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(II) .  
oDelegates ~ 

District 1- Ronnle D. Jooes and Randy SWarl2m1l1er :s 
District 2· Timothy Ennls and Roy Givens .­
District 3· Ryan Ferns and Erlkka Storch J:. 
District 4· Michael T. Ferro and Scott G. Varner >< 
District 5· Dave Pethtel W 
District 6· Roger Romine 

I/)District 7· Lynwood "Woody" Ireland 
District 8 - Everette W. "Bm" Anderson Jr. ... 
District 9 - Larry Border G) 
District to -Thomas A. A~lnller, John E1Jem, and Daniel Poling 
District 11 • Bob Ashley 6
District 12 • Mitch B. Carmichael 
District 13· Dale F. Martin and Brady R. Paxton 
District 14 - Troy Andes and Brian Savilia 
District 15 - Kevin J. Craig, Corol Miller and James H. Morgan ~ 
District 16 - Doug Reynolds, K.1Ii Sobonya and Dale Stephens 0... 
District 17· Don C. Perdue and Rlehard Thompson 
District 18· Larry W. Baker 
District 19. Greg Butcher, Rupert Phillips Jr., Ralph Rodlgblero, and Josh Stowers 
District 20 • K.steven Komlnar 
District 21 • Harry Keith WhIte 
District 22 - Daniel J. Hall and Linda Goode Phillips 
District 23 - aif Moore 
District 24 • Marty Gearheart 
District 2S· John R. Frazier and Joe Ellington 
District 26 • Gerald L. Crosier 
District 27· Virginia Mahan, RlckY Moye, Linda Swmer, John D. O'Neal IV anel Rlck SnulTer 
District 28 • Thomas W. CampbeD and Denney Ray Canterbury Jr. 
District 29 • David G. Perry, John Plno. and Margaret Anne Staggers 
District 30 • Bonnle Brown, NancY Peoples Guthrie, Barhara Hatneld, Mark Hunt, Doug SlmlT Jr., 
Eric Nelson and Danny Wells 
District 31 • Meshea L Poore 
District 32 • Tim Al'm'Jtead, Patrick Lane. and Ronald N. Wallers 
District 33 • David Walker 
District 34· L. Brent Boggs 
District 3S • Harold Sigler 
District 36 • Joe Talbott 
District 37 • William G. Hartman and Denise L. Campbell 
Distrlcl38 • Margaret Donaldson Smith 
District 39 • Bill H.mllton 
DI.trlct40· Mary M. Poling 
Distrlct41· Samuel J. Cann, Ron Fragale, Rlchard J.lllqulnto, and TlmMlicY 
District 42· Mike Manypenny 
Dlstrlcl43· Mike Caputo, Linda Longstreth and Timothy J. Mancbln 
District 44 • Barbara EvslI5 Fleischauer, Charlene Marshall 
Antbony Barill and Amanda Posdon 
District 45 • Larry Allen WIlliams 
District 46 • Stan Shaver 
District 47 • Harold K. Michael 
District 48· Allen V. Evall5 
District 49 • Gary G. Howell 
District SO • Ruth Rowan 
District 51· Daryl E.. Cowles 
District 52 • Larry D. Kump 
District 53 • Jonathan Miller 
District S4 • Waller E.. Dnke 
District 55 • John Overiugton 
District S6 • Eric L. Householder 
District 57 • John Dayle 
District 58 - Tiffany Elizabeth Lawrence 

West Virginia  
House of Delegates 

2000 House Districts 

.:t­
\...0 
~ 

D House District 
c:JCounty 

o State 
Updated January 2011 

~~~ ~t.!.»~~ 



Petitioner's Exhibit No.4 
Isenate District 2010 Census 2000 Census Change 

1 95,975 101536 -5,561 

2 101,327 106035 -4,708 
3 109,227 110713 -1,486 
4 117,998 111652 6,346 
5 103,358 104316 -958 
6 93,502 101069 -7,567 
7 99,397 101388 -1,991 

8 and 17 193,063 200,073 -7,010 
9 99,759 101722 -1,963 

10 106,143 105747 396 
11 108,768 111413 -2,645 
12 108,687 107433 1,254 
13 122,633 110979 11,654 
14 121,969 111469 10,500 

15 122,121 111344 10,777 
16 149,067 111455 37,612 

TOTAL 1,852,994 1808344 44,650 

West Virginia State Senate Redistricting Task Force sites: 
http://www.legis.state.wv.us/redistricting.cfm 
http://twitter.com/#!/WVSen Redistrict 
http://www.facebook.com/pages/John-Unger-WV-Senate-Majority-leader/165247063525788 

http://www.facebook.com/pages/John-Unger-WV-Senate-Majority-leader/165247063525788
http:http://twitter.com
http://www.legis.state.wv.us/redistricting.cfm


Petitioner's Exhibit No. 5 

County 2010 Population 2000 Population Population Difference Percent Change 

Barbour County 16,589 15,557 1,032 6.60% 

Berkeley County 104,169 75,905 28,264 37.20% 

Boone County 24,629 25,535 -906 -3.50% 

Braxton Cou nty 14,523 14,702 -179 -1.20% 

Brooke County 24,069 25,447 -1,378 -5.40% 

Cabell County 96,319 96,784 -465 -0.50% 

Calhoun County 7,627 7,582 45 0.60% 
Clay County 9,386 10,330 -944 -9.10% 

Doddridge County 8,202 7,403 799 10.80% 

Fayette County 46,039 47,579 -1,540 -3.20% 

Gilmer County 8,693 7,160 1,533 21.40% 

Grant County 11,937 11,299 638 5.60% 

Greenbrier County 35,480 34,453 1,027 3.00% 
Hampshire County 23,964 20,203 3,761 18.60% 

Hancock County 30,676 32,667 -1,991 -6.10% 

Hardy County 14,025 12,669 1,356 10.70% 

Harrison County 69,099 68,652 447 0.70% 

jackson County 29,211 28,000 1,211 4.30% 

jefferson County 53,498 42,190 11,308 26.80% 

Kanawha County 193,063 200,073 -7,010 -3.50% 

lewis County 16,372 16,919 -547 -3.20% 

lincoln County 21,720 22,108 -388 -1.80% 

logan County 36,743 37,710 -967 -2.60% 

McDowell County 22,113 27,329 -5,216 -19.10% 

Marion County 56,418 56,598 -180 -0.30% 

Marshall County 33,107 35,519 -2,412 -6.80% 

Mason County 27,324 25,957 1,367 5.30% 

Mercer County 62,264 62,980 -716 -1.10% 

Mineral County 28,212 27,078 1,134 4.20% 

Mingo County 26,839 28,253 -1,414 -5.00% 

Monongalia County 96,189 81,866 14,323 17.50% 

Monroe County 13,502 13,194 308 2.30% 

Morgan County 17,541 14,943 2,598 17.40% 

Nicholas County 26,233 26,562 -329 -1.20% 

Ohio County 44,443 47,427 -2,984 -6.30% 

Pendleton County 7,695 8,196 -501 -6.10% 

Pleasants County 7,605 7,514 91 1.20% 

Pocahontas County 8,719 9,131 -412 -4.50% 

Preston County 33,520 29,334 4,186 14.30% 

Putnam County 55,486 51,589 3,897 7.60% 

Raleigh County 78,859 79,220 -361 -0.50% 

Randolph County 29,405 28,262 1,143 4.00% 

Ritchie County 10,449 10,343 106 . 1.00% 

Roane County 14,926 15,446 -520 -3.40% 

Summers County 13,927 12,999 928 7.10% 

Taylor County 16,895 16,089 806 5.00% 

S('e. 



Tucker County 7,141 

Tyler County 9,208 

Upshur County 24,254 

Wayne County 42,481 

Webster County 9,154 

Wetzel County 16,583 

WirtCounty 5,717 

Wood County 86,956 
Wyoming County 23,796 

7,321 

9,592 
23,404 
42,903 

9,719 
17,693 

5,873 
87,986 
25,708 

-180 -2.50% 
-384 -4.00% 
850 3.60% 

-422 -1.00% 
-565 -5.80% 

-1,110 -6.30% 
-156 -2.70% 

-1,030 -1.20% 
-1,912 -7.40% 



1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 

15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 

45 
46 

2010 Population 2000 Population Pop Change Percent Change 

State House District 32,812 34,887 -2,075 -6% 

State House District 34,538 35,841 -1,303 -4% 

State House District 31,628 34,559 -2,931 -8% 

State House District 33,317 35,773 -2,456 -7% 

State House District 16,663 17,857 -1,194 -7% 

State House District 18,363 18,011 352 2% 

State House District 18,054 17,857 197 1% 

State House District 18,237 18,491 -254 -1% 

State House District 19,202 18,697 505 3% 

State House District 55,234 56,671 -1,437 -3% 

State House District 17,258 17,720 -462 -3% 

State House District 20,112 18,862 1,250 7% 

State House District 39,847 37,917 1,930 5% 

State House District 39,717 36,647 3,070 8% 

State House District 53,882 53,999 -117 0% 

State House District 51,411 52,189 -778 -1% "'0 
State House District 34,820 34,923 -103 0% !-­
State House District 
State House District 
State House District 

17,238 
72,453 
17,527 

17,712 
73,923 
17,542 

-474 
-1,470 

-15 

-3% 
-2% 
0% 

....-­0 
::J 
CD..... 

State House District 15,681 17,579 -1,898 -11% en 
State House District 
State House District 

33,043 
14,616 

36,383 
18,771 

-3,340 
-4,155 

-9% 
-22% 

m 
><::r-­

State House District 17,083 18,224 -1,141 -6% C­-­.... 
State House District 39,163 37,911 1,252 3% Z 
State House District 18,021 18,070 -49 0% 0 

-
State House District 88,267 88,732 -465 -1% C» 

State House District 35,480 34,453 1,027 3% 

State House District 50,470 52,686 -2,216 -4% 

State House District 124,295 128,898 -4,603 -4% 

State House District 16,798 18,540 -1,742 -9% 

State House District 51,970 52,635 -665 -1% 

State House District 16,880 17,329 -449 -3% 

State House District 19,536 18,082 1,454 8% 

State House District 18,838 18,340 498 3% 

State House District 15,931 17,197 -1,266 -7% 

State House District 38,124 37,393 731 2% 

State House District 17,592 18,122 -530 -3% 

State House District 19,304 18,874 430 2% 

State House District 20,319 18,884 1,435 8% 

State House District 71,101 70,431 670 1% 

State House District 19,954 18,748 1,206 6% 

State House District 56,711 56,949 -238 0% 

State House District 89,802 75,897 13,905 18% 

State House District 22,068 18,246 3,822 21% 

State House District 18,593 18,409 184 1% 

3(.0  



State House District 47 
State House District 48 
State House District 49 
State House District 50 
State House District 51 
State House District 52 
State House District 53 
State House District 54 
State House District 55 
State House District 56 
State House District 57 
State House District 58 

19,933 
19,352 
18,877 
19,860 
20,765 
24,886 
24,082 
19,182 
25,147 
25A19 
21,709 
21,829 

18,926 

18,776 
18,083 
17A95 

17A99 
17,529 
17,238 
17,598 
17,644 
17,179 
17,230 
17,286 

1,007 5% 
576 3% 
794 4% 

2,365 14% 
3,266 19% 
7,357 42% 
6,844 40% 
1,584 9% 
7,503 43% 
8,240 48% 
4A79 26% 
4,543 26% 



,~~m~#. ~ICountyJ 

~arbour WV 54001  
BerkeleyWV 54003  

BooneWV 54005  

BraxtonWV 54007  

BrookeWV 54009  

CabellWV 54011  

CalhounWV 54013  

ClayWV 54015  

Doddridge WV 54017  
FayetteWV 54019  

GilmerWV 54021  

GrantWV 54023  
Greenbrier WV 54025  
Hampshire WV 54027  

HancockWV 54029  

HardyWV 54031  
HarrisonWV 54033  
JacksonWV 54035  
Jefferson WV 54037  
KanawhaWV 54039  

LewisWV 54041  

LincolnWV 54043  

LoganWV 54045  

MarionWV 54049  

MarshallWV 54051  

MasonWV 54053  

McDowell WV 54047  

MercerWV 54055  

MineralWV 54057  

MingoWV 54059  

Monongalia WV 54061  
MonroeWV 54063  

MorganWV 54065  

NicholasWV 54067  

OhioWV 54069  

Pendleton WV 54071  

Pleasants WV 54073  

Pocahontas WV 54075  
Preston WV 54077  
PutnamWV 54079  

RaleighWV 54081  

RandolphWV 54083  

RitchieWV 54085  

RoaneWV 54087  

SummersWV 54089  

TaylorWV 54091  
TuckerWV 54093  

TylerWV 54095  

UpshurWV 54097  

WayneWV 54099  

WebsterWV 54101  

WetzelWV 54103  

WirtWV 54105  

WoOdWV 54107  

WyomingWV 54109  

Petitioner's Exhibit No.7 
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__countY1VTD IPopulatlonl 

ii4001 540011 868 

54001 540013 526 

54001 540014 1,075 

54001 5400112 973 

54001 540017 578 

54001 5400114 597 

54001 540012 1,305 

54001 540015 775 

54001 5400118 292 

54001 5400119 520 

54001 5400116 794 

54001 5400122 245 

54001 5400121 329 

54001 540019 557 

54001 5400117 1,258 

54001 5400115 1,152 

54001 540016 828 

54001 540018 2,521 

54001 5400111 459 
54001 5400120 415 

54001 5400113 522 
54003 5400347 2,049 

54003 5400332 2,117 

54003 5400327 2,080 

54003 540039 940 

54003 540032 1,562 

54003 5400311 645 

54003 5400310 1,783 

54003 540036 1,068 

54003 540038 1,033 

54003 540037 1,221 

54003 5400314 925 

54003 5400315 211 

54003 5400317 1,474 

54003 5400315A 686 
54003 5400316 2,465 

54003 5400328 4,032 

54003 5400318 2,585 
54003 5400340 3,266 
54003 5400321 5,078 
54003 5400326 1,891 
54003 5400349 1,564 

54003 5400323 3,569 

54003 5400342 1,455 
54003 5400319 2,909 

54003 5400320 1,658 
54003 5400343 1,667 

54003 5400351 1,896 
54003 5400333 3,047 
54003 5400345 2,551 

54003 5400346 1,970 
54003 5400336 3,389 

54003 5400337 4,177 

54003 5400334 2,067 
54003 5400350 344 

54003 5400331 4,274 
54003 5400329 1,539 
54003 5400322 3,029 
54003 5400348 1,746 

37 l  
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Count1IVTD IPopulationI 
I l_ • 

&4003 5400341 2,607 

54003 5400338 2,124 

54003 5400339 4,160 

54003 5400344 1,053 

54003 5400335 2,220 
54003 540031 1,967 

54003 540035 1,773 

54003 5400325A 1,582 
54003 5400324 5,175 

54003 5400325 1,546 

54005 540053 820 

54005 5400551 414 

54005 5400538 414 

54005 540055 482 

54005 5400547 236 

54005 5400549 481 

54005 5400550 309 
54005 5400546 636 

54005 5400552 460 
54005 5400548 211 

54005 5400535 323 

54005 5400541 473 
54005 5400540 398 

54005 5400545 1,018 
54005 5400515 1,260 

54005 5400522 999 
54005 5400532 772 

54005 5400523 834 

54005 5400525 1,153 
54005 5400533 562 

54005 5400536 481 
54005 5400531 592 
54005 5400530 1,111 

54005 540059 634 

54005 540052 915 

54005 540054 444 

54005 540051 520 

54005 5400511 378 
54005 5400518 307 
54005 540057 1,409 

54005 5400512 990 
54005 5400519 710 

54005 5400553 421 

54005 5400513 969 
54005 5400514 1,200 
54005 5400516 446 

54005 5400517 847 
54007 5400737 468 

54007 5400745 674 

54007 540073 418 

54007 540071 393 
54007 5400725 683 

54007 5400726 897 

54007 5400732 76 
54007 5400723 849 

54007 5400727 1,340 
54007 5400724 532 
54007 5400712 634 
54007 5400715 734 

]7~ 




countYi\(TO IPo~ulationl 
54007 5400714 385 

94007 5400728 806 

54007 5400719 1,559 

54007 5400716 253 

54007 5400736 623 

54007 5400713 470 

54007 5400738 835 

54007 5400743 324 

54007 540076 414 

54007 540079 1,156 

54009 5400916 618 

54009 5400911 456 

54009 5400913 478 

54009 540091 608 

54009 540094 660 

54009 540096 954 

54009 5400915 1,173 

54009 5400914 1,398 

54009 5400921 A 429 
54009 540095 583 

54009 54009208 1,158 
54009 5400917 1,165 

54009 5400928 456 

54009 5400931 715 

54009 5400932A 1,027 

54009 5400923A 523 

54009 54009238 381 

54009 54009230 1,150 

54009 5400933 834 

54009 54009328 412 

54009 5400923C 701 

54009 54009358 950 

54009 5400935A 663 

54009 54009218 1,376 

54009 5400920A 184 

54009 5400925 570 

54009 5400934 1,091 

54009 5400926 1,020 

54009 5400936 768 

54009 5400924 1,568 

54011 5401121 1,177 

54011 5401120 2,413 

54011 5401119 2,204 

54011 5401124 939 

54011 5401123 1,574 

54011 5401129 805 

54011 5401128 1,804 

54011 5401127 1,067 

54011 5401126 1,346 

54011 5401130 879 

54011 5401132 1,198 
54011 5401138 944 

54011 5401134-01 1,280 

54011 5401133 1,188 

54011 5401134-02 443 

54011 5401140 920 

54011 5401141 2,740 
54011 5401154 2,288 

54011 5401142 1,648 313  
<i~ 
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To: Members of the West Virginia House of Delegates Redistricting Committee: Brent 
Boggs (Chairman), Bob Ashley, Greg Butcher, Ray Canterbury, Mitch Carmichael, Mike 
Caputo, Walter Duke, John Ellem, Allen Evans, Barbara Fleischauer, Ron Fragale, John 
Frazier, Barbara Hatfield, Mark Hunt, Patrick Lane, Tiffany Lawrence, Carol Miller, Clif 
Moore Ricky Moye Brady Paxton Don Perdue Dave ~ ,,_-'-_, ...... __ :_.1""\_.:__ u __ • 

, , 1 , 

Poling, Doug Reynolds, Ruth Rowan, Margaret Stagge  
Swartzmiller. and Harry White; Delegate Ryan Ferns;. Petitioner's Exhibit No.9  
Demographic Computer Analyst; Richard Stonestreet;  
Johnson, West Virginia Radio Corporation.  

From: Thornton Cooper, 3015 Ridgeview Drive, South Charleston, WV 25303, (304) 
744-9616, thornbush@att.net. 

Subject: Proposed redistricting plan (New Delegate Districts 1-8) 

Date: July 25, 2011 

Set forth hereinbelow is the first part of my proposed plan to redistrict the West Virginia 
House of Delegates into 100 single-member districts. 

It is my intention to minimize the splitting of counties with fewer than 18,530 residents. I 
hope to keep the total number of such split counties to fewer than five. 

In those situations in which counties are divided between or among different delegate 
districts, I have, before deciding where to draw the lines separating delegate districts, 
considered such factors as federal and state constitutional requirements, population, 
compactness, natural boundaries, highways, municipal boundaries. and boundaries 
between more rural and more urban precincts. 

You may easily locate, view, and make copies of the maps that show the voting districts 
(VTD's) set forth below by visiting a user-friendly website. That website also allows you 
to zoom in on a vrD. You may visit that website by typing in the term "voting district 
reference map" in Google or another search engine. That website is usually at the top 
of the list of search results. 

A VTD is a precinct. In most cases a VTD that is reflected on a county's voting district 
reference map on this website bears the same number and boundaries as does the 
current county precinct of the same number. But there are exceptions. 

I have a list of the 2010 population count of every VTD in West Virginia. My 
redistricting plan below includes the population counts for many VTD's. 

As I stated in my e-mail last week, I am going to break my redistricting plan into several 
pieces that will be easier for you to digest. 

mailto:thornbush@att.net


This part of my redistricting plan relates to proposed New Delegate Districts 1-8, which 
would include all of the territory contained in Brooke, Hancock, Marshall, Ohio, and 
Wetzel Counties. 

West Virginia House of Delegates Redistricting Plan: Cooper House 
of Delegates Districts Plan No. 1 (Brooke, Hancock, Marshall, Ohio, 
and Wetzei Counties). 

I. New Delegate District 1: 

New Delegate District 1 would be composed of the territory contained in 16 precincts in 
the northern and central parts of Hancock County. 

The population of this district would be 18,461, as follows: 

Hancock County VTD1 (Chester) 1,443 
Hancock County VTD 2 (Chester) 1,133 
Hancock County VTD 3 (Newell) 1,100 
Hancock County VTD 4 (uninc. and Newell) 668 
Hancock County VTD 5 (uninc. and Chester) 1,002 
Hancock County VTD 6 (uninc.) 1,484 
Hancock County VTD 7 (un inc.) 693 
Hancock County VTD 8 (uninc.) 1,450 
Hancock County VTD 9 (uninc.) 1,338 
Hancock County VTD 10 (New Cumberland) 1,103 
Hancock County VrD 11 (uninc.) 851 
Hancock CountyVfD 12 (uninc.) 1,427 
Hancock County VTD 13 (uninc.) 1,257 
Subtotal (13 Hancock County precincts north of Weirton) 14,949 

Hancock County VTD 14 (Weirton) 951 
Hancock County VTD 19 (Weirton) 1,157 
Hancock County VTD 21 (Weirton) 1,404 
Subtotal (3 Hancock County precincts in Weirton) 3,512 

Total for New Delegate District 1 18,461 

II. New Delegate District 2: 

New Delegate District 1 would be composed of the territory contained in 12 precincts in 
part of Hancock County and 7 precincts in part of Brooke County. Most of these 
precincts are located within the City of Weirton. The population of this district would be 
18,307, as follows: 



Hancock County VTD 15 
Hancock County VTD 16 
Hancock County VTD 17 
Hancock County VTD 18 
Hancock County VTD 20 
Hancock County VTD 22 
Hancock County VTD 23 
Hancock County VTD 24 
Hancock County VTD 25 
Hancock County VTD 26 
Hancock County VTD 27 
Hancock County VTD 28 

(Weirton) 
(Weirton) 
(Weirton) 
(Weirton) 
(Weirton) 
(Weirton) 
(Weirton) 
(Weirton) 
(Weirton) 
(Weirton) 
(Weirton) 
(Weirton) 

Subtotal (12 Hancock County precincts in Weirton) 

Brooke County VTD 24 
Brooke County VTD 25 
Brooke County VTD 26 
Brooke County VTD 32B 
Brooke County VTD 34 
Brooke County VTD 35A 
Brooke County VTD 36 

(uninc. and Weirton) 
(Weirton) 
(Weirton) 
(uninc.) 
(Weirton) 
(uninc.) 
(Weirton) 

Subtotal (7 Brooke County precincts) 

Total for New Delegate District 2 

III. New Delegate District 3: 

405 
1,263 

995 
683 

1,606 
1,321 
1,110 
1,092 
1,004 

919 
966 
851 

12,215 

1,568 
570 

1,020 
412 

.1,091 
663 
768 

6,092  

18,307  

New Delegate District 3 would be composed of the territory contained in the 23 
precincts in the portion of Brooke County that is located to the south of New Delegate 
District 2. 

The total population of this district would be 17,977. Brooke County's 2010 total 
population is 24,069. The portion of Brooke County that is in New Delegate District 2 
has a population of 6,092. 24,069 - 6,092 = 17,977. 

IV. New Delegate District 4: 

New Delegate District 4 would be composed of the territory contained in 16 precincts in 
part of Ohio County, primarily in northern and eastern Ohio County. 

The population of this district would be 18,913, as follows: 

Ohio County VTD 11 
Ohio CountyVTD 12 
Ohio County VTD 13 
Ohio County VTD 16 
Ohio County VTD 122 

(uninc.) 1,243 
(uninc.) 655 
(uninc.) 1,035 
(uninc. and Wheeling) 1,087 

(Wheeling) '3 11 411 

~ 



Ohio County VrD 124 
Ohio County VTD 125 
Ohio County VTD 129 
Ohio County VTD 130 
Ohio County VrD 131 
Ohio County VTD 135 
Ohio County VrD 141 
Ohio County VrD 143 
Ohio County VTD 146 
Ohio County VTD 158 

(Wheeling)  
(uninc. and Wheeling)  
(uninc. and Wheeling)  
(uninc. and Wheeling)  
(Bethlehem and Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(uninc. and Triadelphia)  
(uninc. and Triadelphia)  
(uninc. and West Uberty)  

Ohio County VTD 161 (uninc. and Valley Grove) 
Total for New Delegate District 4 

V. New Delegate District 5: 

772 
1,384 
1,025 

942 
837 

1,469 
617 
696 

2,383 
2,163 
2,194 

18,913 

New Delegate District 5 would be composed of the territory contained in 26 precincts in 
part of Ohio County generally to the south of New Delegate District 4. Nearly all the 
residents of New Delegate District 5 reside in the City of Wheeling. 

