
















































































































 

EXHIBIT A TO HOFELLER AFFIDAVIT 
 
 
Compactness Scores for Districts Challenged in West v. Gilmore; sub nom. Wilkins v. West, 571 S.E. 

2d 100 (Va. 2002) from Expert Report of Gerald R. Webster, Ph.D. 

Districts  
Drawn in 2001 

Reock 

(Dispersion Compactness) 

Polsby-Popper 

(Perimeter Compactness) 

House District 49 0.25 0.18 

House District 62 0.34 0.15 

House District 64 0.42 0.19 

House District 69 0.37 0.20 

House District 70 0.47 0.14 

House District 71 0.24 0.19 

House District 74 0.16 0.10 

House District 77 0.25 0.24 

House District 79 0.37 0.24 

House District 80 0.39 0.26 

House District 83 0.31 0.38 

House District 89 0.58 0.31 

House District 90 0.35 0.22 

House District 91 0.57 0.40 

House District 92 0.25 0.14 

House District 95 0.43 0.29 

House District 100 0.27 0.35 

Senate District 1 0.42 0.23 

Senate District 2 0.45 0.29 

Senate District 3 0.28 0.18 



EXHIBIT A TO HOFELLER AFFIDAVIT 
(continued) 

 

Senate District 4 0.31 0.25 

Senate District 5 0.35 0.15 

Senate District 9 0.24 0.16 

Senate District 13 0.42 0.20 

Senate District 16 0.36 0.17 

Senate District 18 0.22 0.12 

 

 

Compactness Scores for Districts Challenged in Jamerson v. Womack, 423 S.E. 2d 180 (Va. 1992) 
from Expert Report of Gerald R. Webster, Ph.D. 

Districts  
Drawn in 1991 

Reock 

(Dispersion Compactness) 

Polsby-Popper 

(Perimeter Compactness) 

Senate 15 0.23 0.10 

Senate 18 0.12 0.10 

 



 

EXHIBIT B TO HOFELLER AFFIDAVIT 
 
 

Compactness Scores for Districts Challenged in Vesilind v. Virginia State Board of Elections 

Districts  
Drawn in 2011 

Reock 

(Dispersion Compactness) 

Polsby-Popper 

(Perimeter Compactness) 

House District 13 0.16 0.13 

House District 22 0.20 0.11 

House District 48 0.18 0.16 

House District 72 0.26 0.08 

House District 88 0.28 0.13 
 
 

 










