JBK-9 - Cumberland County, Superior: Population 2010, US Senate 2010, President 2012

2010 Census US Senate 2010: Marshall-Burr-Beitler US President 2012: Obama-Romney-Johnson
District Total Pop 18+ Pop Dem Dem % Rep Rep % Lib Lib % Write-In | Write-In % Dem Dem % Rep Rep % Lib Lib % Write-In | Write-In %
15A 90,023 65,331 10,798 54.81% 8,535 43.33% 356 1.81% 10 0.05% 22,229 61.61% 13,470 37.33% 291 0.81% 91 0.25%
15B 75,789 54,541 8,848 75.39% 2,756 23.48% 126 1.07% 7 0.06% 20,135 79.23% 5,110 20.11% 138 0.54% 30 0.12%
15C 153,619 114,018 17,046 45.31% 19,914 52.94% 639 1.70% 18 0.05% 33,428 50.54% 32,086 48.51% 498 0.75% 135 0.20%
Unassigned 9,216,052 7,019,958 1,105,008 42.77%, 1,422,877 55.07% 54,433 2.11% 1,228 0.05%| 2,095,501 48.01%, 2,216,687 50.78% 43,521 1.00% 9,263 0.21%
Totals:] 9,535,483 7,253,848 1,141,700 43.04%| 1,454,082 54.82% 55,554 2.09% 1,263 0.05%| 2,171,293 48.33%| 2,267,353 50.47% 44,448 0.99% 9,519 0.21%

District plan definition file: 'JBK-9.asc', modified 10/04/2017 04:23:45 PM
Populations values derive from the 2010 Census Redistricting Data (Public Law 94-171) Summary File. Election results were provided by the NC State Board of Elections. Votes that could not be associated with a specific precinct were excluded. Reported statewide totals may therefore be marginally lower than official contest results.

Printed 10/04/2017 {rptS02|dc2017Jud|rel.7.5}

NC General Assembly

Page 1 of 1



JBK-9 - Cumberland County, Superior: Governor 2012, Lt Governor 2012, US Senate 2014

NC General Assembly

Governor 2012: Dalton-McCrory-Howe Lieutenant Governor 2012: Coleman-Forest US Senate 2014: Tillis-Hagan-Haugh
District Dem Dem % Rep Rep % Lib Lib % Write-In | Write-In % Dem Dem % Rep Rep % Rep Rep % Dem Dem % Lib Lib % Write-In | Write-In %
15A 20,678 58.12% 14,003 39.36% 887 2.49% 9 0.03% 22,214 63.44% 12,804 36.56% 8,080 38.66% 12,165 58.20% 633 3.03% 24 0.11%
15B 18,807 75.71% 5,536 22.28% 492 1.98% 7 0.03% 19,695 79.88% 4,960 20.12% 2,811 20.81% 10,337 76.53% 341 2.52% 18 0.13%
15C 31,195 47.76% 32,771 50.17% 1,338 2.05% 18 0.03% 34,416 53.62% 29,771 46.38% 19,919 48.49% 19,625 47.78% 1,472 3.58% 61 0.15%
Unassigned 1,854,590 42.81%| 2,384,914 55.05% 91,795 2.12% 1,157 0.03%| 2,097,696 49.53%, 2,137,356 50.47%| 1,386,024 49.05%, 1,328,176 47.00% 106,333 3.76% 5,148 0.18%
Totals:| 1,925,270 43.18%| 2,437,224 54.67% 94,512 2.12% 1,191 0.03%| 2,174,021 49.88%| 2,184,891 50.12%| 1,416,834 48.84%| 1,370,303 47.23% 108,779 3.75% 5,251 0.18%

District plan definition file: 'JBK-9.asc', modified 10/04/2017 04:23:45 PM

Data Source: North Carolina State Board of Elections. Votes that could not be associated with a specific precinct were excluded. Reported statewide totals may therefore be marginally lower than official contest results.
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JBK-9 - Cumberland County, Superior: President 2016, US Senate 2016, Governor 2016

NC General Assembly

15A 13,174 36.91% 21,217 59.44% 958 2.68% 347 0.97% 13,496 38.32% 20,491 58.19% 1,229 3.49% 20,663 58.54% 13,755 38.97% 880 2.49%