The population of this district would be 18,669, as follows: 

Ohio County VTD 
Ohio County VrD 
Ohio County VTD 
Ohio County VrD 
Ohio County VrD 
Ohio County VTD 
Ohio County VTD 
Ohio County VTD 
Ohio County VrD 
Ohio County VrD 
Ohio County VrD 
Ohio County VTD 
Ohio County VrD 
Ohio County VTD 
Ohio County VTD 
Ohio County VrD 
Ohio County VTD 

1 
4 
5 

10 
14 
20 
23 
24 
28 
29 
31 
36 
49 
60 
64 
69 
77 

Ohio County VTD 100 
Ohio County VrD 102 
Ohio County VrD 113 
Ohio County VTD 115 
Ohio County VTD 116 
Ohio County VTD 119 
Ohio County VTD 120 
Ohio County VTD 127 

(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(uninc., Clearview, and Wh'ling)  
(uninc. and Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  
(uninc. and Wheeling)  
(Wheeling)  

1,045 
1,106 
1,268 

629 
306 
981 
370 
570 
210 

1,047 
527 
585 
587 

1,113 
559 
844 
602 
487 
'210 
600 
665 
705 
624 
891 

1,625 



Ohio County VTD 128 (Wheeling) 513 
Total for New Delegate District 5 18,669 

VI. New Delegate District 6: 

New Delegate District 6 would be composed of the territory contained in 6 precincts in 
part of Ohio County to the south of New Delegate District 5 and in18 precincts in the 
northern part of Marshall County.  

The population of this district would be 19,092, as follows:  

Ohio County VTD 103 
Ohio County VTD 104 
Ohio County VTD 107 
Ohio County vro 108 
Ohio County VTD 137 
Ohio County VTD 148 

(uninc. and Wheeling)  
(uninc. and Wheeling)  
(Bethlehem)  
(Bethlehem)  
(uninc.)  
(Wheeling)  

Subtotal (6 Ohio County precincts) 

Marshall County VTD 9A  
Marshall County VTD 12  
Marshall County VTD 19  
Marshall County VTD 20  
Marshall County VTD 21  
Marshall County VTD 23  
Marshall County VTD 24  
Marshall County VTD 25  
Marshall County VTD 26  
Marshall CountyVfD 28  
Marshall County VTD 29  
Marshall County VTD 30  
Marshall County VTD 33  
Marshall County VTD 34  
Marshall County VTD 35  
Marshall County VTD 36  
Marshall County VTD 38  
Marshall County VTD39  

(uninc.) 
(uninc.)· 
(uninc.) 
(Benwood) 
(uninc.) 
(Benwood) 
(uninc.) 
(Benwood) 
(McMechen) 
(McMechen) 
(uninc.) 
(McMechen) 
(uninc. and Wheeling) 
(uninc.) 
(un inc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc. and Wheeling) 

650 
1,696 
1,087 
1,387 
1,137 

904 
6,861 

781 
856 
327 
381 
356 
364 
825 
675 
616 
765 
926 
545 

1,051 
1,165 

989 
307 
740 
562 

Subtotal (18 Marshall County precincts) 12,231 

Totai for New Delegate District 6 19,092 

VII. New Delegate District 7: 

New Delegate District 7 would be composed of the territory contained in 22 precincts in 
Marshall County to the south of New Delegate District 6. 

The population of this district would be 18,815, as follows: 

~34 



Marshall County VfO 1 
Marshall County VfD 4 
Marshall County VfO 6 
Marshall County VfO 7 
Marshall County VfO 9 
Marshall County VfO 10 
Marshall County VfO 11 
Marshall County VfO 13 
Marshall County VfO 14 

(Moundsville) 
(Moundsville) 
(Moundsville) 
(Moundsville) 
(Moundsville) 
(Moundsville) 
(Moundsville) 
(Glen Dale) 
(Glen Dale) 

Marshall County VfO 15A (uninc.) 
Marshall County VfD 16 (Moundsville) 
Marshall County VfO 17 (Moundsville) 
Marshall CountyVfO 17A (uninc.) 
Marshall County VfO 18 
Marshall County VTD 43 
Marshall County VfD 44 
MarshaJi County VfO 45 
Marshall County VfO 46 
Marshall County VfO 56 
Marshatl County VfO 58 
Marshall County VfO 60 
Marshall County VfO 61 

(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(unjnc.) 
(uninc.) 
(Cameron) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 

839 
850 
732 

1,013 
907 
910 

·1,437 
662 
864 
787 
598 
579 
547 
753 

1,431 
1,419 

740 
1,357 

946 
424 
722 
298 

Total for New Oelegate District 7 18,815 

VIII. New Delegate District 8: 

New Delegate ~istrict 8 would be composed of the territory contained in 4 precincts in 
southern Marshall County and of the territory contained in all of Wetzel County. 

The popUlation of this district would be 18,644, as follows: 

Marshall County VfO 40 (uninc.) 377 
Marshall County VfD 41 (uninc.) 437 
Marshall County VfO 48 (uninc.) 361 
Marshall County VfO 52 (uninc.) 886 
Subtotal (4 Marshall County precincts)  

Wetzel County (all)  

Total for New Oelegate District 8  

Thank you for your attention to this matter.  

2,061  

16,583  

18,644  



NOTICE BY THORNTON COOPER OF HIS INTENTION TO INSTITUTE LEGAL 
PROCEEDINGS RELATING TO REQUIRING THAT 2012 ELECTIONS FOR WEST 
VIRGINIA HOUSE OF DELEGATES BE HELD IN COMPLIANCE WITH PROVISIONS 
OF THE WEST VIRGINIA CONSTITUTION THAT PERTAIN TO 
REAPPOR1"IONMENT, REDISTRICTING, AND REPRESENTATION. 

To: 

The Honorable Natalie E. Tennant The Honorable Earl Ray Tomblin 
West Virginia Secretary of State Acting West Virginia Governor 
Building 1, Suite 157-K State Capitol Building 
1900 Kanawha Boulevard, East 1900 Kanawha Boulevard, East 
Charleston, WV 25305-0770; Charleston, WV 25305; and 

The Honorable Darrell McGraw 
West Virginia Attorney General 
State Capitol Complex Petitioners Exhibit No. 10 
Building 1 ,Room E':26 
Charleston, WV 25305. 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 55, Article 

17, of the West Virginia Code, Thornton Cooper,a resident of, and registered voter in, 

Kanawha County, West Virginia, hereby notifies the Honorable Natalie E. Tennant of 

Mr. Cooper's intention to institute legal proceedings as to her requiring that the 2012 

primary and general elections for the West Virginia House of Delegates be held in 

compliance with the provisions of the West Virginia Constitution that pertain to 

reapportionment, redistricting, and representation. 

The Honorable Natalie E. Tennant is being herein notified in her official capacity 

as Secretary of State of the State of West Virginia, which capacity includes broad 

powers over the conduct of elections in West Virginia. In addition, the Honorable 

Earl Ray Tomblin is being herein notified in his capacity as Acting Governor of the 

State of West Virginia and the Honorable Darrell McGraw is being notified in his 

capacity as West Virginia Attorney General. 



SUMMARY OF CLAIM BY THORNTON COOPER.  

Mr. Cooper is aggrieved by the likely deprivation, under the letter or application of 

current or subsequent statutory law, of his constitutional right, as a resident of, and 

voter in, West Virginia, to participate as a voter or candidate in elections in which the 

districts for the election of members of the House of Delegates are drawn in 

compliance with Articles II and VI of the West Virginia Constitution. 

Recently, on Friday, August 5, 2'011, the West Virginia legislature passed a very 

lengthy bill, designated Engrossed House Bill No. 106, relating to the reapportionment 

of the districts of the House of Delegates. The bill has not yet been enrolled. Once the 

bill is enrolled, it is possible that Acting Governor Earl Ray Tomblin witl sign the bill. 

Engrossed House Bill No. 106 has many provisions that would appear to violate 

Article" and/or Article VI of the West Virginia Constitution. Set forth hereinbelow is a 

discussion of just a few of those provisions: 

(1) Under the West Virginia Constitution, Logan County, with a 2010 population 

of 36,743, or 1.98% of West Virginia's 2010 population of1,852,994, should be 

redistricted so that it would have exactly two (2) delegates, each of whom would be 

elected by Logan County voters and by no one else. However, the bill, in apparent 

violation of the West Virginia Constitution, would create several delegate districts 

(designated Delegate Districts 20, 22, and 24) that would cotlectivety combine parts of 

Logan County with parts of Boone, Lincoln, Mingo, Putnam, Raleigh, and Wyoming 

Counties. 

(2) Before the bit! was reported out of the House of Delegates Redistricting 

Committee (HDRC), Mr. Cooper had e-mailed, to the members of that committee, a 

J82..  
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detailed proposal, in several parts, that would have divided West Virginia into 100 

single-member delegate districts without splitting up any precincts. Under Mr. 

Cooper's proposal, Logan County would have been divided into two (2) single-member 

delegate districts without being combined with parts of any other counties. 

(3) Under the West Virginia Constitution, Putnam County, with a 2010 population 

of 55,486, or 2.99% of 1,852,994, should be redistricted so that it would have exactly 

three (3) delegates, each of whom would be elected by Putnam County voters and by 

no one else. In Engrossed House Bill No.1 06, there is, in fact, one single-member 

delegate district (designated Delegate District 15) that would be located wholly within 

Putnam County. However, the bill, in apparent violation of the West Virginia 

Constitution, would also several delegate districts (designated Delegate Districts 13, 

14, 22, and 38) that would collectively combine parts of Putnam County with parts of 

Boone, Jackson, Kanawha, Lincoln, Logan, and Mason Counties. Under Mr. Cooper's 

proposal, Putnam County would have been divided into three (3) single-member 

delegate districts without being combined with parts of any other counties. 

(4) On the other hand, under Engrossed House Bill No.1 06, Jefferson County, 

with a 2010 population of only 53,498, or 2.89% of 1,852,994, was redistricted so that it 

would have exactly three (3) delegates, in three (3) single-member delegate districts 

(designated Delegate Districts 65, 66, and 67) each of whom would be elected by 

Jefferson County voters and by no one else. Under Mr. Cooper's proposal, most of 

Jefferson County would have been divided into two (2) single-member delegate 

districts without being combined with parts of any other counties. The remainder of 



Jefferson County would have been combined with one precinct in Berkeley County to 

form another single-member delegate district. 

(5) Furthermore, under Engrossed House Bill No.1 06, Marion County, with a 

2010 population of 56,418, or 3.04% of 1,852,994, was redistricted so that most of 

Marion County would be represented by exactly three (3) delegates, in one three-

member delegate district (designated Delegate District 50), each of whom would be 

elected by Marion County voters and by no one else. The small remaining piece of 

Marion County, a small piece of Monongalia County. and most of Taylor County would 

be placed in a single-member delegate district (designated Delegate District 49). 

Under Mr. Cooper's proposal, Marion County would have been divided into three (3) 

single-member delegate districts without being combined with parts of any other 

counties. 

(6) From the foregoing facts, it is clear that the West Virginia Legislature wants 

voters from outside of Putnam County to influence the outcome of elections in most of 

the delegate districts that contain voters who live in Putnam County. This is in stark 

contrast to the manner in which the Legislature has treated voters in Jefferson County 

and in the overwhelming majority of the territory of Marion County. 

(7) Furthermore, the decision by the West Virginia Legislature to mix portions of 

Logan County with portions of other counties, in the same delegate districts, and to mix 

portions of Putnam County with portions of other- counties, in the same delegate 

districts, in turn, would cause a "ripple effect" affecting the redistricting of Boone, 

Jackson, Kanawha, Lincoln, Mason, Mingo, Raleigh, and Wyoming Counties, and other 

West Virginia counties, as well. 



(8) Engrossed House Bill No.1 06 would needlessly split up a number of less 

populous counties, such as Clay, Gilmer, Pendleton, Pleasants, and Tucker Counties, 

each of which has a 2010 population of less than 10,000. 

(9) Moreover, Engrossed House Bill No. 106 would deprive the residents and 

voters of Mason County, with a population of 27,324, or 1.47% of 1,852,994, of the 

creation of a single-member delegate district that would be located wholly within Mason 

County. Under Mr. Cooper's proposal, most of the population of Mason County would 

have been placed in a single-member delegate district that did not contain portions of 

any other counties. Under that proposal, the remainder of Mason County and several 

precincts from Cabell and Jackson Counties would have been placed in another single-

member delegate district. 

(10) In addition, Engrossed House Bill No.1 06 would unnecessarily divide many 

precincts throughout West Virginia without reducing the population range between and 

among delegate districts to a level that is closer in population than that mandated by 

federal court decisions. 

All of the foregoing problems would have been avoided if the Legislature had 

instead adopted Mr. Cooper's proposal to divide West Virginia into 100 single-member 

delegate districts. 

RELIEF REQUESTED BY THORNTON COOPER. 

Mr. Cooper hopes that Acting Governor Earl Ray Tomblin will veto Enrolled 

House Bill No. 106 and will inform the Legislature that he wants it to enact a piece of 

legislation that complies with applicable federal and state constitutional requirements 

and that also divides West Virginia into 100 single-member delegate districts. 



If the appropriate executive and/or legislative relief is not provided in a timely 

manner, Mr. Cooper plans to institute a proceeding in a court of competent jurisdiction 

in an effort to obtain the appropriate judicial relief. 

In addition, Mr. Cooper reserves the right to move to intervene in any litigation 

commenced by any other party with respect to the same general subject matter. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Thornton Cooper 

ProSe 

~ ~;:j.~ . ~ 
Thornton Cooper" . 
3015 Ridgeview Drive 
South Charleston, WV 25303 
West Virginia State Bar No. 823 
(304) 744-9616 
thornbush@att.net 

August 10, 2011 

mailto:thornbush@att.net


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Thornton Cooper, do hereby certify that I have served the foregoing "Notice 

by Thornton Cooper of his Intention to Institute Legal Proceedings Relating to Requiring 

that 2012 Elections forWest Virginia House of Delegates be held in Compliance with 

Provisions of the West Virginia Constitution that pertain to Reapportionment, 

Redistricting, and Representation" upon the Honorable Natalie E. Tennant, West 

Virginia Secretary of State, by mailing an original thereof, by United States certified 

mail, return receipt requested, to her office at Building 1, Suite 157 -K, 1900 Kanawha 

Boulevard, East, Charleston, WV 25305-0770; upon the Honorable Earl Ray Tomblin, 

Acting West Virginia Governor, by mailing an original thereof, by United States certified 

mail, return receipt requested, to his office at the State Capitol Building, 1900 Kanawha 

Boulevard, East, Charleston, WV 25305; and upon the Honorable Darrell McGraw, 

West Virginia Attorney General, by mailing an original thereof, by United States certified 

mail, return receipt requested, to his office at the State Capitol Complex, Building 1, 

Room E-26 , Charleston, WV 25305, all on this 10th day of August, 2011. 

~T/~'J~ ... ~ 
Thornton Cooper 
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Plan: House 2x Final Plan2 Petitioner's Exhibit No. 12 
Plan Type: 

Administrator Tom Bennett 
User: 

Population Summary Report (multi-member) 
~onday,August22,2011 12:06 PM 

NUMBER OF IDEAL 

DISTRICT MEMBERS POPULATION POPULATION DEVIATION % DEVIATION 

2 1 19,289 18,530 759 4.10 
5 1 17,616 18,530 -914 -4.93 
6 17,728 18,530 -802 -4.33 
7 17,736 18,530 -794 -4.28 
8 18,428 18,530 -102 -0.55 
9 18,288 18,530 -242 -1.31 
11 18,387 18,530 -143 -0.77 
12 17,830 18,530 -700 -3.78 
14 17,677 18,530 -853 -4.60 
15 18,384 18,530 -146 -0.79 
18 17,608 18,530 -922 -4.98 
20 17,621 18,530 -909 -4.91 
21 19,269 18,530 739 3.99 
23 17,873 18,530 -657 -3.55 
25 1 19,089 18,530 559 3.02 
26 1 18,624 18,530 94 0.51 
29 19,453 18,530 923 4.98 
30 19,447 18,530 917 4.95 
31 19,451 18,530 921 4.97 
33 19,378 18,530 848 4.58 
34 19,446 18,530 916 4.94 
37 1 17,917 18,530 -613 -3.31 
38 19,438 18,530 908 4.90 
39 19,431 18,530 901 4.86 
40 19,455 18,530 925 4.99 
41 18,798 18,530 268 1.45 
44 19,133 18,530 603 3.25 
45 19,332 18,530 802 4.33 
46 18,397 18,530 -133 -0.72 
47 19,278 18,530 748 4.04 
49 18,629 18,530 99 0.53 
52 19,075 18,530 545 2.94 
53 18,897 18,530 367 1.98 
54 19,352 18,530 822 4.44 
55 19,414 18,530 884 4.77 
56 19,396 18,530 866 4.67 
57 19,419 18,530 889 4.80 
58 19,151 18,530 621 3.35 
59 19,190 18,530 660 3.56 
60 1 19,314 18,530 784 4.23 

Page 1 
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'Plan: House 2x Final PJ.an2 Administrator: Tom Bennett 
Type: User. 

NUMREROF IDEAL 

DISTRICT MEMBERS . POPULATION POPULATION DEVIATION % DEVIATION 

61 1 18,472 18,530 -58 -0.31 
62 17,796 18,530 -734 -3.96 
63 17,744 18,530 -786 -4.24 
64 18,295 18,530 -235 -1.27 
65 18,261 18,530 ·269 -1.45 
66 17,612 18,530 -918 -4.95 
67 17,625 18,530 -905 -4.88 

NUMBER OF IDEAL 

DISTRICT MEMBERS POPULATION POPULATION DEVIATION % DEVIATION 

2 37,602 37,060 271 1.46 
3 2 38,882 37,060 911 4.92 
4 2 36,522 37,060 -269 -1.45 
13 2 37,271 37,060 106 0.57 

17 2 35,210 37,060 -925 -4.99 
19 2 36,921 37,060 -70 -0.38 
22 2 35,249 37,060 -906 -4.89 
24 2 35,250 37,060 -905 -4.88 
28 2 38,909 37,060 925 4.99 
42 2 38,871 37,060 906 4.89 
43 2 37,819 37,060 380 2.05 

NUMBER OF IDEAL 

DISTRICT MEMBERS POPULATION POPUlATION DEVItU'ION % DEVIATION 

10 3 55,957 55,590 122 0.66 
16 3 52,810 55,590 -927 -5.00 
27 3 58,217 55,590 876 4.73 
32 3 57,586 55,590 665 3.59 
36 3 52,906 55,590 -895 -4.83 
50 3 55,380 55,590 -70 -0.38 

NUMBER OF IDEAL 

DISTRICT MEMBERS POPUlATION POPULATION DEVIATION % DEVIATION 

35 4 70,630 74,120 .:873 -4.71 
48 4 70,424 74,120 -924 -4.99 

NUMBER OF IDEAL 
DISTRICT MEMBERS POPUlATION POPUlATION DEVIATION % DEVIATION 

51 5 93,135 92,650 97 0.52 

Total Population: 1,852,994 
Ideal Population: 18,530 

Summa!:! ~tatistics 

Population Range: 17,603 to 19,455 
Ratio Range: 1.11 

UnacUusted Absolute Range: -3,696 to 2,627 

Page 2 
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'Plan: House 2x Final Plan2 
Type: 

Absolute Range: 
Absolute Overall Range: 

Relative Range: 
Relative Overall Range: 

Absolute Mean Deviation: 
Relative Mean Deviation: 

Standard Deviation: 

-927 to 925  
1,852  

-5.00% to 4.99%  
9.99%  

75.05 
0.41% 

705.78 

Administrator. Tom Bennett 
User: 
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Petitioner's Exhibit No. 13 

Plan: House 2x Final Plan2 
Plan Type: 

Administrator Tom Bennett 
User: 

Plan Components Report 
Monday, AuWt 22, 2011 12:03 PM 

Brook.e WV County (part) 6,926  

Hancock WV County 30,676  
District 1 Subtotal 

Brooke WV County (part) 17,143 

Ohio WV County (part) 
District 2 Subtotal 

Ohio WV County (part) 
District 3 Subtotal 

Marshall WV County 

Ohio WV County (part) 

33,107 

3,415 

District" Subtotal 

Monongalia WV County (part) 

Wetzel WV County 
District 5 Subtotal 

1,033 

16,583 

Doddridge WV County 

Pleasants WV County (part) 

Tyler WV County 
District .. Subtotal 

8,202 

318 

Pleasants WV County (part) 

Ritchie WV County 

7,287 

10,449 

District 7 Subtotal 

Wood WV County (part) 
District 8 Subtotal 

Wirt WV County 5,717 

Wood WV County (part) 
District 9 Subtotal 

Pagel 



Plan: House 2x Final PIan2 
Type: 

Wood WV County (part) 

District 10 Subtotal 

Jackson WV County (part) 

Roane WV County 
District 11 Subtotal 

Jackson WV County (part) 
District 12 Subtotal 

Jackson WV County (part) 

Mason WV County (part) 

Putnam WV County (part) 

District 13 Subtotal 

Mason WV County (part) 

Putnam WV County (part) 
District 14 Subtotal 

Putnam WV County (part) 
District 15 Subtotal 

Cabell WV County (part) 

Lincoln WV County (part) 
District 16 Subtotal 

Cabell WV County (part) 

Wayne WV County (part) 

District 17 Subtotal 

Cabell WV County (pact) 

District 18 Subtotal 

Wayne WV County (part) 

District 19 Subtotal 

Logan WV County (part) 

Mingo WV County (part) 
District 20 Subtotal 

McDowell WV County (part) 

Mingo WV County (part) 

Administrator: Tom Btmnett 
User: 

55,957 

3,461 

7,920 

13,]84 

14,140 

49,061 

29,650 

5,560 

17,608 

2,195 

4,262 

11,413 

] 13 Page 2 



Plan: House 2x Final P1an2 

Type: 

Wyommg WV County (part) 
District 21 Subtotal 

Boone WV County (part) 

Lincoln WV County (part) 

Logan WV County (part) 

Putnam WV County (part) 
District 22 Subtotal 

Boone WV County (part) 

Logan WV County (part) 

Wyoming WV County (part) 
District 24 Subtotal 

McDowell WV County (part) 

Mercer WV County (part) 

Wyoming WV County (part) 
District 2S Subtotal 

McDowell WV County (part) 

Mercer WV County (part) 
District 26 Subtotal 

Mercer WV County (part) 

Raleigh WV County (part) 
District 27 Subtotal 

Momoe WV County (part) 

Raleigh WV County (part) 

Summers WV County (part) 
District 28 Subtotal 

Raleigh WV County (part) 

Administrator: Tom Bennett 
User: 

2,872 

17,971 

4,393 

3,884 

30,155 

2,021 

2,093 

15,830 

57,377 

11,160 

15,990 

19,453 
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Plan; House 2x Final Plan2 
Type: 

Raleigh WV County (part) 

Wyoming WV County (part) 

District 31 Subtotal 

Clay WV County (part) 

Fayette WV County 

Kanawha WV County (part) 

Nicholas WV County (part) 

Raleigh WV County (part) 
District 32 Subtotal 

Calhoun WV County 

Clay WV County (part) 

Gilmer WV County (part) 
Distriet 33 Subtotal 

Braxton WV County 

Gilmer WV County (part) 

Kanawha WV County (part) 

District 36 Subtotal 

Kanawha WV County (part) 
District 37 Subtotal 

Kanawha WV County (part) 

Putnam WV County (part) 

District 38 Subtotal 

Kanawha WV County (part) 
District 39 Subtotal 

Kanawha WV County (part) 
District 40 Subtotal 

Greenbrier WV County (part) 

Nicholas WV County (part) 

District 41 Subtotal 

Administrator. Tom Bennett 
User. 

15,435 

1,405 

46,039 

671 

1,717 

7,627 

7,981 

14,523 

17,917 

12,053 

7,385 

1,119 

17,679 

18,798 
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Plan: House 2x Final Plan2 
Type: 

Greenbrier WV County (part) 

Monroe WV County (part) 

Summers WV County (part) 
District 42 Subtotal 

Pocahontas WV County 

Randolph WV County (pwt) 
District 43 Subtotal 

Nicholas WV County (part) 

Randolph WV County (part) 

Upshur WV County (part) 

Webster WV County 
District 44 Subtotal 

Upshur WV County (part) 
District 4S Subtotal 

Lewis WV County 

Upshur WV County (part) 
District 46 SUbtotal 

Barbour WV County 

Tucker WV County (part) 
District 47 Subtotal 

Harrison WV County 

Taylor WV County (part) 
District 48 Subtotal 

Marion WV County (part) 

Monongalia WV County (part) 

Taylor WV County (part) 
District 49 Subtotal 

Marion WV County (part) 
District SO Subtotal 

Monongalia WV County (part) 
District 51 Subtotal 

Administrator: Tom Bennett 
User. 

