analysis For District 2 in Plans 6, 7, and 8 
 

Year/Election Candidate At-
Large 

Modified 
Illustrative 

Plan 

Modified 
Alternative 

Plan 1 

Modified 
Alternative 

Plan 2 

2018 At-large 

Rouse* 54.5 60.1 60.3 60.1 
Moss 45.3 33.2 33.1 33.9 
Oliver 45.2 44.6 43.9 43.7 
White 27.4 32.6 33.0 32.5 
Bright* 17.7 20.0 20.2 20.2 
Hubbard 10.1 9.5 9.6 9.6 

2016 
Kempsville 

Abbott 59.4 47.3 47.1 48.3 
Ross-
Hammond* 40.6 52.7 52.9 51.7 

2014 Rose 
Hall 

Kane 48.3 36.3 36.1 36.9 
Johnston 17.5 15.5 15.4 15.5 
Browder 17.3 17.8 17.8 18.0 
Cabiness* 16.8 30.4 30.8 29.5 

2011 At-large 
(special) 

Moss 37.0 33.3 33.1 34.0 
Free 33.2 24.1 23.9 24.5 
Sherrod* 25.9 38.9 39.3 37.6 

2010 At-large 

Bellitto 49.4 39.9 39.7 40.0 
DeSteph 44.8 34.0 33.8 34.5 
Moss 30.1 27.2 26.9 27.5 
Erb 22.5 19.6 19.5 20.6 
Redmond 21.4 14.2 14.1 14.6 
Jackson* 20.3 42.5 43.1 41.7 
Cabiness* 11.3 22.6 22.9 21.2 

2010 Princess 
Anne 

Henley 54.4 46.6 46.4 47.5 
Bullock 45.6 53.4 53.6 52.5 

2008 At-large Wilson 44.1 32.9 32.7 33.4 
Allen 34.6 47.5 47.7 46.7 

Candidates of Choice of the 
Minority Community that win 2/9 7/9 7/9 7/9 

Actual election returns are reported as “At-large’ elections  
* indicates candidates of color  
Shaded rows indicate candidates of choice of the Minority Community  
 
P-087 at 5. 
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Table 64 – Virginia Cities with More than 50,000 Population, Average Square Miles of 
Place of Election for City Council 
 

 
 
P-078 at 23. 
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Table 65 – Virginia Cities with More than 50,000 Population, Average Size and Population 
of Place of Election for City Council, Current System versus Plan 2 
 

 

P-082 at 14. 
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Table 66 – Virginia Cities with More than 50,000 Population, Average Population of Place 
of Election for City Council 
 

 
P-078 at 24. 
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Table 67 – White City Council Candidates, Virginia Beach, with at Least $250 in 
Contributions From Two or More Other Candidates, 2008-2018 
 

 
 
P-078 at 26. 
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Table 68 – Black City Council Candidates, Virginia Beach, with at Least $250 in 
Contributions from Two or More Other Candidates, 2008 – 2018 
 

 
 
P-078 at 27. 
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Table 69 – Intra-Election Contributions to Candidates, City Council, Virginia Beach 2008-
2018 
 

 
P-082 at 16. 
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Table 70 – Economic Measures by Race, Virginia Beach, US Census, American 
Community Survey, 2011-2015 
 

 
 
P-078 at 29. 
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Table 71 – Housing Characteristics by Race, Virginia Beach, 2011-2015 US Census, 
American Community Survey  
 

 
 
P-078 at 36. 
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Table 72 – Education Measures by Race, Virginia Beach 
 

 
 
P-078 at 33. 
  

Case 2:18-cv-00069-RAJ-DEM   Document 195-1   Filed 09/29/20   Page 41 of 67 PageID# 6375



 42 

Table 73 – Ecological Regression Estimates of Black & White Turnout, Virginia Beach, 
2016-2018 and White 90%+ CVAP Precincts 
 

 
 
P-082 at 31. 
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Table 74 – Campaign Contact for African Americans and Hispanics in Virginia, 2010-2016 
General Elections 
 

 
 
P-082 at 22. 
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Table 75 – Summary Table, Contributions to White & Black City Council Candidates, 5 
Major White Donors, Virginia Beach, 2008-2018 
 