15B 5,038 20.84% 18,319 75.77% 584 2.42% 235 0.97% 5,272 22.10% 17,850 74.84% 729 3.06% 17,677 74.23% 51595 23.50% 541 2.27%

15C 33,053 48.87% 32,069 47.42% 1,831 2.71% 681 1.01% 33,134 49.58% 31,392 46.97% 2,308 3.45% 32,109 47.92% 33,412 49.86% 1,488 2.22%
Unassigned 2,308,484 50.16%)| 2,108,711 45.82% 126,556 2.75% 58,134 1.26%| 2,340,537 51.40%| 2,049,963 45.02% 162,924 3.58%| 2,229,932 48.76%| 2,243,277 49.05% 99,820 2.18%
_ 2,359,749 49.90%| 2,180,316 46.10% 129,929 2.75% 59,397 1.26%| 2,392,439 51.13%, 2,119,696 45.30% 167,190 3.57%)| 2,300,381 48.95%] 2,296,039 48.86% 102,729 2.19%

Printed 10/04/2017 {rptS04|dc2017Jud|rel.7.5}
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Data Source: North Carolina State Board of Elections. VVotes that could not be associated with a specific precinct were excluded. Reported statewide totals may therefore be marginally lower than official contest results.



JBK-9 - Cumberland County, Superior: Lieutenant Governor 2016, Attorney General 2016

15A 13,122 37.80% 20,384 58.71% 1,211 3.49% 21,504 62.42% 13,003 37.58%

158 5,057 21.52% 17,659 75.16% 780 3.32% 18,144 77.81% 5,175 22.19%

15C 32,554 49.50% 31,081 47.26% 2,129 3.24% 33,635 51.45% 31,739 48.55%
Unassigned 2,339,886 52.18% 2,015,851 44.96% 128,240 2.86% 2,221,482 49.95% 2,226,359 50.05%
. Totals: | 2,390,619 51.88% 2,084,975 45.25% 132,360 2.87% 2,294,855 50.20% 2,276,276 49.80%

NC General Assembly

District plan definition file: 'JBK-9.asc', modified 10/04/2017 04:23:45 PM Printed 10/04/2017 {rptS05|dc2017Jud|rel.7.5}

Data Source: North Carolina State Board of Elections. Votes that could not be associated with a specific precinct were excluded. Reported statewide totals may therefore be marginally lower than official contest results. Page 1 of 1



NC General Assembly

JBK-9 - Cumberland County, Superior: Court of Appeals 2016

15A 13,144 39.01% 20,547 60.99% 11,787 34.92% 19,776 58.59% 2,188 6.48% 13,443 39.89% 20,253 60.11% 12,395 36.62% 21,449 63.38% 13,452 40.02% 20,165 59.98%
15B 5,173 22.66% 17,651 77.34% 4,543 19.87% 17,045 74.54% 1,279 5.59% 5,313 23.26% 17,530 76.74% 4,851 21.12% 18,116 78.88% 5,355 23.49% 17,442 76.51%
15C 32,014 50.41% 31,498 49.59% 29,246 45.91% 30,309 47.58% 4,145 6.51% 33,044 51.96% 30,547 48.04% 30,561 47.80% 33,368 52.20% 32,710 51.60% 30,685 48.40%
Unassigned 2,300,469 53.86%| 1,970,404 46.14%, 2,111,112 49.07%| 1,946,456 45.24% 244,613 5.69%), 2,348,369 54.76%)| 1,940,021 45.24%, 2,183,242 50.61%| 2,130,254 49.39%, 2,306,948 54.19% 1,950,516 45.81%

| Totals:| 2,350,800 53.54%| 2,040,100| 46.46%)| 2,156,688 48.77%  2,013586| 4553%| 252,225| 570%)| 2,400,169 | 54.44% 2,008,351 4556% 2,231,049 50.31%| 2,203,187 | 49.69%)| 2,358,465| 53.88% 2,018,808 46.12%
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Data Source: North Carolina State Board of Elections. Votes that could not be associated with a specific precinct were excluded. Reported statewide totals may therefore be marginally lower than official contest results. Page 1 of 1