34,361 

2,342 

2,168 

8,719 

6,777 

305 

2,897 

19,332 

16,372 

16,589 

2,689 

69,099 

1,038 

2,021 
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Plan: House 2x Final Plan2 

TYpe: 

Preston WV County (part) 
District 52 Subtotal 

Preston WV County (part) 

Tucker WV County (part) 
District 53 Subtotal 

Grant WV County 

Mineral WV County (part) 

Pendleton WV County (part) 
District 54 Subtotal 

Hardy WV County 

Pendleton WV County (part) 
District 55 Subtotal 

Mineral WV County (part) 
District 56 Subtotal 

Hampshire WV County (part) 

Mineral WV County (part) 
District 57 Subtotal 

Hampshire WV County (part) 

Morgan WV County (part) 
District 58 Subtotal 

BeIkeiey WV County (part) 

Morgan WV County (part) 
District 59 Subtotal 

Berkeley WV County (part) 
District 60 Subtotal 

Berkeley WV County (part) 
District 61 Subtotal 

Berkeley WV County (part) 
District 62 Subtotal 

Berkeley WV County (part) 
District 63 Subtotal 

Adm.inistrator: Tom Bennett 
User: 

14,445 

4,452 

11,937 

5,109 

14,025 

5,389 

19,396 

15,712 

8,252 

12,548 

6,642 

19,314 

18,472 

17,744 
17,744 

117 
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Plan: House 2x Final Plan2 
Type: 

Berkeley WV County (part) 
District 64 Subtotal 

Jefferson WV County (part) 
District 6S SUbtotal 

Jefferson WV County (part) 
District 66 Subtotal 

Jefferson WV County (part) 
District 67 Subtotal 

State totals 

Administrator: Tom Bennett 

17,625 

17,625 

1,852,994 
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To: Members of the Supreme Court of Appeals of West Virginia 

,4.."'<-
From: Thornton Cooper, 3015 Ridgeview Drive, South Charleston, WV 25303, (304) 
744-9616, thornbush@att.net. 

Subject: Revised House of Delegates redistricting plan (New Delegate Districts 1-100) 

Date: October 12, 2011 

Petitioner's Exhibit No. 16 

Set forth hereinbelow is my final revised plan to redistrict the West Virginia House of 
Delegates into 100 single-member districts. 

It was my intention to minimize the splitting of counties with fewer than 18,530 
residents. Under this final revised plan, the only county with fewer than 18,530 
residents that would be split between delegate districts would be Morgan County. 

In those situations in which counties are divided between or among different delegate 
districts, I have, before deciding where to draw the lines separating delegate districts, 
considered such factors as federal and state constitutional requirements, population, 
compactness, natural boundaries, highways, municipal boundaries, and boundaries 
between more rural and more urban precincts. 

How may you locate each precinct (VTD) to which my plan refers? 

You may easily locate, view, and make copies of the maps that show the voting districts 
(VTD's) set forth below by visiting a user-friendly website. This website also allows you 
to zoom in on a VTD. You may visit that website by typing in the term "voting district 
reference map" in Google or another search engine. That website is usually at the top 
of the list of search results. 

A VTD is a precinct. In most cases a VTD that is reflected on a county's voting district 
reference map on this website bears the same number and boundaries as does the 
current county precinct of the same number. Butthere are exceptions. 

I have a list of the 2010 population count of every VTD in West Virginia. My 
redistricting plan below includes the population counts for many VTD's. 

406 



West Virginia House of Delegates Redistricting Plan: Final Revised 
Cooper House of Delegates Districts Plan No. 1 (New Delegate 
Districts 1-100). 

I. New Delegate District 1: 

New Delegate District 1 would be composed of the territory contained in 16 precincts in 
the northern and central parts of Hancock County. 

The population of New Delegate District 1 would be 18,461, as follows: 

Hancock County VTD 1 (Chester) 
Hancock County VTD 2 (Chester) 
Hancock County VrD 3 (Newell) 
Hancock County VrD 4 (uninc. and Newell) 
Hancock County VTD 5 (uninc. and Chester) 
Hancock County VTD 6 (uninc.) 
Hancock County VTD 7 (uninc.) 
Hancock County VTD 8 (uninc.) 
Hancock County VTD 9 (uninc.) 
Hancock County vrD 10 (New Cumberland) 
Hancock County VTD 11 (uninc.) 
Hancock County VTD 12 (uninc.) 
Hancock County VTD 13 (uninc.l 
Subtotal (13 Hancock County precincts north of Weirton) 

Hancock CountyVTD 14 (Weirton) 
Hancock County VTD 19 (Weirton) 
Hancock County VTD 21 (Weirton) 
Subtotal (3 Hancock County precincts in Weirton) 

Total for New Delegate District 1 

II. New Delegate District 2: 

1,443 
1,133 
1,100 

668 
1,002 
1,484 

693 
1,450 
1,338 
1,103 

851 
1,427 
1,257 

14,949 

951 
1,157 
1.404 
3,512 

18,461 

New Delegate District 2 would be composed of the territory contained in 12 precincts in 
part of Hancock County and 7 precincts in part of Brooke County. New Delegate 
District 2 would be adjacent to, and to the south of, New Delegate District 1. Most of 
these precincts are located within the City of Weirton. The population of this district 
would be 18,307, as follows: 

Hancock County VTD 15 (Weirton) 
Hancock County VrD 16 (Weirton) 
Hancock County VTD 17 (Weirton) 

407 

405 
1,263 

995 



Hancock County vro 18 (Weirton) 
Hancock County VTO 20 (Weirton) 
Hancock County VTO 22 (Weirton) 
Hancock County VTO 23 (Weirton) 
Hancock County VTO 24 (Weirton) 
Hancock County VTO 25 (Weirton) 
Hancock County vro 26 (Weirton) 
Hancock County vro 27 (Weirton) 
Hancock County VTO 28 (Weirton) 
Subtotal (12 Hancock County precincts in Weirton) 

Brooke County VTO 24 (uninc. and Weirton) 
Brooke County VTO 25 (Weirton) 
Brooke County VTO 26 (Weirton) 
Brooke. County vro 32B (uninc.) 
Brooke County vrD 34 (Weirton) 
Brooke County vro 35A (uninc.) 
Brooke County VTO 36 (Weirton) 
Subtotal (7 Brooke County precincts) 

Total for New Delegate ~istrict 2 

III. New Delegate District 3: 

683 
1,606 
1,321 
1,110 
1,092 
1,004 

919 
966 
851 

12,215 

1,568 
570 

1,020 
412 

1,091 
663 
768 

6,092 

18,307 

New Delegate District 3 would be composed of the territory contained in the 23 
precincts in the portion of Brooke County that is located to the south of New Delegate 
District 2. New Delegate District 3 would be adjacent to, and to the south of, New 
Delegate District 2. The popUlation of this district would be 17,977, as follows: 

Brooke County VTD 1 
Brooke County VTD 4 
Brooke County vrD 5 
Brooke County vrD 6 
Brooke County vrD 11 
Brooke County vrD 13 
Brooke County vrD 14 
Brooke County vrD 15 
Brooke County VTD 16 
Brooke County VTD 17 
Brooke County VTD 20A 
Brooke County vrD 20B 
Brooke County VTD 21A 
Brooke County VTD 21 B 
Brooke County VTD 23A 
Brooke County VTD 23B 
Brooke County vrD 23C 
Brooke County VTD 23D 

(Wellsburg) 
(Wellsburg) 
(Wellsburg) 
(Wellsburg) 
(uninc. and Beech Bottom) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc. and Bethany) 
(uninc. and Beech Bottom) 
(BB and Windsor Heights) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc 
(uninc. and Hooverson Heights) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(Hooverson Heights) 
(Hooverson Heights) 
(uninc. and HooversQn Heights) 
(Hooverson Heights) 

408 

608 
660 
583 
954 
456 
478 

1,398 
1,173 

618 
1,165 

184 
1,158 

429 
1,376 

523 
381 
701 

1,150 



Brooke County VTD 28 (Follansbee) 
Brooke County VTD 31 (Follansbee) 
Brooke County VTD 32A (Follansbee) 
Brooke County VTD 33 (uninc. and Follansbee) 
Brooke County VTD 35B (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 3 

IV. New Delegate District 4: 

456 
715 

1,027 
834 
950 

17,977 

New Delegate District 4 would be composed of the territory contained in 16 precincts in 
part of Ohio. County, primarily in northern and eastern Ohio County. New Delegate 
District 4 would be adjacent to, and to the south of, New Delegate District 3. 

The population of New Delegate District 4 would be 18,913, as follows: 

Ohio County VTD 11 (uninc.) 
Ohio County VTD 12 (uninc.) 
Ohio County VTD 13 (uninc.) 
Ohio County VTD 16 (uninc. and Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 122 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 124 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 125 (uninc. and Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 129 (uninc. and Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 130 (uninc. and Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 131 (Bethlehem and Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 135 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 141 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 143 (un inc. and Triadelphia) 
Ohio County VTD 146 (uninc. and Triadelphia) 
Ohio County VTD 158 (un inc. and West Liberty) 
Ohio County VTD 161 (uninc. and Valley Grove) 
Total for New Delegate District 4 

V. New Delegate District 5: 

1,243 
655 

1,035 
1,087 

411 
772 

1,384 
1,025 

942 
837 

1,469 
617 
696 

2,383 
2,163 
2,194 

18,913 

New Delegate District 5 would be composed of the territory contained in 26 precincts in 
parts of central and southern Ohio County. New Delegate District 5 would be adjacent 
to, and generally to the south of, New Delegate District 4. Nearly all the residents of 
New Delegate District 5 reside in the City of Wheeling. 

The population of New Delegate District 5 would be 18,669, as follows: 

Ohio County VTD 1 
Ohio County VTD 4 
Ohio County VTD 5 
Ohio County VTD 10 
Ohio County VrD 14 

(Wheeling) 
(Wheeling) 
(Wheeling) 
(uninc., Clearview, and Wh'ling) 
(uninc. and Wheeling) 

409 

1,045 
1,106 
1,268 

629 
306 



Ohio County VTD 20 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 23 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 24 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 28 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 29 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 31 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 36 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 49 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 60 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 64 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 69 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 77 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 100 (Wheeling) 
Ohio CountyVTD 102 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 113 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 115 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 116 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 119 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 120 (uninc. and Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 127 (Wheeling) 
Ohio County VTD 128 (Wheeling) 
Total for New Delegate District 5 

VI. New Delegate District 6: 

981 
370 
570 
210 

1,047 
527 
585 
587 

1,113 
559 
844 
602 
487 
210 
600 
665 
705 
624 
891 

1,625 
513 

18,669 

New Delegate District 6 would be composed of the territory contained in 6 precincts in 
southern Ohio County and in18 precincts in northern Marshall County. New Delegate 
District 6 would be adjacent to, and to the south of, New Delegate District 5. 

The population of New Delegate District 6 would be 19,092, as follows: 

Ohio County VTD 103 (uninc. and Wheeling) 650 
Ohio County VTD 104 (uninc. and Wheeling) 1,696 
Ohio County VTD 107 (Bethlehem) 1,087 
Ohio County VTD 108 (Bethlehem) 1,387 
Ohio County VTD 137 (uninc.) 1,137 
Ohio CountvVTD 148 (Wheeling) 904 
Subtotal (6 Ohio County precincts) 6,861 

Marshall County VTD 9A (uninc.) 
Marshall County VTD 12 (uninc.) 
Marshall County VTD 19 (uninc.) 
Marshall County VTD 20 (Benwood) 
Marshall County VTD 21 (uninc.) 
Marshall County VTD 23 (Benwood) 
Marshall County VTD 24 (uninc.) 

410 

781 
856 
327 
381 
356 
364 
825 



Marshall County VTD 25 (Benwood) 
Marshall County VTD 26 (McMechen) 
Marshall County VTD 28 (McMechen) 
Marshall County VTD 29 (uninc.) 
Marshall County VTD 30 (McMechen) 
Marshall County VTD 33 (uninc. and Wheeling) 
Marshall County VTD 34 (uninc.) 
Marshall County VTD 35 (uninc.) 
Marshall County VTD 36 (uninc.) 
Marshall County VTD 38 (uninc.) 
Marshall County VTD 39 (uninc. and Wheeling) 
Subtotal (18 Marshall County precincts) 

Total for New Delegate District 6 

VII. New Delegate District 7: 

675 
616 
765 
926 
545 

1,051 
1,165 

989 
307 
740 
562 

12,231 

19,092 

New Delegate District 7 would be composed of the territory contained in 22 precincts in 
Marshall County. New Delegate District 7 would be adjacent to, and to the south of, 
New Delegate District 6. 

The population of New Delegate District 7 would be 18,815, as follows: 

Marshall County VTD 1 (Moundsville) 
Marshall County VTD 4 (Moundsville) 
Marshall CountyVTD 6 (Moundsville) 
Marshall County VrD 7 (Moundsville) 
Marshall County VTD 9 (Moundsville) 
Marshall County VTD 1 0 (Moundsville) 
Marshall County VTD 11 (Moundsville) 
Marshall County VrD 13 (Glen Dale) 
Marshall County VTD 14 (Glen Dale) 
Marshall County VTD 15A (uninc.) 
Marshall County VTD 16 (Moundsville) 
Marshall County VTD 17 (Moundsville) 
Marshall County VTD 17 A (uninc.) 
Marshall County VTD 18 (uninc.) 
Marshall County VTD 43 (uninc.) 
Marshall County VTD 44 (uninc.) 
Marshall County VTD 45 (uninc.) 
Marshall County VrD 46 (uninc.) 
Marshall County VrD 56 (Cameron) 
Marshall County VTD 58 (uninc.) 
Marshall County VTD 60 (un inc.) 
Marshall County VrD 61 (uninc. ) 
Total for New Delegate District 7 

411 

839 
850 
732 

1,013 
907 
910 

1,437 
662 
864 
787 
598 
579 
547 
753 

1,431 
1,419 

740 
1,357 

946 
424 
722 
298 

18,815 



VIII. New Delegate District 8: 

New Delegate District 8 would be composed of the territory contained in 4 precincts in 
southern Marshall County and of the territory contained in all of Wetzel County. New 
Delegate District 8 would be adjacent to, and to the south of, New Delegate District 7. 

The population of New Delegate District 8 would be 18,644, as follows: 

Marshall County VTD 40 (uninc.) 
Marshall County VTD 41 (uninc.) 
Marshall County VTD 48 (uninc.) 
Marshall County VTD 52 (un inc.) 
Subtotal (4 Marshall County precincts) 

Wetzel County (all) 

Total for New Delegate District 8 

IX. New Delegate District 9: 

377 
437 
361 
886 

2,061 

16,583 

18,644 

New Delegate District 9 would be composed of the territory contained in 27 precincts in 
western and central Monongalia County. New Delegate District 9 would be adjacent to, 
and to the east of, New Delegate District 8. Of these 27 precincts, 26 would be to the 
west of the Monongahela River (the Blacksville, Granville, and Westover side), with a 
combined population of 17,768. These are all of the precincts in Monongalia County 
that are to the west of the Monongahela River. The only precinct on the east 
(Morgantown) side of that river would be Monongahela County VTD 81, with a 
population of 1 ,107. 

The population of New Delegate District 9 would be 18,875, as follows: 

Monongalia Co. VTD 40 
Monongalia Co. VTD 41 
Monongalia Co. VTD 42 
Monongalia Co. VTD 44 
Monongalia Co. VTD 46 
Monongalia Co. VTD 47 
Monongalia Co. VTD 48 
Monongalia Co. VTD 49 
Monongalia Co. VTD 51 
Monongalia Co. VTD 52 
Monongalia Co. VTD 53 
Monongalia Co. VTD 54 
Monongalia Co. VTD 55 
Monongalia Co. VTD 56 
Monongalia Co. VTD 58 

(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc. and Granville) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc. and Blacksville) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 

412 

466 
316 
567 

1,267 
394 

1,164 
525 
215 
593 
697 
501 
840 
727 
166 
485 



Monongalia Co. VTD 64 (uninc.) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 67 (uninc.) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 68 (uninc.) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 69 (uninc.) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 70 (Westover) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 71 (uninc. and Westover) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 72 (Westover) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 73 (Westover) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 74 (Granvifle) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 75 (Westover) 
Monongalia Co. VrD 81 (uninc.) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 92 (Westover) 
Total for New Delegate District 9 

x. New Delegate District 10: 

714 
1,076 
1,220 

699 
786 
907 
541 
951 
781 
301 

1,107 
869 

18,875 

New Delegate District 10 would be composed of the territory contained in 10 precincts 
in southeastern Monongalia County. New Delegate District 10 would be adjacent to, 
and to the southeast of, New Delegate District 9. 

The population of New Delegate District 10 would be 18,151, as follows: 

Monongalia Co. VTD 33 (uninc. and Brookhaven) 
Monongalia Co. VrD 34 (uninc., B'haven, and C. Lake) 
Monongalia Co. VrD 37 (uninc. and Brookhaven) 
Monongalia Co. VrD 38 (uninc., B'haven, and C. Lake) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 60 (uninc.) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 61 (uninc. and Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 63 (uninc.) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 77 (uninc. and Cheat Lake) 
Monongalia Co. VrD 78 (uninc. and Cheat Lake) 
Monongalia Co. VrD 85 (uninc. and Morgantown) 
Total for New Delegate District 10 

XI. New Delegate District 11: 

1,212 
1,973 
1,181 
3,167 
1,567 
2,170 

766 
3,998 

681 
1.436 

18,151 

New Delegate District 11 would be composed of the territory contained in 18 precincts 
in eastern Monongalia County. New Delegate District 11 would be adjacent to, and to 
the north of, New Delegate District 10. Most of the precincts in New Delegate District 
11 would be in the southern part of Morgantown, including downtown Morgantown and 
much of V'NU's downtown campus. 

The population of New Delegate District 11 would be 18,394, as follows: 

Monongalia Co. VTD 1 
Monongalia Co. VTD 2 
Monongalia Co. VrD 3 

(Morgantown) 
(Morgantown) 
(Morgantown) 

413 

700 
897 
705 



Monongalia Co. VTD 4 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 5 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 6 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 7 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 8 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 9 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VrD 10 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VrD 12 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 13 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 14 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 15 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VrD 30 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 31 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 32 (uninc.) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 35 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 11 

XII. New Delegate District 12: 

747 
661 
514 
733 

1,378 
260 
917 

2,540 
1,882 

838 
398 
405 

1,202 
1,821 
1,796 

18,394 

N,ew Delegate District 12 would be composed of the territory contained in 16 precincts 
in eastern Monongalia County. New Delegate District 12 would be adjacent to, and to 
the northwest of, New Delegate District 11. Most of the precincts in New Delegate 
District 12 would be in the northern part of Morgantown, including much ofVNU's 
Evansdale campus, and in Star City. ' 

The population of New De/egate District 12 would be 18,580, as follows: 

Monongalia Co. VTD 16 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 17 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 18 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 20 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 21 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 22 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 23 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 25 (Star City) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 26 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 27 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 28 (uninc. and Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. vrD 29 (Star City) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 36A (uninc.) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 76 (uninc.) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 87 (uninc.) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 90 (uninc.! M'town, and Star City) 
Total for New Delegate District 12 

414 

858 
1,393 
2,403 
1,163 
2,394 
1,879 

661 
1,170 

460 
415 
415 
707 
461 
542 

3,184 
475 

18,580 



XIII. New Delegate District 13: 

New Delegate District 13 would be composed of the territory contained in 11 precincts in 
northeastern Monongalia County. New Delegate District 13 would be adjacent to, and 
to the northeast of, New Delegate District 12. Most of the precincts in New Delegate 
District 13 would be in Morgantown, in the Cheat Lake area, and in the northeastern 
corner of Monongalia County. 

The population of New Delegate District 13 would be 18,625, as follows: 

Monongalia Co. VTD 24 (Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 36B (uninc.) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 39 (uninc.) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 79 (Cheat Lake) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 80 (uninc. and Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 82 (uninc.) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 83 (uninc. and Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 84 (uninc. and Morgantown) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 86 (uninc.) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 88 (uninc.) 
Monongalia Co. VTD 91 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 13 

XIV. New Delegate District 14: 

830 
493 

1,266 
2,907 
1,886 

441 
2,619 
2,174 
1,687 
2,418 
1,904 

18,625 

New Delegate District 14 would be composed of the territory contained in 18 precincts 
in northern and eastern Preston County. New Delegate District 14 would be adjacent 
to, and to the east and southeast of, New Delegate District 13. All but three of New 
Delegate District 14's precincts would be located to the east of the Cheat.River. 
Preston CountyVTD's 4,9, and 10 would be located to the west of the Cheat River. 

The population of New Delegate District 14 would be 18,769, as follows: 

Preston County VTD 1 (uninc. and Bruceton Mills) 1,187 
Preston County VTD 2 (uninc. and Brandonville) 1,486 
Preston County VTD 3 (uninc.) 3,392 
Preston County VTD 4 (uninc.) 1,516 
Preston County VTD 5 (uninc.) 894 
Preston County VTD 6 (uninc.) 1,243 
Preston County VTD 9 (Masontown) 546 
Preston County VTD 10 (uninc.) 1 t 147 
Preston County VTD 17 (uninc. and Albright) 959 
Preston County VTD 18 (un inc. and Terra Alta) 1,714 
Preston County VTD 19 (uninc.) 553 
Preston County VTD 20 (uninc.) 752 
Preston County VTD 28 (uninc.) 479 

415 



Preston County VrD 29 (un inc. and Rowlesburg) 
Preston County vrD 30 (uninc.) 
Preston County vrD 31 (uninc.) 
Preston County vrD 32 (uninc. and Aurora) 
Preston Countv vrD 33 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 14 

XV. New Delegate District 15: 

421 
642 
528 
770 
540 

18,769 

New Delegate District 15 would be composed of the territory contained in all of Grant 
and Tucker Counties. New Delegate District 15 would adjacent to, and to the south 
and southeast of, New Delegate District 14. 

The population ofthis district would be 19,078, as follows: 

Grant County (all) 
Tucker County (all) 

Total for New Delegate District 15 

XVI. New Delegate District 16: 

11,937 
7,141 

19,078 

New Delegate District 16 would be composed of the territory contained in 2 precincts in 
eastern Monongalia County and of the territory contained in 16 precincts in western 
Preston County. New Delegate District 16 would be to the northwest of New Delegate 
District 15. 

The population of New Delegate District 16 would be 18,315, as follows: 

Monongalia Co. vrD 59 (uninc.) 
Monongalia Co. vrD 62 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (2 Monongalia County precincts) 

1,543 
2,021 
3,564 

Preston County vrD 7 (uninc.) 1,048 
Preston County vrD 8 (uninc.) 1,493 
Preston County vrD 11 (uninc.) 791 
Preston County vrD 11A (un inc.) 275 
Preston County VrD 12 (uninc. and Reedsville) 1,173 
Preston County vrD 13 (Kingwood) 1,651 
Preston County vrD 14 (uninc.) 787 
Preston County VrD 15 (Kingwood) 1,399 
Preston CountyvrD 16 (uninc.) 418 
Preston County vrD 21 (uninc.) 1,039 
Preston County VrD 22 (uninc.and Newburg) 692 
Preston County vrD 23 (uninc.) 510 
Preston County vrD 24 (uninc.) 992 
Preston County vrD 25 (uninc. and Tunnelton) 937 

416 



Preston County VTD 26 (uninc.) 
Preston County VTD 27 (uninc. and Rowlesburg) 
Subtotal (16 Preston County precincts) 

Total for New Delegate District 16 

XVII. New Delegate District 17: 

884 
662 

14,751 

18,315 

New Delegate District 17 would be composed of the territory contained in 24 precincts 
in eastern Marion County. New Delegate District 17 would be adjacent to, and to the 
west of, New Delegate District 16. All but three of New Delegate District 17's precincts 
would be located to the east of the Monongahela River and of the Tygart Valley River. 
Marion County VTD's 38, 39, and 40 would be located to the west of the Tygart Valley 
River. 

The population of New Delegate District 17 would be 18,776, as follows: 

Marion County VTD 38 (uninc. and White Hall) 
Marion County VTD 39 (uninc.) 
Marion County VTD 40 (uninc.) 
Marion County VTD 96 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 98 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 100 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 101 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 102 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 104 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 111 (uninc. and F'mont and P Valley) 
Marion County VTD 112 (uninc.) 
Marion County VTD 113 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 114 (uninc.) 
Marion County VTD 115 (uninc.) 
Marion County VTD 116 (Pleasant Valley) 
Marion County VTD 117 (uninc. and Pleasant Valley) 
Marion County VTD 118 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 119 (Pleasant Valley) 
Marion County VTD 120 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 121 (uninc.) 
Marion County VTD 122 (un inc.) 
Marion County VTD 123 (un inc.) 
Marion County VTD 124 (un inc.) 
Marion County VTD 125 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 17 

XVIII. New Delegate District 18: 

1,316 
936 
562 
713 
499 
538 
629 
571 
611 
999 

1,001 
855 
675 

1,434 
801 
774 

11 
651 

1,118 
423 
975 
772 
856 

1,056 
18,776 

New Delegate District 18 would be composed of the territory contained in 23 precincts 
in central and eastern Marion County. New Delegate District 18 would be adjacent to, 

417 



and to the west of. New Delegate District 17. New Delegate District 18 would contain 
most of the population of Fairmont. 

The population of New Delegate District 18 would be 18,643, as follows: 

Marion County VTD 1 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VrD 2 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 5 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 6 (uninc. and Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 7 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 13 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VrD 16 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 18 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 20 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 27 (uninc. and Barrackviffe) 
Marion County VTD 28 (uninc. and Barrackville) 
Marion County VTD 29 (un inc.) 
Marion County VTD 30 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 32 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 34 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VrD 35 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 36 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 41 (un inc. and F'mont and WH) 
Marion County VTD 42 (un inc. and F'mont and WH) 
Marion County VTD 43 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 44 (Monongah) 
Marion County VTD 45 (Fairmont) 
Marion County VTD 48 (Fairmont) 
Total for New Delegate District 18 

XIX. New Delegate District 19: 

800 
1,103 

915 
665 
692 
839 
920 

1,523 
1,405 

659 
937 
562 
625 
550 
616 
745 
428 
690 

1,291 
677 
451 

1,002 
548 

18,643 

New Delegate District 19 would be composed of the territory contained in 30 precincts 
in northern and western Marion County. New Delegate District 19 would be adjacent to, 
and to the west of, New Delegate District 18. New Delegate Districts 17, 18, and 19 
would contain all of the territory in Marion County. 