TABLE 13 
SUMMARY TABLE, CONTRIBUTIONS TO WHITE & BLACK CITY COUNCIL 

CANDIDATES, 5 MAJOR WHITE DONORS, VIRGINIA BEACH, 2008-2018 
ALL CANDIDATES 

MEASURE WHITE 
CANDIDATES 

BLACK 
CANDIDATES 

PERCENT 
WHITE 

PERCENT 
BLACK 

     
# of Candidates With 
Contributions 

18 4 82% 18% 

     
Amount of 
Contributions 

$321,250 $50,500 86% 14% 

     
BLACK CANDIDATES ONLY 

 ROSS & 
WOOTEN 

SHERROD & 
ROSS-HAMMOND 

PERCENT 
ROSS & 
WOOTEN 

PERCENT 
SHERROD & 
ROSS- 
HAMMOND 

     
Amount of 
Contributions 

$36,500 $14,000 72% 28% 

     
Source: Table 12. 

 
P-078 at 52. 
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Table 76 – Comparison of Percent of Minorities on Beach Police Force Compared to 
Percent in Adult Population, Virginia Beach 
 

 
 
P-078 at 64. 
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Table 77 – Plan 2 to Plan 10 – Minority Community Voting Age Population using 2010 
Census 
 
 

Plan District HBAVAP 
Plan 2 District 1 51.03% 

District 2 49.24% 
Plan 3 District 1 51.07% 

District 2 50.08% 
Plan 4 District 1 51.02% 

District 2 50.13% 
Plan 5 District 1 54.05% 

District 2 51.32% 
Plan 6 District 1 48.36% 
Plan 7 District 1 56.54% 
Plan 8 District 1 51.03% 

District 2 49.08% 
Plan 9 District 1 51.07% 

District 2 49.92% 
Plan 10 District 1 51.02% 

District 2 48.80% 
 
P-080 at 27, 34, 41, 48, 54; P-0085 29-44. 
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Figure 1 – Distribution of Hispanic population in the City’s majority minority census 
tracts, using ACS 5 Year Estimates (2013-2017) 

P-0075 at 15
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Figure 2 – Distribution of Black population in the City’s majority minority census tracts, 
using ACS 5 Year Estimates (2013-2017)  

P-0075 at 16
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Figure 3 – Distribution of Asian population in the City’s majority minority census tracts, 
using ACS 5 Year Estimates (2013-2017)  

P-0075 at 17
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Figure 4 – Map 1 – Appendix A, Plaintiffs’ Amended Complaint 

ECF No. 62 at 18. 
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Figure 5 – Plan 2 – Plaintiffs’ Illustrative Plan 

P-0075 at 20
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Figure 6 – Plan 3 – Plaintiffs’ Illustrative Alternative 1 

P-0080 at 2.

Case 2:18-cv-00069-RAJ-DEM   Document 195-1   Filed 09/29/20   Page 52 of 67 PageID# 6386



53 

Figure 7 – Plan 4 – Plaintiffs’ Illustrative Alternative 2 Plan 

P-0080 at 9.
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Figure 8 – Plan 5 – Plaintiffs’ Illustrative Alternative 3 Plan 

P-0080 at 16.
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Figure 9 – Plan 6 – Plaintiffs’ Modified Illustrative Plan 

P-0085 at 15.
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Figure 10 – Plan 7 – Plaintiffs’ Modified Illustrative Alternative 1 

P-0085 at 22.
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Figure 11 – Plan 8 – Plaintiffs’ Modified Illustrative Alternative 2 Plan 

P-0085 at 29.
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Figure 12 – Plan 9 – Plaintiffs’ Illustrative Alternative 4 Plan 

P-0080 at 23.
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Figure 13 – Plan 10 – Plaintiffs’ Illustrative Alternative 5 

P-0080 at 29.
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Figure 14 – Andrew Jackson 10-district Plan, with demographic data 

DTX011 at 285. 
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Figure 15 – Council Liaison Alt 3 Amended Plan 2011 

DTX011 at 290. 
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Figure 16 – The NAACP Initial Proposal Plan 2011 

DTX011 at 294. 
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Figure 17 – NAACP/Virginia Beach Concerned Citizens Coalition Proposed Plan 

DTX011 at 289. 
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Figure 18 – Loudon County Republican Party Halloween Emailed Image, 2011 

P-0078 at 40.
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Figure 19 – Flier Circulated During 2008 Campaign for Mayor in Virginia Beach 

P-0082 at 34.
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Figure 20 – Flier Circulated During 2008 Campaign for Mayor in Virginia Beach 

P-0082 at 35.
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Figure 21 – Mailer Sent by Republican Party of Virginia 2017 

P-0078 at 44.
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