The population of New Delegate District 19 would be 18,999, as follows: 

Marion.County VTD 31 (uninc.) 1,092 
Marion County VTD 33 (uninc.) 607 
Marion County VTD 47 (uninc. and Worthington) 527 
Marion County VTD 50 (uninc. and Worthington) 1,042 
Marion County VTD 51 (uninc.) 427 
Marion County VTD 52 (un inc. and Monongah) 611 
Marion County VTD 53 (uninc. and Farmington) 904 
Marion County VTD 55 (uninc.) 651 
Marion County VTD 56 (un inc.) 734 
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Marion County VTD 57 (Monongah) 566 
Marion County VTD 58 (uninc.) 447 
Marion County VTD 59 (uninc.) 745 
Marion County VTD 61 (uninc.) 748 
Marion County VTD 62 (uninc.) 370 
Marion County VTD 66 (Mannington) 684 
Marion County VTD 67 (Mannington) 474 
Marion County VTD 68 (Mannington) 370 
Marion County VTD 69 (Mannington) 535 
Marion County VTD 70 (uninc.) 650 
Marion County VTD 72 (uninc.) 823 
Marion County VTD 74 (uninc.) 715 
Marion County VTD 78 (uninc.) 582 
Marion County VTD 82 (uninc. and Rivesville) 786 
Marion County VTD 83 (uninc.) 476 
Marion County VTD 86 (Grant Town) 613 
Marion County VTD 87 (uninc. and Fairview) 407 
Marion County VTD 88 (uninc. and Grant Town 678 
Marion County VTD 89 (uninc.) 784 
Marion County VTD 90 (un inc.) 387 
Marion County VTD 92 !uninc.} 564 
Total for New Delegate District 19 18,999 

XX. New Delegate District 20: 

New Delegate District 20 would be composed of the territory contained in 24 precincts 
in much of northern and western Harrison County. New Delegate District 20 would be 
adjacent to, and to the south of, New Delegate District 19. 

The population of New Delegate District 20 would be 18,558, as follows: 

Harrison County VTD 46 (u<ninc., Gypsy, and Shinnston) 1,175 
Harrison County VTD 48 (uninc. and Enterprise) 862 
Harrison County VTD 50 (Shinnston) 576 
Harrison County VTD 51 (Shinnston) 600 
Harrison County VTD 52 (Shinnston) 716 
Harrison County VTD 53 (Shinnston) 309 
Harrison County VTD 59 (uninc.) 1,074 
Harrison.County VTD 61 (uninc.) 1,210 
Harrison County VTD 62 (uninc.) 396 
Harrison County VrD 63 (uninc., Hepzibah, and Spelter) 1,453 
Harrison County VTD 92 (uninc.) 1,182 
Harrison County VTD 95 (uninc.) 747 
Harrison County VTD 96 (Lumberport) 876 
Harrison County VTD 98 (uninc.) 1,217 
Harrison County VTD 114 (uninc.) 750 
Harrison County vrD 130 (uninc.) 1,070 
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Harrison County VTD 132 (Salem) 
Harrison County VTD 133 (uninc.) 
Harrison County VTD 134 (uninc.) 
Harrison County VTD 135 (uninc.) 
Harrison County VTD 136 (Salem) . 
Harrison County VTD 137 (Salem) 
Harrison County VTD 144A (uninc.) 
Harrison County VTD 145 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 20 

XXI. New Delegate District 21: 

506 
766 
633 
459 
643 
437 
478 
423 

18,558 

New Delegate District 21 would be composed of the territory contained in 21 precincts 
in central and eastern Harrison County. New Delegate District 21 would be adjacent to, 
and to the south and east of, New Delegate District 20. New Delegate District 21 would 
contain most of the population of Clarksburg. 

The population of New Delegate District 21 would be 18,749, as follows: 

Harrison County VTD 1 (un inc.) 
Harrison County VTD 2 (uninc.) 
Harrison County VTD 14 (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 16 (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 19 (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 22 (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 28 (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 29 (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 33 (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 34 (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 36A (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 37 (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 66 (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 68 (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 70 (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 74 (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 78 (Clarksburg)· 
Harrison County VTD 79 (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 80 (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 82 (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 83 (Clarksburg) 
Total for New Delegate District 21 

XXII. New Delegate District 22: 

2,210 
352 
948 

1,014 
568 
499 
703 
848 

1,069 
1,467 

446 
794 

1,152 
779 
574 

1,037 
738 
606 
972 

1,233 
740 

18,749 

New Delegate District 22 would be composed of the territory contained in 20 precincts 
in eastern Harrison County. New Delegate District 22 would be adjacent to, and to the 
east of, New Delegate District 21. New Delegate District 22 would contain all of the 
population of Bridgeport. 

420 



The population of New Delegate District 22 would be 18,924, as follows: 

Harrison County VTD 4 (Stonewood ) 
Harrison County VTD 5 (uninc. and Stonewood) 
Harrison County VTD 6 (Nutter Fort) 
Harrison County VTD 9 (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 10 (uninc.) 
Harrison County VTD 13 (Clarksburg) 
Harrison County VTD 45 (uninc. and Bridgeport) 
Harrison County VTD 87 (uninc.) 
Harrison County VTD 120 (uninc.) 
Harrison County VTD 121 (Anmoore and C'burg) 
Harrison County VTD 122 (Bridgeport) 
Harrison County VTD 123 (Bridgeport) 
Harrison County VTD 124 (Bridgeport) 
Harrison County VTD 125 (Bridgeport) 
Harrison County VTD 126 (Bridgeport) 
Harrison County VTD 128 (Bridgeport and uninc.) 
Harrison County VTD 129 (Bridgeport) 
Harrison County VTD 129A (Bridgeport) 
Harrison County VTD 129B (Bridgeport) 
Harrison County VTD 129C (Bridgeport and uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 22 

XXIII. New Delegate District 23: 

959 
1,082 
1,094 

615 
857 
461 
650 
782 
736 
796 
511 

1,313 
1,541 
1,138 

976 
1,677 
1,174 

476 
1,222 

864 
18,924 

New Delegate District 23 would be composed of the territory contained in 3 precincts in 
northeastern Harrison County and of the territory contained in all of Taylor County. New 
Delegate District 23 would be adjacent to, and to the northeast of, New Delegate District 
22. 

The population of New Delegate District 23 would be 18,247, as follows: 

Harrison County VTD 43 (uninc.) 
Harrison County VTD 44 (uninc. and Enterprise) 
Harrison County VTD 49 (uninc. and Enterprise) 
Subtotal (3 Harrison County precincts) 

Taylor County (all) 

Total for New Delegate District 23 

XXIV. New Delegate District 24: 

757 
595 
347 

1,699 

16,895 

18,594 

New Delegate District 24 would be composed of the territory contained in 3 precincts in 
eastern Harrison County and of the territory contained in all of Barbour County. New 
Delegate District 24 would be adjacent to, and to the south of, New Delegate District 23. 
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The population of New Delegate District 24 would be 18,568, as follows: 

Harrison County VTD 102 (uninc.) 
Harrison County VTD 102A (uninc.) 
Harrison County VTD 103 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (3 Harrison County precincts) 

Barbour County (all) 

Total for New Delegate District 24 

xxv. New Delegate District 25: 

654 
788 
537 

1,979 

16,589 

18,568 

New Delegate District 25 would be composed of the territory contained in 8 precincts in 
eastern and southern Harrison County, in 7 precincts in western Randolph County, and 
in 4 precincts in northern Upshur County. New Delegate District 25 would be adjacent 
to, and to the south, southwest, and west of, New Delegate District 24. 

The population of New Delegate District 25 would 18,894, as follows: 

Harrison County VTD 3 (un inc. and Nutter Fort) 
Harrison County VTD 38 (Nutter Fort) 
Harrison County VTD 104 (uninc.) 
Harrison County VTD 106 (uninc.) 
Harrison County VTD 107 (Lost Creek) 
Harrison County VTD 108 (uninc.) 
Harrison County VTD 110 (un;nc.) 
Harrison County VTD 144 (West Milford) 
Subtotal (8 Harrison County precincts) 

Randolph Co. VTD 28A (Elkins) 
Randolph Co. VfD 75 (uninc. and Elkins) 
Randolph Co. VfD 80 (uninc. and Elkins) 
Randolph Co. VfD 150 (uninc. and Womelsdorf) 
Randolph Co. VTD 155 (un inc. and Elkins) 
Randolph Co. VTD 160 (uninc. and Elkins) 
Randolph Co. VTD 170 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (7 Randolph County precincts) 

Upshur County VTD 33 (uninc.) 
Upshur County VTD 35 (uninc.) 
Upshur County VTD 38 (un inc.) 
Upshur County VTD 39 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (4 Upshur County precincts) 

Total for New Delegate District 25 
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1,282 
378 
416 
509 
488 

1,009 
1,730 

630 
6,442 

281 
308 

1,049 
2,625 
1,837 

914 
1,113 
8,127 

1,498 
595 
919 

1,313 
4,325 

18,894 



XXVI. New Delegate District 26: 

New Delegate District 26 would be composed of the territory contained in 1 precinct in 
northwestern Harrison County and of the territory contained in all of Doddridge and 
Tyler Counties. New Delegate District 26 would be adjacent to, and to the west of, New 
Delegate District 20 and would be located to the west of New Delegate District 25. 

The population of New Delegate District 26 would be 18,185, as follows: 

Harrison County VTD 118 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (1 Harrison County precinct) 

Doddridge County (all) 

Tyler County (all) 

Total for New Delegate District 26 

XXVII. New Delegate District 27: 

775 
775 

8,202 

9,208 

18,185 

New Delegate District 27 would be composed of the territory contained in all of Gilmer 
and Ritchie Counties. New Delegate District 27 would be adjacent to, and to the 
southwest of, New Delegate District 26. 

The population of New Delegate District 27 would be 19,142, as follows: 

Gilmer County (all) 

Ritchie County (all) 

Total for New Delegate District 27 

XXVIII. New Delegate District 28: 

8,693 

10,449 

19,142 

New Delegate District 28 would be composed of the territory contained in 9 precincts in 
eastern Wood County and of the territory contained in all of Pleasants County. New 
Delegate District 28 would be adjacent to, and to the north and northwest of, New 
Delegate District 27. 

The population of New Delegate District 28 would be 18,187, as follows: 

Pleasants County (all) 

Wood County VTD 54 
Wood County VTD 54A 
Wood CountyVTD 57A 
Wood County VTD 58 
Wood County VTD 60 

(uninc. and Waverly) 
(uninc. and Waverly) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 

423 

7,605 

896 
1,026 
2,506 
1,042 

666 



Wood County VTD 61 (uninc.) 
Wood County VTD 86 (un inc.) 
Wood County VTD 88 (Mineralwells) 
Wood County VTD 89 (Mineralwells) 
Subtotal (9 Wood County precincts) 

Total for New Delegate District 28 

XXIX. New Delegate District 29: 

1,281 
1,169 
1,180 

816 
10,582 

18,187 

New Delegate District 29 would be composed of the territory contained in 19 precincts 
in northern and central Wood County. New Delegate District 29 would be adjacent to, 
and to the west of, New Delegate District 28. New Delegate District 29 would include 
Williamstown and part of Vienna. 

The population of New Delegate District 29 would be 18,168, as follows: 

Wood County VrD 38 (uninc.) 
Wood County VTD 44 (Vienna) 
Wood County VrD 44A (Vienna) 
Wood County VTD 45 (Vienna) 
Wood County VTD 45A (Vienna) 
Wood County VTD 46 (Vienna) 
Wood County VTD 46A (Vienna) 
Wood County VrD 468 (Vienna) 
Wood County VTD 47 (uninc.) 
Wood County VTD 48 (uninc. and 8oaz) 
Wood County VTD 49 (uninc.) 
Wood County VTD 50 (uninc.) 
Wood County VTD 51 (Williamstown) 
Wood County VTD 52 (Williamstown) 
Wood County VTD 53 (un inc.) 
Wood County VTD 53A (uninc.) 
Wood County VTD 56 (uninc.) 
Wood County VTD 56A (uninc.) 
Wood County VTD 57 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 29 

XXX. New Delegate District 30: 

327 
1,019 

745 
560 
735 
570 
785 

1,423 
766 

1,416 
1,601 

642 
1,910 

998 
1,014 

919 
658 

1,121 
959 

18,168 

New Delegate District 30 would be composed of the territory contained in 21 precincts 
in central Wood County. New Delegate District 30 would be adjacent to, and to the 
southwest of, New Delegate District 29. New Delegate District 30 would include much 
of Parkersburg. 

The population of New Delegate District 30 would be 18,097, as follows: 
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Wood County VTD 8 (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 10 (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 13 (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 16 (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 17 (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 19 (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 23 (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 24 (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 27 (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 29 (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 31 (Parkersburg) 
Wood COl.lnty VTD 32 (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 36 (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 36B (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 3eC (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 37 (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 37 A (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 37B (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 37C (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 37D (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 40 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 30 

XXXI. New Delegate District 31: 

640 
1,102 

959 
476 
833 

1,476 
787 
946 
914 

1,000 
901 

1,971 
1,222 

477 
721 
524 
577 
571 
525 
539 
936 

18,097 

New Delegate District 31 would be composed of the territory contained in 17 precincts 
in central Wood County. New Delegate District 31 would be adjacent to, and to the 
north, west, and southwest of, New Delegate District 30. New Delegate District 31 
would include parts of Parkersburg and Vienna. 

The population of New Delegate District 31 would be 18,259, as follows: 

Wood County VTD 1 
Wood County VrD 33 
Wood CountyVTD 34A 
Wood County VTD 35 
Wood County VTD 40A 
Wood County VrD 41 
Wood County VrD 42 
Wood County VTD 42A 
Wood CountyVTD 43A 
Wood CountyVTD 49A 
Wood County VTD 63 
Wood CountyVTD 63A 
Wood County vrD 63B 

(Parkersburg) 
(Parkersburg) 
(Parkersburg) 
(Parkersburg) 
(uninc.) 
(Vienna) 
(Vienna) 
(Vienna) 
(Vienna) 
(North Hills) 
(un inc.) 
(uninc~) 
(uninc.) 

425 

567 
802 

1,034 
1,055 
1,760 

906 
862 

1,685 
1,442 

932 
1,345 

952 
757 



Wood County VTD 64 (uninc.) 
Wood County VTD 66 (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 69 (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 74 (Parkersburg) 
Total for New Delegate District 31 

XXXII. New Delegate District 32: 

1,163 
1,185 

797 
1,015 

18,259 

New Delegate District 32 would be composed of the territory contained in 14 precincts 
in western and central Wood County. New Delegate District 31 would be adjacent to, 
and to the south of, New Delegate District 30. New Delegate District 30 would include 
part of Parkersburg. 

The population of New Delegate District 32 would be 18,345, as follows: 

Wood County VTD 62A (uninc.) 
Wood County VTD 67 (uninc.) 
Wood County VTD 67 A (uninc.) 
Wood County VTD 71 (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 71 U (uninc. and Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 74A (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VrD 74B (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VrD 74C (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 75 (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 77 (Parkersburg) 
Wood County VTD 78 (uninc.) 
Wood County VrD 78A (uninc.) 
Wood County vrD 79 (uninc.) 
Wood County VTD 82 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 32 

XXXIII. New Delegate District 33: 

1,604 
2,220 
1,927 

527 
281 
814 

1,482 
1,613 
1,530 
1,915 
1,404 

852 
1,107 
1,159 

18,435 

New Delegate District 33 would be composed of the territory contained in 1 precinct in 
northern Jackson County, of the territory contained in 4 precincts in southern Wood 
County, and of the territory contained in all of Calhoun and Wirt Counties. New 
Delegate District 33 would be adjacent to, and to the south and southeast of, New 
Delegate District 32. The entire territory of Wood County would be contained in New 
Delegate Districts 28, 29. 30, 31, 32, and 33.' . 

The population of New Delegate District 33 would be 18,005, as follows: 

Jackson County VTD 4 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (1 Jackson County precinct) 

Wood County VTD 81 . 
Wood County VTD 84 

(uninc.) 
(un inc.) 
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1.246 
1,246. 

683 
408 



Wood County VTD 85 (uninc.) 
Wood County VTD 87 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (4 Wood County precincts) 

Calhoun County (all) 

Wirt County (all) 

Total for New Delegate District 33 

XXXIV. New Delegate District 34: 

797 
1,527 
3,415 

7,627 

5,717 

18,005 

New Delegate District 34 would be composed of the territory contained in 4 precincts in 
eastern Jackson County and of the territory contained in all of Roane County. New 
Delegate District 34 would be adjacent to, and to the south and west of, New Delegate 
District 33. 

The population of New Delegate District 34 would be 18,060, as follows: 

Jackson County VTD 23 (uninc.) 
Jackson County VTD 38 (uninc.) 
Jackson County VTD 39 (uninc.) 
Jackson County vrD 43 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (4 Jackson County precincts) 

Roane County (all) 

Total for New Delegate District 34 

XXXV. New Delegate District 35: 

1,379 
382 
615 
758 

3,134 

14,926 

18,060 

New Delegate District 35 would be composed of the territory contained in 21 precincts 
in Jackson County. New Delegate District 35 would be adjacent to, and to the west of, 
New Delegate District 34. 

The population of New Delegate District 35 would be 18,650, as follows: 

Jackson County VrD 1 (uninc.) 
Jackson County VTD 5 (uninc.) 
Jackson County VTD 6 (uninc.) 
Jackson County VTD 8 (Ravenswood) 
Jackson County VTD 9 (uninc.) 
Jackson County VTD 10 (uninc.) 
Jackson County VTD 11 (uninc.) 
Jackson County VTD 14 (uninc.) 
Jackson County VTD 15 (Ravenswood) 
Jackson County VTD 16 (Ravenswwod) 
Jackson County VrD 17 (Ravenswood) 
Jackson County VrD 18 (Ripley) 

427 

579 
698 
707 

1,021 
830 
351 

1,304 
1,011 

691 
417 
909 
953 



Jackson County VTD 19 (Ripley) 
Jackson County VTD 20' (Ripley) 
Jackson County VTD 21 (uninc.) 
Jackson County VTD 22 (un inc.) 
Jackson County VTD 27 (Ripley) 
Jackson County VTD 28 (uninc. and Ripley) 
Jackson County VTD 29 (uninc.) 
Jackson County VTD 33 (uninc.) 
Jackson County VTD 37 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 35 

XXXVI. New Delegate District 36: 

409 
565 

1,340 
1,324 
1,331 
2,203 

346 
1,090 

571 
18,650 

New Delegate District 36 would be composed of the territory contained in 27 precincts 
in Mason County on the north (also east) side of the Kanawha River. New Delegate 
District 36 would be adjacent to, and to the west of, New Delegate District 35. 

The population of New Delegate District 36 would be 18,550, as follows: 

Mason County VTD 1 
Mason CountyVTD 2 
Mason CountyVTD 3 
Mason County VTD 4 
Mason County VTD 5 
Mason County VTD 6 
Mason County VTD 7 
Mason County VTD 8 
Mason County VTD 9 
Mason County VTD 10 
Mason County VTD 11 
Mason County VTD 12 
Mason County VTD 13 
Mason County VTD 14 
Mason County VTD 15 
Mason County VTD 16 
Mason County VTD 18 
Mason County VTD 19 
Mason County VTD 20 
Mason County VTD 21 
Mason County VTD 22 
Mason County VTD 23 
Mason County VTD 24 
Mason County VTD 25 
Mason County VTD 26 
Mason County VTD 27 

(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(Mason) 
(uninc.) 
(Hartford City) 
(New Haven) 
(uninc.) 
(New Haven) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(Point Pleasant) 
(uninc. and Point Pleasant) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) . 
(Point Pleasant) 
(Point Pleasant) 
(Point Pleasant) 
(Point Pleasant) 
(Point Pleasant) 

428 

887 
329 
735 
978 
352 
614 
795 
676 
763 
997 
706 

1,120 
234 
940 
943 

1,181 
792 
550 
355 
430 
715 
837 
513 
534 
730 
336 



Mason County VTD 28 (Point Pleasant) 508 
Total for New Delegate District 36 18,550 

XXXVII. New Delegate District 37: 

New Delegate District 37 would be composed of the territory contained in 3 precincts in 
Cabell County, 5 precincts in Jackson County, and 11 precincts in Mason County. New 
Delegate District 37 would be adjacent to, and to the east, south, and southwest of, 
New Delegate District 36. The 11 precincts in Mason County include all of the territory 
in Mason County that is on the south (also west) side of the Kanawha River and one 
precinct on the north side of that river. The entire territory of Jackson County would be 
included in New Delegate Districts 33,34,35, and 37. The entire territory of Mason 
County would be included in New Delegate Districts 36 and 37. 

The population of New Delegate District 37 would be 18,150, as follows: 

, Cabell County VTD 56 (uninc. and Lesage) 
Cabell County VTD 57 (uninc.) 
Cabell County VTD 66 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (3 Cabell County precincts) 

Jackson County VTD 7 (uninc.) 
Jackson County VTD 24 (uninc.) 
Jackson County VTD 26 (uninc.) 
Jackson County VTD 30 (uninc.) 
Jackson County VTD 32 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (5 Jackson County precincts) 

Mason County VTD 17 (uninc.) 
Mason County VTD 29 (Henderson) 
Mason County VTD 30 (uninc.) 
Mason County VrD 31 (uninc.) 
Mason County VrD 32 (uninc.) 
Mason County VTD 33 (un inc.) 
Mason County VrD 34 (un inc.) 
Mason County VTD 35 (un inc.) 
Mason County VTD 36 (uninc.) 
Mason County VTD 37 (uninc.) 
Mason County VTD 38 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (11 Mason County precincts) 

Total for New Delegate District 37 

XXXVIII. New Delegate District 38: 

929 
1,068 
1,198 
3,195 

799 
332 

1,805 
1,895 
1,350 
6,181 

921 
271 
975 
670 
619 
864 
535 
902 
839 
627 

1,551 
8,774 

18,150 

New Delegate District 38 would be composed of the territory contained in 18 precincts 
in Putnam County. The district would include all of the territory in Putnam County that is 
on the north (also east) side of the Kanawha River and one precinct on the south (also 
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west) side of that river. New Delegate District 38 would be adjacent to, and to the south 
of, New Delegate District 37. 

The population of New Delegate District 38 would be 18,703, as follows: 

Putnam County VTD 1 (uninc. and Buffalo) 
Putnam County VTD 2 (uninc.) 
Putnam County VTD 4 (uninc. and Eleanor) 
Putnam County VTD 15 (uninc.) 
Putnam County VTD 16 (uninc. and Poca) 
Putnam County VTD 17 (uninc.) 
Putnam County VTD 18 (uninc. and Bancroft) 
Putnam County VTD 19 (uninc.) 
Putnam County VTD 21 (uninc.) 
Putnam County VTD 22 (uninc. and Nitro) 
Putnam County VTD 23 (uninc. and Nitro) 
Putnam County VTD 30 (uninc., south of Kanawha) 
Putnam County VTD 34 (uninc. and Eleanor) 
Putnam County VTD 35 (uninc.) 
Putnam County VTD 36 (uninc.) 
Putnam County VTD 37 (uninc. and Hometown) 
Putnam County VTD 38 (uninc.) 
Putnam County VTD 40 (uninc. and Eleanor) 
Total for New Delegate District 38 

XXXIX. New Delegate District 39: 

1,687 
855 
950 
677 

2,238 
512 

1,220 
379 
565 
981 

2,079 . 
1,555 

910 
382 
795 
670 
886 

1,362 
18,703 

New Delegate District 39 would be composed of the territory contained in 1 ° precincts 
in Putnam County on the south (also west) side of the Kanawha River. The district is 
generally in the central part of Putnam County. New Delegate District 39 would be 
adjacent to, and to the south of, New Delegate District 38. 

The population of New Delegate District 39 would be 18,728, as follows: 

Putnam County VTD 25 (uninc. and Teays Valley) 2,850 
Putnam County VTD 26 (uninc. and Winfield) 2,829 
Putnam County VTD 27 (uninc.) 2,602 
Putnam County VTD 28 (uninc.) 2,372 
Putnam County VTD 29 (uninc. and Teays Valley) 3,488 
Putnam County VTD 31 (uninc., Culloden,and Hurricane) 915 
Putnam County VTD 32 (uninc.) 1,067 
Putnam CountyVTD 41 (uninc.) 1,180 
Putnam County VTD 47 (uninc. and Teays Valley) 1,139 
Putnam County VTD 48 (uninc.) 286 
Total for New Delegate District 39 18,728 
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XL. New Delegate District 40: 

New Delegate District 40 would be composed of the territory contained in 10 precincts 
in Putnam County on the south (also west) side of the Kanawha River. The district is 
generally in the most southern part of Putnam County. New Delegate District 40 would 
be adjacent to, and to the south of, New Delegate District 39. The entire territory of 
Putnam County would be included in New Delegate Distri.cts 38, 39, and 40. 

The population of New Delegate District 40 would be 18,055, as follows: 

Putnam County VTD 6 (uninc. and Hurricane) 
Putnam County VTD 7 (Hurricane) 
Putnam County VTD 8 (Culloden and Hurricane) 
Putnam County VTD 9 (uninc., Culloden, and HUff.) 
Putnam County VTD 10 (un inc. ) 
Putnam County VTD 13 (uninc.) 
Putnam County VTD 24 (uninc.) 
Putnam County VTD 33 (uninc., Teays Valley, and Hurr.) 
Putnam County VTD 42 (uninc. and Hurricane) 
Putnam County VTD 43 (uninc. and Teays Valley) 
Total for New Delegate District 40 

XLI. New Delegate District 41: 

2,981 
1,154 
1,536 
1,317 
1,864 
1,161 
1,038 
1,672 
1,754 
3.578 

18,055 

New Delegate District 41 would be composed of the territory contained in 17 precincts 
in southeastern Kanawha County to the north of Boone and Lincoln Counties. Although 
the district is largely rural, it also includes several precincts in the Kanawha City area of 
Charleston. New Delegate District 41 would be adjacent to, and to the east of, New 
Delegate District 40. 

The population of New Delegate District 41 would be 19,048, as follows: 

Kanawha County VTD 148 (uninc.) 704 
Kanawha County VTD 149 (Chesapeake) 613 
Kanawha CountyVTD 150(Chesapeake) 510 
Kanawha County VTD 151 (Chesapeake) 431 
Kanawha CountyVTD 152 (uninc.) 312 
Kanawha County VTD 153 (Marmet) 622 
Kanawha County VTD 154 (Marmet) 569 
Kanawha CountyVTD 158 (uninc.) 903 
Kanawha CountyVTD 161 (Charleston) 1,219 
Kanawha County VTD 163 (Charleston) 1,149 
Kanawha CountyVTD 164 (Charleston) 1,268 
Kanawha County VTD 165 (Charleston) 1,100 
Kanawha County VTD 202 (uninc. and South Charleston) 2,564 
Kanawha County VTD 205 (Charleston) 2,033 
Kanawha County VTD 209 {uninc.} 1,131 
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Kanawha County VrD 307 (uninc. and Upper Falls) 
Kanawha County VTD 379 (uninc. and Upper Falls) 
Total for New Delegate District 41 

XLII. New Delegate District 42: 

2,386 
1.534 

19,048 

New Delegate District 42 would be composed of the territory contained in 17 precincts 
in Kanawha County, primarily in the Fort Hill, South Hills, and Kanawha City areas of 
Charleston. New Delegate District 42 would be adjacent to, and to the north of, New 
Delegate District 41. The population of New Delegate District 42 would be 18,746, as 
follows: 

Kanawha County VTD 160 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 233 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 234 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 238 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 239 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 240 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 241 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 244 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 246 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 247 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 250 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 253 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 254 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 258 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 260 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 275 (uninc. and Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 277 (Charleston) 
Total for New Delegate District 42 

XLIII. New Delegate District 43: 

1,408 
1,546 

997 
1,216 
1,012 
1,387 
1,246 

868 
782 
768 

97 
1,299 
1,220 
1,338 
1,280 

500 
1.782 

18,746 

New Delegate District 43 would be composed of the territory contained in 21 precincts 
in Kanawha County, primarily in South Charleston and the area to the west of that city. 
New Delegate District 43 would be adjacent to, and to the west of, New Delegate 
District 42. 

The population of New Delegate District 43 would be 18,413, as follows: 

Kanawha County VTD 208 (South Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 213 (South Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 217 (South Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 223 (South Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 224 (South Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 226 (South Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 227 (South Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 228 (South Charleston) 
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878 
727 
718 

1,664 
430 
544 
927 
548 



Kanawha County VTD 276 (Jefferson) 
Kanawha County VTD 278 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 279 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 280 (un inc. and South Charleston) 
Kanc;lwha County VTD 281 (South Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 282 (South Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 283 (South Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 284 (South Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 285 (South Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 286 (South Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 287 (South Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 288 (South Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 310 (uninc. and Upper Falls) 
Total for New Delegate District 43 . 

XLIV. New Delegate District 44: 

479 
1,012 

685 
1,722 

896 
512 
588 
397 
232 

2,475 
546 
846 

1,587 
18,413 

New Delegate District 44 would be composed of the territory contained in 18 precincts 
in Kanawha County, primarily in Saint Albans and the area to the west of that city. New 
Delegate District 44 would be adjacent to, and to the west of, New Delegate District 43. 

The population of New Delegate District 44 would be 18,681, as follows: 

Kanawha County VTD 302 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 304 (un inc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 305 (un inc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 308 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 309 (Saint Albans) 
Kanawha County VTD 311 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 317 (Saint Albans) 
Kanawha County VTD 321 (Saint Albans) 
Kanawha County VTD 326 (Saint Albans) 
Kanawha County VTD 329 (Saint Albans) 
Kanawha County VTD 332 (Saint Albans) 
Kanawha County VTD 333 (Saint Albans) 
Kanawha County VTD 337 (Saint Albans) 
Kanawha County VTD 340 (Saint Albans) 
Kanawha County VTD 347 (Saint Albans) 
Kanawha County VTD 375 (Upper Falls) 
Kanawha County VTD 376 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 378 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 44 

XLV. New Delegate District 45: 

2,059 
993 

1,969 
786 

1,115 
631 

1,285 
1,222 
1,362 

569 
625 

1,273 
1,232 
1,055 
1,270 

204 
469 
562 

18,681 

New Delegate District 45 would be composed of the territory contained in 17 precincts 
in Kanawha County, primarily in the Nitro, Institute, and Dunbar areas. New Delegate 
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District 45 would be adjacent to, and to the north and northeast of. New Delegate 
District 44. 

The population of New Delegate District 45 would be 17,797, as follows: 

Kanawha County VTD 289 (Dunbar) 1,166 
Kanawha County VTD 290 (Dunbar) 1,009 
Kanawha County VTD 291 (Dunbar) 552 
Kanawha County VTD 292 (Dunbar) 688 
Kanawha County VTD 293 (Dunbar) 1,099 
Kanawha County VTD 294 (Dunbar) 892 
Kanawha County VTD 295 (Dunbar) 697 
Kanawha County VTD 296 (Dunbar) 1,732 
Kanawha County VTD 349 (Nitro) 405 
Kanawha County VTD 350 (Nitro) 1,000 
Kanawha County VTD 351 (Nitro) 952 
Kanawha County VTD 352 (Nitro) 722 
Kanawha County VTD 353 (Nitro) 940 
Kanawha County VTD 354 (Nitro) 826 
Kanawha CountyVTD 355 (Nitro) 1,044 
Kanawha County VTD 357 (Institute and West Dunbar) 1,886 . 
Kanawha County VTD 362 (uninc., Nitro, and Cross Lanes) 2,187 
Total for New Delegate District 45 17,797 

XLVI. New Delegate District 46: 

New Delegate District 46 would be composed of the territory contained in 14 precincts 
in Kanawha County, primarily in the Cross Lanes and Sissonville areas. New Delegate 
District 46 would be adjacent to, and to the north and northeast of, New Delegate 
District 45. 

The population of New Delegate District 46 would be 18,629, as follows: 

Kanawha County VTD 358 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 359 (uninc. and Cross Lanes) 
Kanawha County VTD 360 (Cross Lanes) 
Kanawha County VTD 361 (Cross Lanes) 
Kanawha County VTD 364 (Cross Lanes) 
Kanawha County VTD 365 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 366 (uninc. and Dunbar) 
Kanawha County VTD 368 (Cross Lanes) 
Kanawha County VTD 370 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 371 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 373 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 431 (uninc. and Sissonville) 
Kanawha County VTD 432 (uninc. and Sissonville) 
Kanawha County VTD 433 (uninc. and Sissonville) 
Total for New Delegate District 46 
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1,420 
1,005 
1,508 
2,045 

641 
1,368 
1,138 
1,140 
2,208 
1,770 

267 
1,256 
1,973 

890 
18,629 



XLVII. New Delegate District 47: 

New Delegate District 47 would be composed of the territory contained in 17 precincts 
in Kanawha County, in Charleston, on the north side of the Kanawha River. New 
Delegate District 47 would be adjacent to, and to the southwest of, New Delegate 
District 46. 

The population of New Delegate District 47 would be 17,917, as follows: 

Kanawha County VTD 167 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 168 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 169 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 170 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 172 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 174 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 178 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 179 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 297 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 298 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 402 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 404 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 406 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 407 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 411 (Charleston)· 
Kanawha County VTD 412 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VTD 413 (Charleston) 
Total for New Delegate District 47 

XLVIII. New Delegate District 48: 

791 
893 

1,467 
715 
688 

1,315 
1,364 
1,096 
1,370 
1,165 

671 
1,114 
1,209 
1,013 
1,324 
1,144 

578 
17,917 

New Delegate District 48 would be composed of the territory contained in 17 precincts 
in Kanawha County on the north side of the Kanawha River. Some of these precincts 
would be in Charleston. New Delegate District 48 would be adjacent to, and to the 
north and northeast of, New Delegate District 47. 

The population of New Delegate District 48 would be 17,986, as follows: 

Kanawha County VTD 118 (uninc.) 987 
Kanawha County VTD 119 (uninc.) 1,254 
Kanawha County VTD 120 (uninc. and Coal Fork) 1,487 
Kanawha County VTD 123 (uninc. and Coal Fork)" 834 
Kanawha County VTD 166 (Charleston) 704 
Kanawha County VTD 175 (Charleston) 760 
Kanawha County VTD 177 (Charleston) 878 
Kanawha COlJnty VTD 401 (Charleston) 899 
Kanawha County VTD 403 (Charleston) 1,154 
Kanawha County VTD 408 (Charleston) 1,441 
Kanawha County VTD 410 (Charleston) 530 
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Kanawha County VrD 414 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County vrD 415 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County vrD 416 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County vrD 417 (Charleston) 
Kanawha County VrD 435 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County vrD 436 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 48 

XLIX. New Delegate District 49: 

785 
1,429 

938 
821 
841 

2,244 
17,986 

New Delegate District 49 would be composed of the territory contained in 13 precincts 
in northern Kanawha County on the north side of the Kanawha River. This district 
would be primarily rural in character. New Delegate District 49 would be adjacent to, 
and to the north and northwest of, New Delegate District 48. 

The population of New Delegate District 49 would be 18,623, as follows: 

Kanawha County vrD 374 (uninc. and Sissonville) 
Kanawha County vrD 419 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County vrD 420 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County vrD 421 (uninc. and Elkview) 
Kanawha County vrD 422 (uninc. and Elkview) 
Kanawha County vrD 423 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County vrD 424 (uninc. and Big Chimney) 
Kanawha County vrD 425 (uninc. and Big Chimney) 
Kanawha County vrD 426 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County vrD 427 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County vrD 428 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County vrD 429 (uninc. and Sissonville) 
Kanawha County vrD 434 (uninc. and Sissonville) 
Total for New Delegate District 49 

L. New Delegate District 50: 

1,831 
1,686 

845 
653 
825 

1,866 
1,741 
1,011 

858 
1,579 
1,891 
2,502 
1,335 

18,623 

New Delegate District 50 would be composed of the territory contained in 6 precincts in 
northeastern Kanawha County and of the territory contained in a\l of Clay County. New 
Delegate District 50 would be adjacent to, and to the east of, New Delegate District 49. 

The population of New Delegate District 50 would- be 18,375, as follows: 

Kanawha County vrD 418 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County vrD 437 (Pinch) 
Kanawha County vrD 438 (uninc. and Elkview) 
Kanawha County vrD 439 (uninc. and Pinch) 
Kanawha County vrD 440 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VrD 441 (Clendenin) 
Subtotal (6 Kanawha County precincts) 

436 

1,194 
1,800 
1,702 
1,703 
1,363 
1.227 
8,989 



Clay Cou nty (all) 

Total for New Delegate District 50 

LI. New Delegate District 51: 

9,386 

18,375 

New Delegate District 51 would be composed of the territory contained in 21 precincts 
in southeastern Kanawha County. New Delegate District 51 would be adjacent to, and 
to the south and southwest of, New Delegate District 50. The entire territory of 
Kanawha County would be included in New Delegate Districts 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 
47,48,49,50, and 51. 

The population of New Delegate District 51 would be 18,234, as follows: 

Karaawha County VTD 103 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 105 (Glasgow) 
Kanawha County VTD 106 (Cedar Grove) 
Kanawha CountyVTD 108 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 110 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 111 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 112 (Belle) 
Kanawha County VTD 113 (Belle) 
Kanawha County VTD 114 (un inc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 115 (uninc. and Rand) 
Kanawha County VTD 116 (uninc. and Rand) 
Kanawha County VTD 117 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 131 (uninc. and Montgomery) 
Kanawha County VTD 133 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD .134 (Pratt) 
Kanawha County VTD 136 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 138 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 140 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 142 (uninc.) 
Kanawha County VTD 145 (un inc. and Chelyan) 
Kanawha County VTD 147 (uninc. and Chelyan) 
Total for New Delegate District 51 

Lli. New Delegate District 52: 

1,027 
905 
997 
769 

1,839 
609 
597 
663 
798 

1,223 
578 
831 
743 
409 
602 

1,217 
959 
498 
490 

1,091 
1,389 

18,234 

New Delegate District 52 would be composed of the territory contained in 14 precincts 
in southeastern Boone County, 7 precincts in southwestern Fayette County, and 7 
precincts in northwestern Raleigh County. New Delegate District 52 would be adjacent 
to, and to the south of, New Delegate District 51. 

The population of New Delegate District 52 would be 18,757, as follows: 

Boone County VTD 4 
Boone County VTD 5 
Boone County VTD 35 

(un inc.} 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
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Boone County vrD 36 (uninc.) 
Boone County vrD 38 (uninc. and Whitesville) 
Boone County vrD 40 (un inc. and Whitesville) 
Boone County vrD 41 (uninc.) 
Boone County vrD 46 (uninc. and Van) 
Boone County VTD 47 (uninc. and Van) 
Boone County VrD 48 (uninc. and Twilight) 
Boone County VrD 49 (uninc.) 
Boone County VTD 50 (uninc.) 
Boone County VTD 51 (uninc.) 
Boone County VTD 52 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (14 Boone County precincts) 

Fayette County VTD 5 
Fayette County VTD 17 
Fayette County VTD 18 
Fayette County VrD 19 

(uninc., MH, and Scarbro) 
(uninc. and Pax) 
(uninc. and Mount Hope) 
(uninc .• MH, Thurmond, 
Hilltop, and Glen Jean) 

Fayette County VTD 23 (uninc. and Mount Hope) 
Fayette County VTD 24 (uninc. and Mount Hope) 
Fayette County VrD 41 (uninc.! Page, and Kincaid) 
Subtotal (7 Fayette County precincts) 

Raleigh County VTD 60 (uninc.) 
Raleigh County VTD 61 (uninc.) 
Raleigh County VTD 62 (uninc.) 
Raleigh County VTD 63 (uninc.) 
Raleigh County VTD 64 (IJninc.) 
Raleigh County VTD 65 (uninc.) 
Raleigh County VTD 66 (un inc.) 
Subtotal (7 Raleigh County precincts) 

Total for New Delegate District 52 

Llii. New Delegate District 53: 

481 
414 
398 
473 
636 
236 
211 
481 
309 
414 
460 

5,762 

1,136 
1,218 

669 

1,873 
1,643 

360 
1.170 
8,069 

1,962 
428 
679 
350 
869 
496 
142 

4,926 

18,757 

New Delegate District 53 would be composed of the territory contained in 23 precincts 
in northern and western Boone County. New Delegate District 53 would be adjacent to, 
and to the northwest of, New Delegate District 52; The entire territory of Boone County 
would be included in New Delegate Districts 52 and 53. 

The population of New Delegate District 53 would be 18,867, as follows: 

Boone County VTD 1 
Boone County VTD 2 
Boone County VTD 3 
Boone County vrD 7 

(uninc.) 
(uninc. and Greenview) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 

438 

520 
915 
820 

1,409 



Boone County VTD 9 (uninc.) 
Boone County VTD 11 (uninc.) 
Boone County VTD 12 (uninc. and Madison) 
Boone County VTD 13 (Madison) 
Boone County VTD 14 (uninc. and Danville) 
Boone County VTD 15 (uninc.) 
Boone County VrD 16 (uninc.) 
Boone County VTD 17 (uninc.) 
Boone CountyVTD 18 (uninc.) 
Boone County VTD 19 (Madison) 
Boone County VTD 22 (uninc.) 
Boone County VTD 23 (uninc.) 
Boone County VTD 25 (un inc.) 
Boone County VTD 30 (uninc. and Racine) 
Boone County VTD 31 (uninc. and Comfort) 
Boone County VTD 32 (uninc.) 
Boone County VTD 33 (uninc.) 
Boone County VTD 45 (uninc.) 
Boone County VTD 53 (Madison) 
Total for New Delegate District 53 

LlV. New Delegate District 54: 

634 
378 
990 
969 

1,200 
1,260 

446 
847 
307 
710 
999 
834 

1,153 
1,111 

592 
772 
562 

1,018 
421 

18,867 

New Delegate District 54 would be composed of the territory contained in 22 precincts 
in Lincoln County. New Delegate District 54 would be adjacent to, and to the northwest 
of, New Delegate District 53. 

The population of New Delegate District 54 would be 18,361, as follows: 

Lincoln County VrD 
Lincoln County VTD 
Lincoln County VTD 
Lincoln County VTD 
Lincoln County VTD 
Lincoln County VTD 
Lincoln County VTD 
Lincoln County VTD 
Lincoln County VTD 
Lincoln County VrD 
Lincoln County VTD 
Lincoln County VTD 
Lincoln County VTD 
Lincoln County VTD 
Lincoln County VTD 
Lincoln County VTD 
Lincoln County VTD 
Lincoln County VTD 

1 (uninc. and Hamlin) 
2 (uninc.) 
3 (uninc. and Hamlin) 
4 (uninc.) 
5 (uninc.) 
7 (uninc.) 
8 (uninc.) 
9 (uninc.) 

10 (uninc.) 
17 (uninc.) 
20 (uninc.) 
21 (uninc.) 
22 (uninc.) 
23 (uninc.) 
24 (uninc. and West Hamlin) 
25 (uninc. and West Hamlin) 
26 (uninc.) 
28 (uninc.) 

439 

519 
488 

1,180 
360 
867 
898 

1,207 
621 
526 
922 
273 

1,045 
221 
810 

1,309 
1,257 

733 
1,389 



Lincoln County vrD 29 (uninc.) 
Lincoln County vrD 31 (uninc. and Alum Creek) 
Lincoln County vrD 32 (uninc.) 
Lincoln County vrD 33 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 54 

LV. New Delegate District 55: 

569 
1,967 

632 
568 

18,361 

New Delegate District 55 would be composed of the territory contained in 10 precincts 
in eastern and southern Cabell County. This district would include the Culloden and 
Milton areas. New Delegate District 55 would be adjacent to, and to the northwest of, 
New Delegate District 54. 

The population of New Delegate District 55 would be 18,642, as follows: 

Cabell County VrD 49 (uninc.) 
Cabell County VrD 50 (uninc.) 
Cabell County VrD 51 (uninc.) 
Cabell County vrD 59 (uninc.) 
Cabell County vrD 60 (uninc.) 
Cabell County vrD 62 (uninc.) 
Cabell County vrD 63 (uninc. -Culloden) 
Cabell County VrD 64 (Milton) 
Cabell County vrD 65 (Milton) 
Cabell County vrD 67 Cuninc. -Culloden) 
Total for New Delegate District 55 

LVI. New Delegate District 56: 

2,078 
2,801 
1,437 
1,748 
3,003 
1,993 
1,830 
1,409 
1,071 
1,272 

18,642 

New Delegate District 56 would be composed of the territory contained in 13 precincts 
in central Cabell County. This district would include most of Barboursville and several 
precincts in eastern Huntington. New Delegate District 56 would be adjacent to, and to 
the west of, New Delegate District 55. 

The population of New Delegate District 56 would be 18,747, as follows: 

Cabell County VrD 33 (Huntington) 1,188 
Cabell County vrD 34-01 (Huntington) 1,280 
Cabell County vrD 34-02 (uninc.) 443 
Cabell County VrD 36 (uninc.) 1,863 
Cabell County vrD 38 (uninc.) 944 
Cabell County vrD 45 (Barboursville) 1,460 
Cabell County vrD 46 (Barboursville) 1,837 
Cabell County vro 48 (uninc.) 800 
Cabell County vrD 52 (uninc.) 1,410 
Cabell County vrD 53 (uninc. and Barboursville) 924 
Cabell County vrD 54 (uninc. and Huntington) 2,288 
Cabell County vrD 55 (uninc.) 1,814 
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Cabell County VTD 58 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 56 

LVII. New Delegate District 57: 

2,496 
18,747 

New Delegate District 57 would be composed of the territory contained in 14 precincts 
in western Cabell County. This district would include some precincts in eastern and 
southern Huntington. New Delegate District 57 would be adjacent to, and to the west 
of, New Delegate District 56. 

The population of New Delegate District 57 would be 18,420, as follows: 

Cabell County VTD 4 (Huntington) 
Cabell County VTD 6W (Huntington) 
Cabell County VTD 14 (Huntington) 
Cabell County VTD 25 (Huntington) 
Cabell County VTD 31 (Huntington) 
Cabell County VTD 35 (uninc. and Huntington) 
Cabell County VTD 37 (uninc. and Huntington) 
Cabell County VTD 39 (uninc. and Hun'ton and B'ville) 
Cabell.County VTD 40 (uninc. and Barboursville) 
Cabell County VTD 41 (uninc. and Barboursville) 
Cabell County VTD 42 (uninc. and Pea Ridge) 
Cabell County VTD 43 (uninc. and Pea Ridge) 
Cabell County VrD 44 (uninc. and Pea Ridge) 
Cabell County VTD 47 (uninc. and Pea Ridge) 
Total for New Delegate District 57 

LVIII. New Delegate District 58: 

1,117 
515 

1,485 
986 

1,229 
1,597 
1,225 
1,714 

920 
2,740 
1,648 
1,262 

967 
1,015 

18,420 

New Delegate District 58 would be composed of the territory contained in 15 precincts 
in western Cabell County in the eastern and central parts of Huntington. New 
Delegate District 58 would be adjacent to, and to the west of, New Delegate District 57. 

The population of New Delegate District 58 would be 18,571, as follows: 

Cabell County VTD 6 
Cabell County VTD 7 
Cabell County VTD 10 
Cabell County VTD 12 
Cabell County VTD 13 
Cabell County VTD 16 
Cabell County VTD 17 
Cabell County VTD 18 
Cabell County VTD 21 
Cabell County VTD 22 
Cabell County VTD 23 
Cabell County VTD 24 
Cabell County VTD 28 

(Huntington) 
(Huntington) 
(Huntington) 
(Huntington) 
(Huntington) 
(Huntington) 
(H untington) 
(Huntington) 
(Huntington) 
(Huntington) 
(Huntington) 
(H untington) 
(Huntington) 

441 

1,377 
1,978 
1,395 
1,382 
1,253 
1,158 
1,177 

534 
1,177 
1,139 
1,574 

939 
1,804 



Cabell County VTD 29 (Huntington) 
Cabell County VrD 30 (Huntington) 
Total for New Delegate District 58 

L1X. New Delegate District 59: 

805 
879 

18,571 

New Delegate District 59 would be composed of the territory contained in 12 precincts 
in the westernmost part of Cabell County. These precincts are just south of the Ohio 

. River in the central and western parts of Huntington. New Delegate District 59 would be 
adjacent to, and to the northwest of, New Delegate District 58. The entire territory of 
Cabell County would be included in New Delegate Districts 37, 55,56, 57,58, and 59. 

The population of New Delegate District 59 would be 18,744, as follows: 

Cabell County VTD 1 (Huntington) 1,057 
Cabell County VTD 1A (Huntington) 1,049 
Cabell County VTD 2 (Huntington) 1,070 
Cabell County VTD 3 (Huntington) 1,942 
Cabell County VTD 5 (Huntington) 764 
Cabell County VTD 9 (Huntington) 1,837 
Cabell County VTD 11 (Huntington) 2,797 
Cabell County VTD 19 (Huntington) 2,204 
Cabell County VTD 20 (Huntington) 2,413 
Cabell County VTD 26 (H untington) 1,346 
Cabell County VTD 27 (Huntington) 1,067 
Cabell County VTD 32 (Huntington) 11198 
Total for New Delegate District 59 18,744 

LX. New Delegate District 60: 

New Delegate District 60 would be composed of the territory contained in 16 precincts 
in northern Wayne County, including Ceredo, Kenova, and the westernmost portion of 
Huntington. New Delegate District 60 would be adjacent to, and to the south and 
southwest of, New Delegate District 59. 

The population of New Delegate District 60 would be 18,056, as follows: 

Wayne County VTD 11 
Wayne County VTD 12 
Wayne County VTD 13 
Wayne County VTD 14 
Wayne County VTD 16 
Wayne County VTD 17 
Wayne County VTD 20 
Wayne County VTD 21 
Wayne County VTD 48 
Wayne County VTD 56 
Wayne County VTD 57 
Wayne County VTD 59 

(Ceredo) 
(Ceredo) 
(Kenova) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(Kenova) 
(Kenova) 
(uninc. and Lavalette) 
(uninc. and Ceredo) 
(uninc.) 
(Huntington) 
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724 
755 

1,355 
1,805 

651 
1,136 
1,086 

775 
1,466 
1,579 
1,209 
1,136 



Wayne County VTD 60 (Huntington) 
Wayne County VTD 61 (Huntington) 
Wayne County VTD 62 (uninc.) 
Wayne County VTD 63 (Huntington) 
Total for New Delegate District 60 

LXI. New Delegate District 61 : 

1,134 
926 

1,534 
785 

18,056 

New Delegate District 61 would be composed of the territory contained in 15 precincts 
in central Wayne County. New Delegate District 61 would be adjacent to, and to the 
south of, New Delegate District 60. 

The population of New Delegate District 61 would be 18,050, as follows: 

Wayne County VTD 1 . (uninc.) 
Wayne County VTD 3 (un inc.) 
Wayne County VTD 5 (uninc. and Prichard) 
Wayne County VTD 6 (Fort Gay) 
Wayne County VTD 18 (uninc.) 
Wayne CountyVTD 19 (uninc.) 
Wayne County VTD 22 (uninc. and Lavalette) 
Wayne County VTD 42 (uninc.) 
Wayne County VTD 45 (uninc.) 
Wayne County VTD 49 (uninc. and Lavalette) 
Wayne County VTD 50 (un inc. and Wayne) 
Wayne County VTD 51 (Wayne) 
Wayne County VTD 52 (un inc.) 
Wayne CountyVTD 53 (uninc.) 
Wayne County VTD 54 (uninc. and Wayne) 
Total for New Delegate District 61 

LXII. New Delegate District 62: . 

1,659 
1,412 
1,486 

705 
1,046 
1,749 

933 
650 

1,070 
1,834 
1,555 
1,083 

693 
1,287 

888 
18,050 

New Delegate District 62 would be composed of the territory contained in 5 precincts in 
southwestern Lincoln County, 8 precincts in northern Mingo County, and 7 precincts in 
southeastern Wayne County. New Delegate District 62 would be adjacent to, and to the 
south and southeast of, New Delegate District 61. The entire territory of Lincoln County 
would be included in New Delegate Districts 54 and 62. The entire territory of Wayne 
County would be included in New Delegate Districts 60, 61, and 62. 

The population of New Delegate District 62 would be 18,249, as follows: 

Lincoln County VTD 12 (uninc.) 
Lincoln County VTD 13 (uninc.) 
Lincoln County VTD 14 (uninc. and Harts) 
Lincoln County VTD 15 (uninc. and Harts) 
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458 
964 
544 
660 



Lincoln County VTD 16 (uninc. and Harts) 
Subtotal (5 Lincoln County precincts) 

Mingo County VTD 27 (Delbarton) 
Mingo County VTD 28 (uninc.) 
Mingo County VTD 43 (uninc. and Kermit) 
Mingo County VTD 44 (uninc.) 
Mingo County VTD 45 (uninc.) 
Mingo County VTD 46 (uninc.) 
Mingo County VTD 47 (uninc.) 
Mingo County VTD 48 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (8 Mingo County precincts) 

Wayne County VTD 30 (uninc.) 
Wayne County VTD 31 (uninc.) 
Wayne County VTD 34 (uninc.) 
Wayne County VTD 36 (uninc.) 
Wayne County VTD 37 (uninc.) 
Wayne County VTD 38 (uninc. and Crum) 
Wayne County VTD 41 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (7 Wayne County precincts) 

Total for New Delegate District 62 

LXIII. New Delegate District 63: 

733· 
3,359 

579 
1,599 

991 
1,075 

989 
1,394 

323 
1,565 
8,515 

822 
1,269 

798 
1,117 
1,111 

192 
1,066 
6,375 

18,249 

New Delegate District 61 would be composed of the territory contained in 15 precincts 
in northern and western Logan County. New Delegate District 63 would be adjacent to, 
and to the east of, New Delegate District 62. 

The popuration of New Delegate District 63 would be 18,381, as forrows: 

Logan County VTD 1. 
Logan County VTD 2 
Logan County VrD 4 
Logan County VTD 5 
Logan County VTD 6 
Logan County VTD 7 
Logan County VTD 8 
Logan County VTD 10 
Logan County VTD 14 
Logan County VTD 15 
Logan County VTD 43 
Logan County VTD 53 
Logan County VTD 54 
Logan County VTD 55 

(uninc.) 
(uninc. and Chapmanville) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc. and Henlawson) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc. and Mitchell Heights) 
(uninc. and Holden) 
(uninc. and Verdunville) 
(uninc.and Mt. Gay-Shamrock) 
(uninc.and Mt. Gay-Shamrock) 
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1,455 
2,401 
1,960 
1,663 
1,218 
1,519 
1,028 

602 
338 

1,665 
1,223 
1,267 

867 
689 



Logan County VTD 56 (uninc.and Mt. Gay-Shamrock) 486 
Total for New Delegate District 63 18,381 

LXIV. New Delegate District 64: 

New Delegate District 64 would be composed of the territory contained in 20 precincts 
in southern and eastern Logan County. New Delegate District 64 would be adjacent to, 
and to the south of, New Delegate District 63. The entire territory of Logan County 
would be included in New Delegate Districts 63 and 64. 

The population of New Delegate District 64 would be 18,362, as follows: 

Logan County VTD 11 (uninc.) 608 
Logan County VTD 13 (uninc. and West Logan) 598 
Logan County VTD 20 (uninc., Accoville, Amherstdale, 

and Robinette) 1,702 
Logan County VTD 21 (Amherstdale and Robinette) 952 
Logan County VTD 22 (uninc.) 696 
Logan County VTD 25 (uninc. and Bruno) 1,237 
Logan County VTD 26 (Man) 759 
Logan County VT[) 27 (un inc. and Mallory) 1,761 
Logan County VTD 28 (uninc. and Man) 326 
Logan County VTD 31 (uninc.) 475 
Logan County VTD 36 (Logan) 892 
Logan County VTD 37 (uninc. and McConnell) 799 
Logan County VTD 39 (uninc. and Logan) 916 
Logan County VTD 40 (uninc. and Neibert) 682 
Logan County VTD 41 (uninc. and Stollings) 660 
Logan County VTD 45 (uninc.) 1,463 
Logan County VTD 46 (Monaville and Rossmore) 856 
Logan County VTD 47 (Mount Gay-Shamrock) 626 
Logan County VTD 49 (Omar, Chauncey, and Switzer) 1,345 
Logan County VTD 50 (uninc. and Sarah Ann} 11009 
Total for New Delegate District 64 18,362 

LXV. New Delegate District 65: 

New Delegate District 65 would be composed of the territory contained in 24 preCincts 
in southern and eastern Mingo County. New Delegate District 65 would be adjacent to, 
and tethe southwest of, New Delegate District 64. The entire territory of Mingo County 
would be included in New Delegate Districts 62 and 65. 

The population of New Delegate District 65 would be 18,324, as follows: 

Mingo County VTD 1 
Mingo County VTD 3 
Mingo County VTD 5 
Mingo County VTD 6 

(Wifliamson) 
(Williamson) 
(Williamson) 
(Williamson) 
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523 
193 
22 

622 



Mingo COLinty VTD 7 (Williamson) 
Mingo County VTD 9 (Williamson) 
Mingo County VTD 22 (uninc. and Chattaroy) . 
Mingo County VTD 23 (un inc.) 
Mingo County VTD 26 (uninc.) 
Mingo County VTD 30 (uninc.) 
Mingo County VTD 41 (uninc.) 
Mingo County VTD 50 (Matewan) 
Mingo County VTD 51 (uninc.) 
Mingo County VTD 54 (uninc.) 
Mingo County VTD 55 (uninc. and Red Jacket) 
Mingo County VTD 56 (uninc. and Red Jacket) 
Mingo County VTD 57 (uninc. and Red Jacket) 
Mingo County VTD 59 (uninc.) 
Mingo County VTD 72 (uninc. and Justice) 
Mingo County VTD 73 (uninc.) 
Mingo County VTD 74 (uninc. and Gilbert Creek) 
Mingo County VTD 75 (uninc.) 
Mingo County VTD 76 (Gilbert) 
Mingo County VTD 77 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 65 

LXVI. New Delegate District 66: 

462 
1,369 
1,126 

820 
700 
995 

1,074 
493 
146 
255 

2,548 
469 
643 
970 
578 

1,052 
1,470 

775 
450 
569 

18,324 

New Delegate District 66 would be composed of the territory contained in 32 precincts 
in western and central McDowell County. New Delegate District 66 would be adjacent 
to, and to the southeast of, New Delegate District 65. 

The population of New Delegate District 66 would be 17,970, as follows: 

McDowell County VTD 20 (uninc. and Roderfield) 499 
McDowell County VTD 21 (uninc., Big Sandy, and R'field) 381 
McDowell County VTD 23 (uninc. and Davy) 821 
McDowell County VTD 26 (uninc. and Welch) 545 
McDowell County VTD 28 (Welch) 1,738 
McDowell County VTD 32 (uninc. and Welch) 337 
McDowell County VTD 34 (uninc. and Welch) 811 
McDowell County VTD 40 (uninc., Kimball, and Vivian) 729 
McDowell County VTD 58 (uninc.) 171 
McDowell County VTD 60 (uninc. and Gary) 679 
McDowell County VTD 63 (uninc., Gary, and Welch) 281 
McDowell County VTD 66 (uninc. and Gary) 180 
McDowell County VTD 78 (uninc.) 436 
McDowell County VTD 81 (uninc.) 113 
McDowell County VTD 84 (War) 920 
McDowell County VTD 85 (uninc.) 66 
McDowell County VTD 86 (uninc.) 306 
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McDowell County VTD 87 (uninc., Berwind, and Cucumber) 
McDowell County VTD 93 (uninc.) 
McDowell County VTD 100 (uninc., Bartley, and Raysal) 
McDowell County VTD 102 (un inc. and Bradshaw) 
McDowell County VTD 103 (un inc. and Bradshaw) 
McDowell County VTD 104 (uninc., Bradshaw, and Raysal) 
McDowell County VTD 105 (uninc.) 
McDowell County VTD 106 (Iaeger) 
McDowell County VrD 107 (uninc.) 
McDowell County VTD 109 (uninc.) 
McDowell County VrD 111 (uninc.) 
McDowell County VrD 112 (uninc.) 
McDowell County VTD 113 (uninc.) 
McDowell County VTD 114 (uninc.) 
McDowell CountyVTD 116 (uninc. and Raysal) 

649 
296 
896 
473 
301 

1,434 
1,288 

302 
515 
108 
904 
397 
667 
345 
382 

Total for New Delegate District 66 17,970 

LXVII. New Delegate District 67: 

New Delegate District 67 would be composed of the territory contained in 23 precincts 
in western and central Wyoming County. New Delegate District 67 would be adjacent 
to, and to the north of, New Delegate District 66. 

The population of New Delegate District 67 would be 18,290, as follows: 
,. 

Wyoming County VTD 1 (uninc.) 1,134 
Wyoming County VTD 2 (uninc. and Brenton) 687 
Wyoming CountyVTD 13 (uninc.) 517 
Wyoming County VrD 14 (uninc. and Pineville) 583 
Wyoming County VrD 16 (uninc.) 758 
Wyoming County VTD 17 (uninc.) 497 
Wyoming County VTD 18 (un inc. and Pineville) 376 
Wyoming County VTD 19 (uninc. and Pineville) 457 
Wyoming County VrD 20 (uninc.) 1,424 
Wyoming County VTD 21 (uninc.) 549 
Wyoming County VTD 22 (uninc.) 119 
Wyoming County VrD 23 (uninc.) 461 
Wyoming County VTD 24 (uninc.) 1,604 
Wyoming County VTD 26 (uninc. and Matheny) 957 
Wyoming County VTD 27 (uninc. and Oceana) 905 
Wyoming County VrD 28 (uninc. and Kopperston) 1,534 
Wyoming CountyVrD 29 (un inc.) 1,134 
Wyoming CountyVrD 31 (un inc. and Oceana) 824 
Wyoming 'county VrD 32 (uninc.) 1 ,076 
Wyoming County VTD 33 (uninc.) 705 
Wyoming County VTD 34 (uninc.) 289 
Wyoming County VTD 43 (uninc. and Glen Fork) 947 
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Wyoming County VTD 45 (uninc.) 753 
Total for New Delegate District 67 18,290 

LXVIII. New Delegate District 68: 

New Delegate District 68 would be composed of the territory contained in 16 precincts 
in western Raleigh County. New Delegate District 68 would be adjacent to, and to the 
east of, New Delegate District 67. 

The population of New Delegate District 68 would be 18,744, as follows: 

Raleigh County VTD 23 (Lester) 
Raleigh County VTD 25 (Rhodell) 
Raleigh County VTD 27 (Sophia) 
Raleigh County VTD 32 (uninc. and Beckley) 
Raleigh County VTD 33 (uninc. and Crab Orchard) 
Raleigh County VTD 34 (uninc. and Crab Orchard) 
Raleigh County VTD 35 (uninc. and Coal City) 
Raleigh County VTD 36 (uninc. and Glen White) 
Raleigh County VTD 37 (uninc.) 
Raleigh County VTD 38 (uninc. and Coal City) 
Raleigh County VTD 40 (uninc.) 
Raleigh County VTD 41 (uninc. and Helen) 
Raleigh County VTD 44 (uninc. and Eccles) 
Raleigh County VTD 45 (uninc.) 
Raleigh County VTD 46 (uninc.) 
Raleigh CountyVTD 47 (uninc. and Bolt) 
Total for New Delegate District 68 

LXIX. New Delegate District 69: 

348 
173 

1,303 
1,379 
1,478 
1,555 
1,395 
1,417 

722 
2,054 

474 
549 

1,763 
2,065 
1,040 
1,029 

18,744 

New Delegate District 69 would be composed of the territory contained in 11 precincts 
in northeastern Raleigh County. New Delegate District 69 would be adjacent to, and to 
the northeast of, New Delegate District 68. 

The population of New Delegate District 69 would be 18,366, as follows: 

Raleigh County VTD 20 
Raleigh County VTD 52 
Raleigh County VTD 53 
Raleigh County VTD 54 
Raleigh County VTD 55 
Raleigh County VTD 56 
Raleigh County VTD 57 
Raleigh County VTD 70 
Raleigh County VTD 73 
Raleigh County VTD 80 

(Beckley) 1,869 
(un., Piney View, and Stanaford)' 1,759 
(uninc. and Prosperity) 2,183 
(uninc., Bradley, and Prosperity) 1,438 
(uninc. and Bradley) 677 
(uninc.) 2,037 
(uninc. and Bradley) 1,736 
(un inc.) 1,153 
(uninc.) 4,506 
(uninc.) 717 
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Raleigh County VTD 81 (uninc.) 291 
Total for New Delegate District 69 18,366 

LXX. New Delegate District 70: 

New Delegate District 70 would be composed of the territory contained in 17 precincts 
in central Raleigh County. New Delegate District 70 would be adjacent to, and to the 
south of, New Delegate District 69. New Delegate District 70 would include nearly all of 
the precincts in Beckley. 

The population of New Delegate District 70 would be 17,956, as follows: 

Raleigh County VTD 1 (Beckley) 1,010 
Raleigh County VTD 2 (Beckley) 1,550 
Raleigh County VTD 3 (Beckley) 610 

. Raleigh County VTD 5 (Beckley) 922 
Raleigh County VTD 5A (Beckley) 510 
Raleigh County VTD 6 (Beckley) 1,315 
Raleigh County VTD 7 (Beckley) 1,328 
Raleigh County VTD 8 (Beckley) 604 
Raleigh County VTD 10 (Beckley) 1,087 
Raleigh County VTD 11 (Beckley) 1,155 
Raleigh CountyVTD 12 (Beckley) 1,197 
Raleigh County VTD 15 (Beckley) 1,264 
Raleigh County VTD 17 (Beckley) 782 
Raleigh County VTD 18 (Beckley) 874 
Raleigh County VTD 19 (Beckley) 1,352 
Raleigh County VTD 50 (uninc.) 237 
Raleigh County VTD 51 {uninc.} 2 1159 
Total for New Delegate District 70 17,956 

LXXI. New Delegate District 71 : 

New Delegate District 71 would be composed of the territory contained in 12 precincts 
in southeastern Raleigh County. New Delegate District 71 would be adjacent to, and 
primarily to the south of, New Delegate District 70. The entire territory of Raleigh 
County would be included in New Delegate Districts 52, 68, 69, 70, and 71. 

The population of New Delegate District 71 would be 18,867, as follows: 

Raleigh County VTD 21 
Raleigh County VTD 30 
Raleigh County VTD 31 
Raleigh County VTD 48 
Raleigh County VTD 49 
Raleigh County VTD 71 
Raleigh County VTD 72 
Raleigh County VTD 74 

(Mabscott) 
(uninc. and MacArthur) 
(uninc. and MacArthur) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc. and Ghent) 
(uninc., Beaver, and MacArthur) 
(uninc., Beaver, and Daniels) 
(uninc. and Daniels) 
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1,395 
1,125 
1,514 

323 
1,520 
1,667 
1,723 
1,146 



Raleigh County VTD 75 (uninc. and Daniels) 
Raleigh County VTD 76 (uninc., D'ls, and Shady Spring) 
Raleigh County VTD 77 (uninc. and Shady Spring) 
Raleigh County VTD 85 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 71 

LXXII. New Delegate District 72: 

2,100 
3,151 
1,542 
1,661 

18,867 

New Delegate District 72 would be composed of the territory contained in 11 precincts 
in eastern McDowell County, 12 precincts in western Mercer County, and 11 precincts 
in southeastern Wyoming County. New Delegate District 72 would be adjacent to, and 
to the south of, New Delegate District 71. The entire territory of McDowell County would 
be included in New Delegate Districts 66 and 72. The entire territory of Wyoming 
County would be included in New Delegate Districts 67 and 72. 

The population of New Delegate District 72 would be 18,025, as follows: 

McDowell County VTD 1 (uninc. and Maybeury) 351 
McDowell County VTD 6 (uninc.) 436 
McDowell County VTD 11 (un inc. and Northfork) 506 
McDowell County VTD 14 (uninc. and Crumpler) 288 
McDowell County VTD 17 (un inc. and Crumpler) 291 
McDowell County VTD 50 (uninc. and Keystone) 360 
McDowell County VTD 72 (uninc. and Pageton) 566 
McDowell County VTD 73 (uninc., Anawalt, and Pageton) 512 
McDowell County VTD 76 (uninc.) 196 
McDowell County VTD 91 (uninc. and Cucumber) 499 
McDowell County VTD 98 (un inc.) 138 
Subtotal (11 McDowell County precincts) 4,143 

Mercer County VTD 42 (uninc. and Matoaka) 929 
Mercer County VTD 46 (uninc.). 109 
Mercer County VTD 49 (uninc.) 298 
Mercer County VTD 52 (uninc.) 458 
Mercer County VTD 53 (uninc.) 1,423 
Mercer County VTD 55 (uninc. and Lashmeet) 652 
Mercer County VTD 58 (uninc. and Lashmeet) 801 
Mercer County VTD 60 (uninc. and Montcalm) 477 
Mercer County VTD 61 (uninc.) 224 
Mercer County VTD 62 (uninc.) 1,873 
Mercer County VTD 64 (uninc.) 921 
Mercer County VTD 68 (uninc.) 211 
Subtotal (12 Mercer County precincts) 8,376 

Wyoming County VTD 4 (un inc. and Bud) 264 
Wyoming County VTD 6 (uninc. and Bud) 730 
Wyoming County VTD 7 (uninc.) 423 
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Wyoming County VTD· 9 (uninc. and Corinne) 
Wyoming County VTD 10 (uninc. and Covel) 
Wyoming County VTD 12 (uninc. and New Richmond) 
Wyoming County VTD 15 (uninc. and Pineville) 
Wyoming County VTD 37 (uninc. and Mullens) 
Wyoming County VTD 38 (Mullens) 
Wyoming County vTD 39 (uninc. and Itmann) 
Wyoming County VTD 44 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (11 Wyoming County precincts) 

Total for New Delegate District 72 

LXXIII. New Delegate District 73: 

579 
567 
416 
444 
672 
314 
356 
741 

5,506 

18,025 

New Delegate District 73 would be composed of the territory contained in 20 precincts 
in southwestern Mercer County. New Delegate District 73 would be adjacent to, and to 
the south and southeast of. New Delegate District 72. New Delegate District 73 would 
include nearly all of Bluefield. 

The population of New Delegate District 73 would be 18,292, as follows: 

Mercer County VTD 2 (uninc~, Bluewell, and Br. Fork) 
Mercer County VTD 3 (uninc. and Bluewell) 
Mercer County VrD 4 (uninc. and Brush Fork) 
Mercer County VTD 5 (uninc. and Bluewell) 
Mercer County VTD 14 (Bluefield) 
Mercer County VTD 15 (Bluefield) 
Mercer County VTD 20 (Bluefield) 
Mercer County VTD 27 (Bluefield) 
Mercer County VTD 28 (Bluefield) 
Mercer County VTD 30 (Bluefield) 
Mercer County VTD 31 (Bluefield) 
Mercer County VTD 32 (Bluefield) 
Mercer County VTD 33 (Bluefield) 
Mercer County VTD 34 (Bluefield) 
Mercer County VTD 36 (Bluefield) 
Mercer County VTD 37 (Bluefield) 
Mercer CountyVTD 38 (Bluefield) 
Mercer County VTD 66 (uninc. and Bluewell) 
Mercer County VTD 67 (uninc. and Bramwell) . 
Mercer County VTD 69 (uninc. and Montcalm) 
Total for New Delegate District 73 

LXXIV. New Delegate District 74: 

1,079 
1,556 

985 
1,065 

730 
1,436 
1,062 

435 
1,145 

411 
756 
508 
467 
946 
994 
637 
902 

1.190 
428 

1,560 
18,292 

New Delegate District 74 would be composed of the territory contained in 14 precincts 
in central Mercer County. New Delegate District 74 would be·adjacent to, and to the 
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northeast of, New Delegate District 73. New Delegate District 74 would include much of 
Princeton. 

The population of New Delegate District 74 would be 17,791, as follows: 

Mercer County vrD 71 (uninc.) 
Mercer County VrD 72 (uninc.) 
Mercer County vrD 73 (uninc. and Princeton) 
Mercer County VrD 74 (un inc. and Princeton) 
Mercer County vrD 77 (uninc. and Princeton) 
Mercer County vrD 78 (Princeton) 
Mercer County vrD 79 (uninc.) 
Mercer County vrD 80 (uninc. and Princeton) 
Mercer County vrD 81 (uninc. and Princeton) 
Mercer County VrD 82 (uninc. and Princeton) 
Mercer County vrD '83 (uninc. and Princeton) 
Mercer County vrD 84 (un inc. and Princeton) 
Mercer County vrD 85 (Princeton) 
Mercer County vrD 96 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 74 

LXXV. New Delegate District 75: 

2,051 
1,983 
2,796 

924 
823 
623 

1,369 
2,849 
1,152 

753 
355 

1,240 
436 
437 

17,791 

New Delegate District 74 would be composed of the territory contained in 15 precincts 
in central and southeastern Mercer County, New Delegate District 75 would be 
adjacent to, and to the east of, New Delegate District 74. The entire territory of Mercer 
County would be included in New Delegate Districts 72, 73, 74, and 75. 

The population of New Delegate District 75 would be 17,805, as follows: 

Mercer County vrD 1 (uninc. and Bluefield) 
Mercer County vrD 44 (un inc. and Oakvale) 
Mercer County vrD 47 (unlnc.) 
Mercer County vrD 48 (uninc.) 
Mercer County vrD 54 (uninc.) 
Mercer County VrD 56 (uninc. and Athens) 
Mercer County vrD 57 (uninc. and Athens) 
Mercer County vrD 59 (uninc.) 
Mercer County vrD 65 (uninc.) 
Mercer County vrD 86 (uninc. and Princeton) , 
Mercer County vrD 87 (un inc. and Princeton) 
Mercer County vrD 88 (uninc.) 
Mercer County vrD 89 (uninc. and Princeton) 
Mercer County vrD 95 (uninc.) 
Mercer County vrD 98 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 75 
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914 
1,267 

811 
191 

1,337 
1,107 
1,737 

524 
2,350 

938 
1,122 
2,694 

941 
632 

1,240 
17,805 



LXXVI. New Delegate District 76: 

New Delegate District 76 would be composed of the territory contained in 7 precincts in 
southwestern Greenbrier County and of the territory contained in all of Summers 
County. New Delegate District 76 would be adjacent to, and to the northeast of, New 
Delegate District 75. 

The population of New Delegate District 76 would be 18,670, as follows: 

Greenbrier Co. VTD 10 (uninc.) 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 47 (un inc.) 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 50 (uninc.) 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 52 (uninc.) 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 61 (uninc. and Rainelle) 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 65 (uninc.) 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 78 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (8 Greenbrier County precincts) 

Summers County (all) 

Total for New Delegate District 76 

LXXVII. New Delegate District 77: 

604 
857 
261 
404 

1,555 
758 
304 

4,743 

13,927 

18,670 

New Delegate District 77 wOLIId be composed of the territory contc;lined in 5 precincts in 
southern Greenbrier County and of the territory contained in all of Monroe County. New 
Delegate District 77 would be adjacent to, and to the east of, New Delegate District 76. 

The population of New Delegate District 77 would be 18,877, as follows: 

Greenbrier Co. VTD 7 (uninc.) 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 8 (uninc.) 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 11 (Alderson) 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 21 (Ronceverte) 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 24 (uninc. and Ronceverte) 
Subtotal (5 Greenbrier County precincts) 

Monroe County (all) 

Total for New Delegate District 77 

LXXVIII. New Delegate District 78: 

882 
1,095 

804 
1,431 
1,1.63 
5,375 

13,502 

18,877 

New Delegate District 78 would be composed of the territory contained in 16 precincts 
in southern and eastern Greenbrier County. New Delegate District 78 would be 
adjacent to, and to the north and northwest of, New Delegate District 77. 

The population of New Delegate District 78 would be 19,135, as follows: 
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Greenbrier Co. VTD 1 (uninc.) 1,075 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 23 (uninc. and Fairlea) 1,795 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 27 (uninc. and Fairlea) 966 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 29 (uninc.) 1,063 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 31 (uninc.) 1,255 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 34 (uninc.) 942 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 37 (uninc.) 1,218 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 41 (Lewisburg) 1,640 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 42 (uninc.) 513 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 43 (uninc.) 1,872 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 45 (uninc. and Lewisburg) 835 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 46 (uninc. and Lewisburg) 1,840 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 72 (uninc. and W. Sulphur Springs) 933 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 73 (uninc. and W. Sulphur Springs) 576 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 74 (uninc. and W. Sulphur Springs) 695 
Greenbrier Co.VTD 75 (un inc. and W. Sulphur Springs) 1.917 
Total for New Delegate District 78 19,135 

LXXIX. New Delegate District 79: 

New Delegate District 79 would be composed of the territory contained in 8 precincts in 
northern Greenbrier County and in 3 precincts in eastern Nicholas County and of the 
territory contained in all of Webster County. New Delegate District 79 would be 
adjacent to, and to the north and northwest of, New Delegate District 78. The entire 
territory of Greenbrier County would be included in New Delegate Districts 76,77,78, 
and 79. 

The population of New Delegate District 79 would be 18,523, as follows: 

Greenbrier Co. VTD 14 (uninc. and Falling Spring) 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 48 (uninc. and Rupert) 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 51 (uninc.) 
Greenbrter Co. VTD 54 (uninc.) 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 56 (uninc. and Quinwood) 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 63 (uninc.) 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 64 (uninc. and Rupert) 
Greenbrier Co. VTD 79 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (8 Greenbrier County precincts) 

Nicholas County VTD 2 (uninc. and Craigsville) 
Nicholas County VTD 5 (uninc. and Richwood) 
Nicholas County VTD 17 (un inc .. Craigsville, and Tioga) 
Subtotal (3 Nicholas County precincts) 

Webster County (all) 

Total for New Delegate District 79 
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894 
963 
412 
298 
821 
705 

1,123 
1,011 
6,227 

1,210 
828 

1,104 
3,142 

9,154 

18,523 



LXXX New Delegate District 80: 

New Delegate District 80 would be composed of the territory contained ,in 13 precincts 
in eastern Fayette County. New Delegate District 80 would be adjacent to, and to the 
west and southwest of, New Delegate District 79. 

The population of New Delegate District 80 would be 19,094, as follows: 

Fayette County VTD 1 (uninc. and Oak Hill) 
Fayette County VTD 4 (uninc.) 
Fayette County VrD ,8 (uninc.) 
Fayette County VTD 9 (uninc. and Minden) 
Fayette County VTD 10 '(uninc. and Oak Hill) 
Fayette County VTD 11 (Oak Hill) 
Fayette County VTD 12 (uninc. and Oak Hill) 
Fayette County vro 13 (uninc. and Oak Hill) 
Fayette County VrD 15 (Oak Hill) , 
Fayette County VTD 67 (uninc. and Hico) 
Fayette County VTD 68 . (uninc. and Meadow Bridge)' 
Fayette County VTD 72 (uninc.) 
Fayette County VTD 74 (uninc.) . 
Total for New Delegate District 80 

LXXXI. New Delegate District 81 : 

2,137 
'1,586 
1,393 
1,467 
1,479 
: 829 
1,991 
1,276 
1,478 

977 
'1,447 
2,016 
1,018 

19,094 

New Delegate District 81 would be composed of the territory contained in 19 precincts 
in northern and central Fayette C,ounty. New Delegate District 81 would be adjacent to, 
and to the northwest of, New Delegate District 80. The entire territory of Fayette County 
would be included in New Delegate Districts 52, ,80, and 81. 

The population of New Delegate District 81 would be 18,876, as follows: 

Fayette County VTD 26 
Fayette County VTD 28 
Fayette County VTD 29 

Fayette County VTO 31 
Fayette County VTD 32 
Fayette County VTD 37 
Fayette County VTD 38 
Fayette County VTD 42 

Fayette County VTD 45 
Fayette County VTD 46 
Fayette County VTD 47 
Fayette County VTD 51 
Fayette County VTD 52 
Fayette County VTD 55 

(uninc.) 1,488 
(Smithers) 583 
(uninc., Charlton Heights, 
Falls View, and Glen Ferris) 951 
(uninc.) 355 
(un inc. and Dixie) 564 
(uninc. and Boomer) 843 
(uninc. and Gauley Bridge) 733 
(uninc., Beards Fork, and 
Deep Water) 545 
(uninc. and Powellton) 651 
(uninc., Kimberly, and Powellton) 1,455 
(uninc. and Montgomery) 1,047 
(uninc. and Fayetteville) 534 
(uninc. and Fayetteville) 1,425 
(uninc. and Fayetteville) 1,665 
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Fayette County VTD 56 (uninc. and Fayetteville) 
Fayette County VTD 58 (uninc. and Hico) 
Fayette County VTD 59 (ul1inc. andAnsted) 
Fayette County VTD 60 (uninc. and Ansted) 
Fayette County VTD 65 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 81 

LXXXII. New Delegate District 82: 

1,516 
1.673 

924 
1,317 

607 
18,876 

New Delegate District 82 would be composed of the territory contained in 19 precincts 
in western and southern Nicholas County. New Delegate District 82 would be adjacent. 
to, and to the north and northeast of, New Delegate District 81. 

The population of New Delegate District 82 would be 18,889, as follows: 

Nicholas County VTD 1 (uninc. and Craigsville) 
Nicholas County VTD 3 (uninc.) 
Nicholas County VTD 7 (uninc. and Richwood) 
Nicholas County VTD 8 (uninc.) 
Nicholas County VTD 9 (uninc. and Richwood) 
Nicholas County VTD 18 (uninc. and Summersville) 
Nicholas County VTD 19 (uninc. and Summersville) 
Nicholas.County VTD 20 (uninc. and Summersville) 
Nicholas County VTD 21 (uninc. and Summersville» 
Nicholas County VTD 23 (uninc.) 
Nicholas County VTD 25 (uninc., Belva, and Dixie) 
Nicholas County VTD 27 (un inc.) 
Nicholas County VTD 28 (uninc. and Nettie) 
Nicholas County VTD 29 (uninc.) 
Nicholas County VTD 30 (uninc.) 
Nicholas County VTD 31 (uninc.) 
Nicholas County VTD 32 (uninc.) 
Nicholas County VTD 33 (uninc.) 
Nicholas County VTD 35 (un inc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 82 

LXXXIII. New Delegate District 83: 

1,166 
544 
789 
672 
464 

1,651 
767 

1,295 
1,644 

655 
618 
504 

1,576 
1,129 
1,026 

601 
620 

1,821 
1.357 

18,899 

New Delegate District 83 would be composed of the territory contained in 4 precincts in 
northern Nicholas County and of the territory contained in all of Braxton County. New 
Delegate District 83 would be adjacent to, and to the north of, New Delegate District 82. 
The entire territory of Nicholas County would be included in New Delegate Districts 79, 
82, and 83. 

The population of New Delegate District 83 would be 18,715, as follows: 

Nicholas County VTD 13 (uninc.) 637 
Nicholas County VTD 14 (uninc. and Birch River) 1,244. 
Nicholas County VTD 15 (uninc.) 925 
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Nicholas County VfD 16 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (4 Nicholas County precincts) 

Braxton County (all) 

Total for New Delegate District 83 

LXXXIV. New Delegate District 84: 

1.386 
4,192 

14,523 

18,715 

New Delegate District 84 would be composed of the territory contained in 2 precincts in 
southwestern Harrison County and in 1 precinct in western Upshur County and of the 
territory contained in all of Lewis County. New Delegate District 84 would be adjacent 
to, and to the north and northeast of, New Delegate District 83. The entire territory of 
Harrison County would be included in New Delegate Districts 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 
and 84. 

The popUlation of New Delegate District 84 would be 19,190, as follows: 

Harrison County VfD 143 (uninc.) 
Harrison County VrD 143A (uninc.) 
Subtotal (2 Harrison County precincts) 

Upshur County vrD 16 (uninc. and Buckhannon) 
Subtotal (1 Upshur County precinct) 

Lewis County (all) 

Total for New Delegate District 84 

LXXXV. New Delegate District 85: 

1,019 
954 . 

1,973 

845 
845 

16,372 

19,190 

New Delegate District 85 would be composed of the territory contained in 17 precincts 
in central and southern Upshur County. New Delegate District 85 would be adjacent to, 
and to the east and southeast of, New Delegate District 84. The entire territory of 
Upshur County would be included in New Delegate Districts 25, 84, and 85. 

The population of New Delegate District 85 would be 19,084, as follows: 

Upshur County VfD 
Upshur County VfD 
Upshur County VfD 
Upshur County VfD 
Upshur County VfD 
Upshur County VfD 
Upshur County VfD 
Upshur County VfD 
Upshur County VfD 
Upshur County VfD 
Upshur County VfD 

4 (uninc.) 
6 (uninc.) 
7 (uninc.) 
8 (Buckhannon) 
9 (Buckhannon) 

12 (Buckhannon) 
. 13 (Buckhannon) 
14 (Buckhannon) 
15 (Buckhannon) 
18 (uninc. and Buckhannon) 
19 (uninc.) 
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921 
1,102 

299 
651 

1,010 
815 
691 
885 

1,540 
1,180 

975 
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Upshur County VTD 20 (uninc.) 
Upshur County VTD 25 (uninc.) 
Upshur County VTD 27 (uninc.) 
Upshur County VTD 37 (un inc.) 
Upshur County VTD 44 (uninc.) 
Upshur County VTD 47 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 85 

LXXXVI. New Delegate District 86; 

1,365 
826 

1,885 
1,991 
1,271 
1,677 

19,084 

New Delegate District 86 would be composed of the territory contained in 13 precincts 
in Randolph County. New Delegate District 86 would be adjacent to, and to the east of, 
New Delegate District 85. 

The population of New Delegate District 86 would be 19,070, as follows: 

Randolph Co. vrD 23 (Elkins) 1,489 
Randolph Co. VTD 24 (Elkins) 595 
Randolph Co. vrD 25 (Elkins) 915 
Randolph Co. VTD 27 (Elkins) 911 
Randolph Co. VTD 28 (Elkins) 960 
Randolph Co. VTD 30 (Elkins) 992 
Randolph Co. VrD 31 (Elkins) 891 
Randolph Co. vrD 85 (uninc. and Elkins) 1,716 
Randolph Co. vrD 165 (uninc. and Montrose) 1,547 
Randolph Co. vrD 180 (uninc. and Bowden) 870 
Randolph Co. VrD 200 (uninc. and Beverly) 1,091 
Randolph Co. VTD 205 (Beverly, Dailey, East Dailey 

Huttonsville, and Valley Bend) 
Randolph Co. VTD 225 (uninc., H'ville, and Mill Creek) 
Total for New Delegate District 86 . 

LXXXVII. New Delegate District 87: 

5,557 
1,536 

19,070 

New Delegate District 87 would be composed of the territory contained in 4 precincts in 
eastern and southern Randolph County, and of the territory contained in all of Pendleton 
and Pocahontas Counties. New Delegate District 87 would be adjacent to, and to the 
southeast of, New Delegate District 86. The entire territory of Randolph County would 
be included in New Delegate Districts 25,86, and 87. 

The population of New Delegate District 87 would· be 18,622, as follows: 

Randolph Co. VTD 185 (uninc. and Harman) 851 
Randolph Co. vrD 190 (uninc. and Whitmer) 263 
Randolph Co. VTD 215 (un inc. and Valley Head) 789 
Randolph Co. VTD 220 (un inc., Helvetia, and Pickens) 305 

Subtotal (4 Randolph County precincts) 2,208 
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Pendleton County (all) 

Pocahontas County (a") 

Total for New Delegate District 87 

LXXXVIII. New Delegate District 88: 

7,695 

8,719 

18,622 

New Delegate District 88 would be composed of the territory contained in 1 precinct in 
southwestern Hampshire County and 4 precincts in southern Mineral County, and of the 
territory contained in all of Hardy County. New Delegate District 88 would be adjacent 
to, and to the northeast of, New Delegate District 87. 

The population of New Delegate District 88 would be 18,634, as follows: 

Hampshire Co~ VTD 15 (uninc.) 

Mineral County VTD 1 (uninc. and Burlington) 
Mineral County VTD 28 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 34 (uninc. and Burlington) 
Mineral County VTD 35 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (4 Mineral County precincts) 

Hardy County (all) 

Total for New Delegate District 88 

LXXXIX. New Delegate District 89: 

1,023 

1,165 
863 

1,013 
545 

3,586 

14,025 

18,634 

New Delegate District 89 would be composed of the territory contained in 18 precincts 
in southern and central Hampshire County. New Delegate District 89 would be adjacent 
. to, and to the northeast of, New Delegate District 88. 

The population of New Delegate District 89 would be 18,358, as follows: 

Hampshire Co. VTD 2 
Hampshire Co. VrD 4 
Hampshire Co. VTD 6 
Hampshire Co. VTD 8 
Hampshire Co. VTD 10 
Hampshire Co. VTD 11 
Hampshire Co. VTD 12 
Hampshire Co. VrD 14 
Hampshire Co. VTD 16 
Hampshire Co. VTD 17 
Hampshire Co. VTD 18 
Hampshire Co. VTD 19 
Hampshire Co. VTD 20 
Hampshire Co. VTD 21 

(uninc.) 
(uninc. and Capon Bridge) 
(un inc. and Capon Bridge) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(Romney) 
(Romney) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(uninc.) 
(Romney) 
(uninc.) 

459 

1,121 
2,216 
1,469 

617 
1,088 
1,075 
1,072 

436 
411 

1,027 
1,486 

658 
1,001 
1,412 



Hampshire Co. VTD 22 (uninc.) 
Hampshire Co. VTD 23 (uninc.) 
Hampshire Co. VTD 24 (uninc.) 
Hampshire Co. VTD 28 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 89 

XC. New Delegate District 90: 

747 
593 
746 

1.183 
18,358 

New Delegate District 90 would be composed of the territory contained in 24 precincts 
in Mineral County. New Delegate District 90 would be adjacent to, and to the northeast 
of, New Delegate District 89. 

The population of New Delegate District 90 would be 18,290, as follows: 

Mineral County VTD 2 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 3 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 4 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 5 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 6 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 7 (uninc. and Fort Ashby) 
Mineral County VTD 8 (uninc. and Elk Garden) 
Mineral County VTD 10 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 16 (Keyser) 
Mineral County VTD 17 (Keyser) 
Mineral County VTD 18 (Keyser) 
Mineral County VTD 19 (Keyser) 
Mineral County VTD 20 (Keyser) 
Mineral County VTD 21 (Keyser) 
Mineral County VTD 22 (Keyser) 
Mineral County VTD 23 (uninc. and Keyser) 
Mineral County VTD 24 (Keyser) 
Mineral County VTD 25 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 26 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 27 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 29 (Piedmont) 
Mineral County VTD 30 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 32 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 33 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 90 

XCI. New Delegate District 91: 

1,084 
177 
823 

1,376 
386 

1,610 
651 
999 
585 
289 
263 
828 

1,401 
506 
353 
833 
473 

1,403 
1,314 
1,025 

876 
43 

943 
49 

18,290 

New Delegate District 91 would be composed of the territory contained in 4 precincts in 
northern Hampshire County, 7 precincts in northern Mineral County, and 5 precincts in 
western Morgan County. New Delegate District 91 would be adjacent to, and to the 
east of, New Delegate District 90. The entire territory of Hampshire County would be 
included in New Delegate Districts 88, 89, and 91. The entire territory of Mineral 
County would be included in New Delegate Districts 88, 90, and 91. 
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The population of New Delegate District 91 would be 18,080, as follows: 

Hampshire Co. VTD 7 (uninc.) 
Hampshire Co. VTD 9 (uninc.) 
Hampshire Co. VTD 25 (uninc. and Springfield) 
Hampshire Co. VTD 26· (uninc. and Green Spring) 
Subtotal (4 Hampshire County precincts) 

Mineral County VTD 9 (Uninc. and Fort Ashby) 
Mineral County VTD 11 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 12 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 13 (Ridgeley) 
Mineral County VTD 14 (Ridgeley) 
Mineral County VTD 15 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 31 (un inc. and Carpendale) 
Subtotal (7 Mineral County precincts) 

Morgan County VTD 13 (uninc. and Great Cacapon) 
Morgan County VTD 18 (uninc. and Pawpaw) 
Morgan County VTD 21 (uninc.) 
Morgan County VrD 24 (uninc.) 
Morgan County VrD 25 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (5 Morgan County precincts) 

Total for New Delegate District 91 

XCII. New Delegate District 92: 

1,591 
1,229 
1,213 

550 
4,583 

1,154 
811 
644 
399 
276 

1,572 
1,480 
6,336 

1,518 
1,056 
1,309 
1,919 
1,359 
7,161 

18,080 

New Delegate District 92 would be composed of the territory contained in 8 precincts in 
northern Morgan County and in 4 precincts in western Berkeley County. New Delegate 
District 92 would be adjacent to, and to the east of, New Delegate District 91. The entire 
territory of Morgan County would be included in New Delegate Districts 91 and 92. 

The population of New Delegate District 92 would be 18,393, as follows: 

Mineral County VTD 1 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 2 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 4 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 5 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 6 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 7 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 8 (uninc.) 
Mineral County VTD 23 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (8 Mineral County precincts) 

Berkeley County VTD 43 (uninc.) 
Berkeley County VrD 45 (uninc.) 
Berkeley County VTD 47 (uninc.) 
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1,863 
2,274 

758 
698 

1,035 
547 

1,150 
2.055 

10,380 

1,667 
2,551 
2,049 



Berkeley County VTD 48 (uninc.) 
Subtotal (4 Berkeley County precincts) 

Total for New Delegate District 92 

XCIII. New Delegate District 93: 

1,746 
8,013 

18,393 

New Delegate District 93 would be composed of the territory contained in 7 precincts in 
northern Berkeley County. New Delegate District 93 would be adjacent to, and to the 
northeast of, New Delegate District 92. 

The population of New Delegate District 93 would be 18,026, as follows: 

Berkeley County VTD 19 (uninc.) 
Berkeley County VTD 20 (uninc.) 
Berkeley County vro 21 (uninc.) 
Berkeley County VTD 40 (uninc.) 
Berkeley County VTD 41 (uninc.) 
Berkeley County VTD 42 (uninc.) 
Berkeley County VTD 44 (uninc. and Hedgesville) 
Total for New Delegate District 93 

XCIV. New Delegate District 94: 

2,909 
1,658 
5,078 
3,266 
2,607 
1,455 
1.053 

18,026 

New Delegate District 94 would be composed of the territory contained in 9 precincts in 
northeastern Berkeley County. New Delegate District 94 would be adjacent to, and to 
the southeast of, New Delegate District 93. 

The population of New Delegate District 94 would be 19,083, as follows: 

Berkeley County VrD 15 (Martinsburg) 
Berkeley County VTD 15A(Martinsburg) 
Berkeley County VTD 16 (uninc. and Martinsburg) 
Berkeley County VTD 18 (uninc.) 
Berkeley County VTD 23 (uninc. and Falling Waters) 
Berkeley County VTD 26 (uninc.) 
Berkeley County VTD 27 (uninc.) 
Berkeley County VTD 28 (uninc.) 
Berkeley County VTD 49 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 94 

XCV. New Delegate District 95: 

211 
686 

2,465 
2,585 
3,569 
1,891 
2,080 
4,032 
1.564 

19,083 

New Delegate District 95 would be composed of the territory contained in 11 precincts 
in central Berkeley County. New Delegate District 95 would be adjacent to, and to the 
southwest of, New Delegate District 94. 

The population of New Delegate District 95 would be 19,145, as follows: 

Berkeley County VTD 2 (Martinsburg) 1,562 
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Berkeley County VTD 5 (Martinsburg) 
Berkeley County VrD 6 (Martinsburg) 
Berkeley County VTD 7 (Martinsburg) 
Berkeley County VTD 8 (Martinsburg) 
Berkeley County VTD 9 (Martinsburg) 
Berkeley County VTD 10 (Martinsburg) 
Berkeley County VTD 11 (Martinsburg) 
Berkeley County VTD 14 (Martinsburg) 
Berkeley County VTD 17 (Martinsburg) 
Berkeley County VTD 24 (uninc. and Martinsburg) 
Berkeley County VTD 25 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 95 

XCVI. New Delegate District 96: 

1,773 
1,068 
1,221 
1,033 

940 
.1,783 

645 
925 

1,474 
5,175 
1.546 

19,145 

New Delegate District 96 would be composed of the territory contained in 8 precincts in 
central and southern Berkeley County. New Delegate District 96 would be adjacent to, 
and to the west and southwest of, New Delegate District 95. 

The population of New Delegate District 96 would be 18,708, as follows: 

Berkeley County VTD 1 (Martinsburg) 
Berkeley County VTD 22 (uninc. and Martinsburg) 
Berkeley County VTD 33 (uninc. and Inwood) 
Berkeley County VTD 34 (uninc.) 
Berkeley County VTD 38 (uninc.) 
Berkeley County VTD 39 (uninc.) 
Berkeley County VTD 46 (uninc.) 
Berkeley County VTD 50 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 96 

XCVII. New Delegate District 97: 

1,967 
3,029 
3,047 
2,067 
2,124 
4,160 
1,970 

344 
18,708 

New Delegate District 97 would be composed of the territory contained in 7 precincts in 
central and eastern Berkeley County. New Delegate District 97 would be adjacent to, 
and to the southeast of, New Delegate District 96. 

The population of New Delegate District 97 would be 19,077, as follows: 

Berkeley County VTD 25A(uninc.) 
Berkeley County VTD 29 (uninc.) 
Berkeley County VTD 31 (un inc.) 
Berkeley County VTD 35 (uninc.) 
Berkeley County VTD 36 (uninc. and Inwood) 
Berkeley County VTD 37 (uninc. and Inwood) 
Berkeley County VTD 51 (uninc.) 
Total for New Delegate District 97 
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1,582 
1,539 
4,274 
2,220 
3,389 
4,177 
1,896 

19,077 



XCVIII. New Delegate District 98: 

New Delegate District 98 would be composed of the territory contained in 1 precinct in 
eastern Berkeley County and in 7 precincts in central and western Jefferson County. 
New Delegate District 98 would be adjacent to, and to the southeast of, New Delegate 
District 97. The entire territory of Berkeley County would be included in New Delegate 
Districts 92,93,94,95,96,97, and 98. ' 

The population of New Delegate District 98 would be 18,611, as follows: 

Berkeley County VTD 32 (uninc.) 

Jefferson County VTD 19 (uninc. and Charles Town) 
Jefferson County VTD 22 (uninc. and Charles Town) 
Jefferson County VTD 23 (uninc. and Charles Town) 
Jefferson County VTD 25 (uninc. and Middleway) 
Jefferson County VTD 26 (uninc.) 
Jefferson County VTD 27 (uninc. and Ranson) 
Jefferson County VTD 28 (uninc. and Ranson) 
Subtotal (7 Jefferson County precincts) 

Total for New Delegate District 98 

XCIX. New Delegate District 99: 

2,117 

749 
3,408 
2,973 
2,653 
2,089 
2,798 
1,824 

16,494 

18,611 

New Delegate District 99 would be composed of the territory contained in 8 precincts in 
central and eastern Jefferson County. New Delegate District 99 would be adjacent to, 
and to the east of, New Delegate District 98. 

The population of New Delegate District 99 would be 18,095, as follows: 

Jefferson County VTD 2 (Charles Town) 
Jefferson County VTD 3 (uninc.) 
Jefferson County VrD 4 (uninc.and Ranson) 
Jefferson County VTD 6 (Ranson) 
Jefferson County VTD 7 (Ranson) 
Jefferson County VTD 16 (uninc. and Charles Town) 
Jefferson County VTD 20 (uninc.) 
Jefferson County VTD 21 (uninc. and Shannondale) 
Total for New Delegate District 99 

C. New Delegate District 100: 

1,739 . 
2,492 
3,789 

732 
2,379 
1,806 
1,143 
4,015 

18,095 

New Delegate District 100 would be composed of the territory contained in 10 precincts 
in northeastern Jefferson County, New Delegate District 100 would be adjacent to, and 
to the north of, New Delegate District 99. The entire territory of Jefferson County would 
be included in New Delegate Districts 98, 99, and 100. 

The population of New Delegate District 100 would be 18,909, as follows: 

464 



Jefferson County VTD 12 (uninc. and Ranson) 
Jefferson County VTD 13 (uninc.) 
Jefferson County VTD 14 (Harpers Ferry) 
Jefferson County VTD 15 (Bolivar) 
Jefferson County VTD 17 (un inc.) 
Jefferson County VTD 31 (uninc. and Shepherdstown) 
Jefferson CountyVTD 32 (uninc.) 
Jefferson County VTD 33 (Shepherdstown) 
Jefferson County VTD 34 (uninc.) 
Jefferson County VTD 35 (uninc. and Shepherdtown) 
Total for New Delegate District 100 

465 

2,698 
2,750 

284 
1,047 
1,985 
1,690 
1,900 
1,210 
2,002 
3,343 

18,909 
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58 INTRODUCTION 

tion that certain changes should be duly made in the pro­
posed Constitution' for that State: 

And, whereas, proof of a compliance with that eon­
dition as required by the Second Section of the Act afore­
said, has been submitted to me: 

Now, therefore, be it known, that I, Abraham Lin­
coln, President of the United States, do, hereby, in pur­
suance of the Act of Congress aforesaid, declare and pro­
'claim that the said act shall take effect and be in foree, 
from and after sixty days from the date hereof. 

In witness whereof~ I have hereunto set my rumd and, 
caused the Seal of the United States to be affixed.161 

(7) By THE COURT 

The Supreme Court of the United States has rendered no opin­
ion on the legality of the formation and admission of West VIr­
ginia to separate statehood. In the several cases coming before it 
involving these points, notably Virginia v. West Virginia11J8 to de­
termine the territorial status of Jefferson· and Berkeley counties, 
annexed to ,the latter after she had attained statehood, and in 
Commonwealth of Virginia v. West Vb;ginia169 to determine the 
defendant's proportionate'share of the Virginia debt as of January 
1, 1861, the Court accepted the formation and admission of West 
Virginia as a fact. As in,the case Luther v. Borden,uo decided in 
1848, West Virginia statehood was regarded as a political ques­
tion to be determined solely by Congress. In formulating opinions 
in Commonwealth of Virgini~ v. West Virginia and in other cases, 
certain judges, notably the late Oliver Wendell Holmes,1'I1 reviewed 
the steps in the formation and admission of West Virginia, but 
they accepted the action of Congr~ss as fina1.172 

167~ See photostatic cOpY of the original in Ambler, Fra,nciB H. Pwt'pont, 
pp. 206-207. The original is In the National Archives, Washington, D. C. 

168. 78 U. S. 89 (20L. Ed. 67). 

169. 209 U. S. 514; 22(} U. S. 1; 246 U. S. 565. 

17D. 7 Howard 1. 

171. 220 U. S. 1. 

172. With views to influencing the result ~f the ref~ndum on the 
amended constitution the WheelinJr Daily Intelligenc81' for Karch 6-7, 1863, 
and March 17-19, 1868, carried two notewo-rthy articles. The first o-f,these was 
by Ellhraim B. Hall and was entitled "The New State." The second was enti:. 
tIed "Some Objections to the New State Considered," but, whether significant 
or not. the name of the author was not given. 

.L,L .. .s..I:\iiVUyV ...... v ...... 

PART TWO 

A. MEMBERS 

Of the Constitutional Convention, assembled at Wheeling, Vir­
November 26, 1861, and re-assembled February 12; 1863, 

~2'ether with their age, places of nativity, occupations. the coun-
represented, and postoffiee addresses. 

Battelle. Gordon •.. _ .• _._ .•. _._ 4'1 Ohio Minister Ohio Wheeling 
Boggs, John. ___ •• _. ______ 48 Virginia Fa:rmer Pendleton Mouth Seneca 

Brooks. Ricbard L •••. ___ 62 Virginia :Minister Upshur Reek Oave 
Brown, James H. ___ ... _ 42 Virginia LaWYel" KlIIlawha K,!I.nawha O.H. 
Brown, John J. ___ ..••• __ 86 Virginia Preston Kingwood 

Brumfield, William W__ 88 Virginia Farmer Wayne Ceredo 
Oaldwell, Elbert H ____ . 62 Virginia LawYer Marshall Moundsville 
Oarakadon. Thomas R •• __ 24 Virginia Fa ..... "" Hampshire New Oreek Sta. 

Oaasaday. James 8._.__ 40 VIrginia Fayette Fayette O.H. 

,Chapman, Henry D. __ ._.. 611 MaIlS. Physician Roane Spencer 
Oook, Ricbard M. ____ ._ ..••• __ 41 Virginia Fanner Mercer LongBranch 
Dering. Henry. ___ •.. ___ ._ 60 Vlralnia Mercbant Monongalia . Morgantown 

, Dille, John A.._ ... 40 Penn. LawYer Preston Kingwood 
Dolly, Abl!ah. .• __ • ___ ._. __ 44 Virginia Fanner Hardy Greenland 

Gibson, David W._____ 82 Virginia Physician Pocahontas Bnckhannon 
,GrIffith. Samuel T •.. __ ..:._. 82 Virginia .. Million West Oolumhia 
Hagar. Robert. ..•. __ • __ ._. 61 VIrginia :Minister Boone Boone O.K. 
Hall. Epbrlam B •. ____ 8Il Virginia Lawyer Marion Fairmont 
Hall. John (Pl:esldent). __ 66 Ireland Farmel' Mason Pt. Pleasant 

Stephen M ... ___ 42 Virginia Raleigh M81'shall 

Harrison, Thomas W._._~ 8'1 Virginia Lawyer Harriaon Olarksburg 
Haymond. Hiram.. __ .... ____ 66 Virginia Farmer Marlon Palatine 

. Hervey. J ames. .. _ .... ___ ._ 41 Ohio LawYer Brooke Wellsburg 

:, Johanls P___ 26 Virginia Teacher McDowell McDowell C.H. 
Josepb ____ .. ___ 1i4 Penn. Farmer Pleasants St. Marys 
Robert._. _______ 4'1 Virginia LawYer Lewis Weston 
Daniet. .. _ ... ___ 61 Penn. Oashier Ohi" Wheeling 
Richard W._ ...... __ 49 Virginia LaWYel" Wetzel New Martinsville 

Mahon, Edward S ...... ___ 41i .Maryland Farmer Jackson Ravenswood 
Mann. Andrew W •.. ______ • 29 Viralnla Greenbrier Falling SpringS 

• John R ........ ___ 61 Virginia " Nicholas Summersville 
Dudley S ... ___ 61 Vlralnia Hntel :Keeper Putnam Red H. Shoals 

Emmet J •••• ___ 42 Virginia Mechanic Barbour Burneravllle 
Parker, Granville._____ III Mass. LawYer Oabell Guyandotte 

,James W ___ .• ___ 49 Virginia Farmer '!'ocker St. George 
James W. ____ 40 Virginia Merebant Ohio Wheeling 
DavId S. ____ ... _ 110 Virginia Pbysician Upshur Bockhaunon 

Joseph S. ___ .. __ 40 Penn. Minister Hancoclt Fairview 
M ...... ____ 116 Virginia. Harrison Buckbannon 

46 Vlralnla Farmer Oalhoun Arnoldsburg 
F. ______ 4'1 Penn. Teacher Ohio West Liberty 

Lewia..._._._.__ 64 Virginia 8altManu. Kanawba Kanawha SaUn ... 
W._ .. _____ 26 Virginia. Minister Fayette Gauley Bridge 

Virginia Carpenter Hampshire Piedmont 
Virginia Fanner Randolpb Ol~vllle 

Virginia. Mechanic Taylor Pl"Untytown 
Virginia LawYer Logan Kanawha. O.K. 

New York Tyler Sistersville 
Virginia. Farmer Clay Clay O.H. 

~ 

~ 
~ 



60 INTRODUCTION 

Nam.4!II AII'll Nativity Oecullatlon County POBtolftce 

60 Stevenoon. Wm. E. ____ ••. : 40 Penn. Wood Parkersburg 
61 Stewart,. Benjmnin F •. __ .. __ 52 .New York Merchant WIrt Newark 
1i2 Stuart. Chapman J •.• __ ..... 41 Virginia LaWyer Doddridge Wellt Union 
53 Taylor, Gustavus F •.. _ .. _ ••. _. 26 VIrginia Braxtan. Braxton C.H. 
64 Tichenell, M08ea __ • __ .• 56 Virginia Minister Marlon Palatine 
65 Trainer. Thomas H.____ 42 Virginia " Marshall Cameron 
66 Van Winkle, Peter G __ ._ 68 N"ewYork LaWyer Wood Parkersburg 
57 Walker, Wflllam __ •..•... __ ... S4 Virginia Wyoming Oceana 
58 Warder, Wm. W ___ ._._. 40 VIrginia Farmer Gilmer Troy 
59 Wheat, Joseph S •.• ___ .. _ •. ;... 60 Virginia Morgan Sir Jobns Run 
60 Willey, Waitman T ................ 60 Virginia LaWyer Monongalla l\fO'rgantown 
61 Wilson, Archibald J._ ... _ 60 li'zt.rmer Ritchie PenllSooro 

Hall, Ellery R. (Secretary) ............ 27 Virginia Lawyer Marion Fatrmont 
Hall. Sylvanus W. (Asat. Seey.) ... 24 Clerk " 
Orr, Jas. C. (Serg.-at-Arms)._ 83 Merchant Ohio Wheeling 
Startzman. Henry (Serg.-at-

Arms. Recalled Sea.) .. _ ......... 38 Tanner Preston Kingwood 

B.-B.IOGRAPHICAL SKETCHES 

BATTELLE, GORDON (November 14, 1814-August 7, 1862), del­
egate from Ohio County. was born at Newport. Ohio, and educated 
at Marietta College, Marietta, Ohio, and Allegheny College, Mead­
vil1e. Pennsylvania, where he and Francis H. Pierpont were. during 
a part of their college course, messmates at a total cost to each of 
forty-five cents per week. Battelle was graduated at the head of 
his class. He then read law. During the year 1842-43 he was head 
of Asbury Academy, Parkersburg, (West) Virginia. and from 1843 
to 1851 he was principal of the Northwestern Virginia Academy 
at Clarksburg. when he resigned to devote his entire time to the 
ministry of the Methodist Episcopal Church. In the course of his 
ministry he. served charges in Clarksburg, Charleston, and finally 
in Wheeling, (West) Virginia. In 1861 he was presiding elder of 
the Wheeling district. 

With the call to arms Batteile was made chaplain of the First 
(West) VIrginia infantry. At the request of Governor Pierpont, 
he was active in other war services. For instance, he looked after 
the food, clothing, shelter, and health of Federals stationed at Phil­
ippi. Elkwater, and Cheat Mountain and made confidential reports 
to Pierpont. He was chairman of the convention committee on 
educatIon, and from the beginning to the end of the deliberations, 
he sought to abolish slavery in the new State. Altltough he was 
outgeneraled in this effort, he was indirectly responsible for the 
so-called Willey Amendment which provided for the gradual aboli­
tion of slavery in West Virginia. Battelle's influence in this mat-
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was attested in the memorial exercises to his memory on the 
day of the recalled session of the Convention. He died of 
fever in line of duty. 

References: J. W. Hamilton, Gordon Battelle - Preacher, StateBmatn and 
(1916); O. D. Lambert, Pioneer Leaders of West Virginia (1986), pp. 

; C. H. Ambler. West Virginia Stories atnd Biogra..phties (1987), pp. 
; George C. Wilding, Promoted Pioneer PreacMi'8 (1927). 

BOGGS, JOHN (October 15, 1815-May 14, 1893), delegate from 
endleton County in the recalled session, was born in Franklin, 

county seat of that county. He was the son of John and 
hn'O'aret (Kee) Boggs, Irish immigrants, who settled in 1807 on 

Branch H.iver. Seven children, four boys and three girls, 
born to this union. In 1818 they moved to the Mouth of 

where John Boggs, Jr., subject of this sketch, lived and 
In 1845 he married Elizabeth Carr of Pendleton County, to 

union six children. five boys and one girl, were born. In 
one of them, William Henry Boggs, still living (1,941), rep­

~sented Pendleton County as a delegate in the West Virginia 

John Boggs, Jr., twice sheriff of Pendleton County (1865-
,and 1867-1871), was a farmer and stock man on a large 
He and his brother, Aaron Boggs, each owned several thou­

acres at and near the Mouth of Seneca and were among the 
slave owners of that region. In the secession controversy .i\aron 

sided with the Confederates, John with the Federals. In 
the latter organized the "Pendleton Scouts," otherwise known 

the "Swamp Dragons," which in May, 1864, were called into 
service. In that year Captain Boggs withstood a Confederate 
,at Petersburg, in its only important engagement of the 

He was later a delegate in the First, Second, Third, and Ninth 
Virginia legislatures. Like most members of his family, he 

a member of the Presbyterian church. A monument marks his 
. on the top of an arm of Allegheny Mountain, about one mile 

rtneast of Onego, Pendleton County. His children in the order 
their ages were: Joseph F., Isaac P., Henrietta, Aaron C., 

Kenny and William H. (twins), and John A. 
References: Oran F. Morton, HistO'l"'lJ of Pendleton County, pp. 182-183, 
408; and Boggs, Family Bible. 

BROOKS, RICHARD LoCKE (December 5, 1810-September 25, 
, delegate from Upshur County, was a son of Richard and 

(McClancy) Brooks. Through his grandmother, Anne 
wife of William Brooks of Prince William County, Virginia, 

edescended from John Locke of England. He was born in Taze-
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I4:R. LAMB. The reapportionment is, of course, regulated by , 
ress under the act of Congress, the reapportionment would 
to be made for the State of Virginia between this time and 
ourth of March, 1863. But it is none of our business. The 
ention but executes the expression of CongresS! in making that 
:-Uonment. All the Convention can do is to describe the cer­
)rinciples on which the legislature may make that reapportion-
when the new State is in existence. 

rhe question was taken and section 14 adopted. 

\fit. VAN WINKLE. I understand the only thing now before 
'onvention for' action is the report of the Executive Com­
e. The chairman of that committee is absent and I' do not 
whether he haS! left any other word with any member of 

ommittee, but he told me' on Saturday he did not wish it to 
nsidered in his absence. It is not necessary to eXplain the 
n why and as there is nothing before the Convention, sir, I 
,vail myself of the opportunity to ask the Committee on Coun­
'ganization to meet this evening at half past six if it is con­
nt to them at our room, and then move the adjournment. 

14:R. LAMB. Before the question is put on the motion to ad­
l, I beg leave to say that the Committee on the Legislative 
rtment are to meet at their room this evening at half past six. 

I4:R. STUART of Doddridge. In the absence of the chairman 
e' Committee on the Judiciary Department-

~. HALL of Marion., I desire the Committee on the Schedule 
:let tonight at some of the committee rooms provided across 
treet at seven o'clock. 

I4:R. LAMB. I move, Mr. Chairman, that when this Convention 
Irns, it adjourn to meet tomorrow at eleven. As long as the 
l.ration' of reports is the main business it would be better 
the Convention meet at· eleven o'clock instead of ten so as to 
.committees meeting in the morning instead of evening. 
necessary for some of the committees to meet at one time 
lome at another. 

I4:R. STUART of Doddridge. I hope the motion will prevail 
lse really the committees have not time to act. We get down 
at nine o'clock, and against we get into committee, it is 
ention hour and we are unable to act. It would be much 
l". 

lJEBAfl\.l:!A::l, 'VYj!j;:i',1' Vl,.lV..J:J..L"iLK. vvJ. ... t.JI .... J..L"" ...... ..., ....... ....- --_ • • --.-
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MR. VAN WINKLE. Probably the committees may have their 
final meeting tonight on some reports. Or at any rate, we will be 
ready to report to the Convention by tomorrow; and if those com­
mittees sit, till bed-time,and the chairmen have the additional 
hour in the morning they can come in here tomorrow and then 
they will have to be printed. It will take a day, of course. If the 
report of the Committee on the Executive Department is ready to­
morrow, we shall have something to do, and if it doesn't we will 
not. So the probability is we shall have to adjourn at an early hour. 
I think the motion as stated will save time rather than waste it. 

The motion made by Mr. Lamb was agreed to. 

MR. STEVENSON of Wood. Mr. President, I am going to say, 
as we have a vacant hour that there was some of the officers em­
ployed by the present Convention whose salary is not fixed by any 
resolution of this body-pages, door-keepers and probably some 
others. I think it might be well to make a motion that the salaries 
of those officers and any others not fixed, should be the same of 
those of the last Convention. I make that motion for the purpose 
of bringing the matter before the ConVention. 

Several members inquired what was the pay of the last Con-
vention. 

MR., STEVENSON of Wood. I do not know, sir, what it is. 

MR. VAN WINKLE. It is only one or two officers and the boys. 
And it would not make much difference if they got twice as much 
as they ought to get. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MR. STEVENSON of Wood. Well, sir, I move we adjourn, if we 
have nothing else to do. 

The motion prevailed and the Convention adjourned. 

XVIII. TUESDAY, DECEMBER 17, 1861 . 

,The Convention assembled at the appointed hour. 
The minutes were read without objection. 

MR. LAMB. Mr. President-

THE PRESIDENT. If the gentleman will wait a moment until 
the President signs the Journals. 

<:r 
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MR. LAMB. (after an interval). I am instructed by the Com­
ee on the Legislative Department to submit their second 
rt. 

In submitting this report I trust th.e Convention will indulge 
n a remark or two. I cannot say-and I suppose there is no 
,ber of the committee can say-that I approve entirely of 
vthing contained in the report; but we have round during the 
ress of the consideration of this subject the necessity for 
)romise. If each one were to adhere rigidly to his own motion, 
)uld be impossible in any reasonable time-if at all-to pro-
a constitution to the people of West Virginia. We have 

d another thing: The great difficulty which is inherent in the 
nature of the subject. Our constituents are perhaps not duly 
~ed of this matter. Every one almost would consider that he 
I form a constitution for the State with very little difficulty. 
without consideration. To take to pieces the frame of gov­
lent and put it together, each one in its proper place, and each 
tsion to operate properly, is a work of immense difficulty. 
:her consideration I mention in regard to this report: we 
appointed. a Committee on Fundamental PrinCiples, a Com­

le on the Legislative Department, a Committee on the Exec-
" and other committees, to whom the various branches of the 
titution have been entrusted. It is impossible to define with 
?recision, in many instances what comeS! more properly within 
Iphere of one committee or the other. There is nothing, in 
lense of the term, which is to be provided in the Constitution 
Nhat must involve some fundamental and general principles 
may affect the executive, judiciary or other department so it . 
regard to the matter of this committee and the other several 
aittees. In thiS! state of the case, it will necessarily be found 
our reports are overlapping each other. Provisions will be 
:'ted by different committees on the same subject, nor do I 
ase that there will be found any inconvenience in this. The 
·ention will have where this occurs different projects upon 
arne matter submitted for their consideration. Whatever is 
ted will be finally referred to the Committee on Revision, whose 

duty it will be to render everything consistent and put ev­
Ling in its proper place in the Constitution. It wjll then 
up at last for final revision by the Convention itself. 

\¥'i~h these remarks I submit the report. 

DEBATES, WEST VIRGINIA (JONSTITu'rWNAL vUNV.l!Jl'l·.J:J.UJ."1 
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Mr. Lamb then sent the report to the desk of the Secretary 
as follows: 

The committee respectfully recommend that the following 
provisions be inserted in the Constitution of West Virginia: 

1. Th,e legislative power of the State shall be vested in a 
Senate ana House of Delegates. The style of their acts Shall be, 
"Be it enacted by the Legislature of West Virginia." 

2. The senate shall be composed of eighteen, and the house of 
delegates of forty-six members. The term of office for senators 
.shall be three years, and that of delegates one year, commencing, in 
each case, on the first day of October next succeeding their election. 
The regular elections· for members of the legislature shall be held 
on the fourth Thursday of May. But vacancies in either branch 
shall be filled by election, for the unexpired term, in such a manner 
as shall be prescribed by law. 

S. For the election of senators, the state shall be divided' 
into nine senatorial districts, as nearly equal as possible in white 
population; each district to choose two senators. Every such dis­
trict shall be compact, formed of contiguous territory and be 
bounded by county lines. After each. census hereafter taken by 
authority of the United States, the legislature shall alter the sen­
atorial districts, so far as may be necessary to make them con· 
formable to the foregoing provisions. 

4. Until the senatorial ditltricts shall be differently arranged 
after the next census taken by authority of the United States the 
counties of Hancock, Brooke and Ohio shall constitute the First 
senatorial district; Marshall, Wetzel and Marion, the second; 
Monongalia, Preston and Taylor, the third; Pleasants, Tyler, Ritch­
ie, Doddridge and Harrison, the fourth; Wood, Ja-ckson, Wirt, 
Roane, Calhoun and Gilmer, the fifth; Barbour, Tucker, Lewis, 
Braxton, Upshur and Randolph, the sixth j Mason, Putnam, Kana­
wha, CIayand Nicholas, the seventh; Cabell, Wayne, Boone, Logan, 
Wyoming, Mercer and McDowell, the eighth; and Webster, Poca­
hontas, Fayette, Raleigh, Greenbrier and Monroe, the ninth. 

5. For the election of delegates, every county containing a 
white population of less than one-half the ratio of representation 
for the house of delegates, shall, at each apportionment, be at­
tached to some contiguous county or counties, to form a delegate 
district. 

6. After each census hereafter taken by authority of the 
United States, the delegates shall be apportioned as follows: 

The ratio of representation for the house of delegates shall 
be ascertained by dividing the whole white population of the State 
by the number of which the house is to consist, and rejecting the 
fraction of a unit, if any, resulting from such division. 

o 
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Dividing the white population -of every delegate district, 
of every' county not included in a delegate district, by the : 
thus ascertained, there shall then be assigned to each, a number 
delegates equal to the quotient obtained by this division of 
white population, excluding the fractional remainder. 

The additional delegates which may be necessary to make 
the whole number of which the house is to consist, shall then 
assigned to those delegate districts, and counties not included' 
a delegate district, which would otherwise have the largest 
tions unrepresented. But every ,delegate district and county 
included in a delegate district, shall be entitled to at least 
delegate. 

7. Until a new apportionment be declared under the 
census to be taken by authority of the United States. the 
of Calhoun and Gilmer shall form the first delegate 
and Braxton the second; Pleasants and Wood the third; 
Wyoming and Raleigh the fourth; Tucker and R.andolph the 
and Webster and Nicholas the sixth. And the apportionment 
delegates shall be as follows: 

To the third delegate district, two delegates; and 
other five, one each. . 

To Barbour, Boone, Brooke, Cabell, Doddridge, 
brier, Hancock, Jackson, Lewis, Logan, Mason, Mercer, 
Pocahontas, Putnam, Ritchie, Roane, Taylor, Tyler, Upshur, 
Wetzel and Wirt counties, one delegate each. 

To Harrison, Kanawha, Marion, Marshall, Monongalia 
Preston counties, two delegates each. And to Ohio county, 
delegates. 

'8. The arrangement of the senatorial and delegate distriM 

, and apportionment of delegates, shall hereafter be declared by 
as soon as possible after each succeeding census. When so 
clared, they shall apply to the first regular election for memlle 
of the legislature to be thereafter held; and shall continue in 
unchanged, until the districts be changed and delegates 
tioned under the next census. 

9. No new county shall be formed having an area -of less 
four hundred and fifty square miles. Nor shall a new county 
formed if another county be thereby reduced below that area' 
if any territory be thereby taken from a county containing 
than four hundred and fifty square miles. 

And no new county shall be formed containing a white 
lation of less than four thousand. Nor shall a new""" .... +.,. 
formed if the white population of another county be 
duced below that number; or if any county containing less 
four thousand white inhabitants be thereby reduced in area. 
the legislature may, at any time, include any county containim 
l~ than four thousand white inhabitants within an 
county or counties as part thereof. 
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10. Additional territory may be admitted into and becor 
of ~his State,with the consent of the legislature there( 
in such case, the legislature shall provide by law for t: 

esentation of the white inhabitants thereof in the senate a: 
of delegates, in conformity with the principles set forth 

Constitution. And the number of members of which ea 
of the legislature is to consist, shall thereafter be increas 
representation assigned to such additional territory. 

11. The legislature ghall have power to provide for a regist 
votes, and to prescribe the manner of conducting and maki: 

of elections, and of determining contested elections. Th 
ve power to pass all laws necessary or proper to preve 

disorder or violence at elections, or corruption 

12. No person shall be a senator who shall not have attain 
age of twenty-five years; or who was not, at the time of 1 
n, entitled to vote in the senatorial district for which 

chosen. And nQ person shall be a delegate who was not, 
time of his election, entitled to vote in the delegate distr: 

county for which he was chosen. 
Nor shall any person holding an office of profit under tl 

or the United States; any minister or priest, of a religic 
; any salaried officer of a banking corporation or ~ 

; or any attorney for the State, be a member of either bi:1bI;tJ+oo.-..... 
legislature. ,- ~ 

No person who may have collected, or been entrusted 
money, whether State, county, township or municipal, sh 

'to the legislature, or to any office of honor, trust 
under this State, until he shall have duly accounted for a 

paid over such money. 
If a senator or delegate remove from the district or coun 

for which he was chosen, his office shall be thereby vacated. 

13. Any citizen of this State, who shall, after the adopt: 
of this Constitution, either in or out of the State, fight a d' 
with deadly weapons, or send or accept a challenge so to do; or ~ 
shall act as second, or knowingly aid or assist in such duel, s1: 
ever thereafter be incapable of holding any office of honor, tr' 
or profit under this State. 

14. The legislature shall meet once in every year, and 1 
oftener, unless convened by the govern-or. Unless another ti 
be prescribed by law, the regular session shall begin on the 11 
Monday of December. . 

15. The governor may convene the legislature by proch, 
ation, whenever in his opinion, the public safety· or welfare sl 
require it. It shall be his duty to convene them, on application 0 
majority of the members elected to each branch. 
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16. The seat of government shall be at the city of Wheeling, 
until the legislature shall establish a permanent seat of govern­
ment by law. 

17. When by reason of war, insurrection, contagious or epi­
demic diseases, or for other causes, the legislature, in the opinion 
of the governor, cannot safely meet at the seat. of government, 
the governor, by proclamation, may convene them at another place. 

18. No session of the legislature, after the first, shall con­
tinue longer than forty-five days, without the concurrence of three­
fifths of the members elected to each branch. 

19. Neither branch, during the session, shall adjourn for 
more than two .days, without the consent of the other. Nor shall 
either, without the consent of the other, adjourn to any other 
place than that in which the legislature is then sitting. 

20. Each branch shall be the judge of the elections, qualifi­
cations and returns of its own members. 

21. A maj ority of each branch shall constitute a quorum to 
do business. But a smaller number may adjourn from day to day, 
and compell the attendance of absent members in such manner as 
shall be prescribed by law. 

22. The senate shall choose from their own body a president, 
and the house of delegates one of their own number as speaker. 
Each branch shall appoint its own offieera and remove them at 
pleasure; and shall determine its own rules of proceeding. 

28. Each branch may punish its own members for disor­
derly behavior; and, with the concurrence of two-thirds of the 
members present, expel a member; but not a second time for . the 
same offence. 

24. Each branch shall have the power necessary to provide 
for its own safety, and the undisturbed transaction of its own 
business; and may punish, by imprisonment, any person, not a 
member, for disrespectful behavior in its presence; for obstruct­
ing any of its proceedings, or any of its officers in the discharge 
of his duties; or for any assault, threatening or abuse of a member 
for words spoken in debate. But such imprisonment shall cease . 
at the termination of the session; and shall not prevent the pun­
ishment of any offence by the ordinary course of law. 

25. For words spoken in debate, or any report, motion or 
proposition made, in either branch, a member shall not be ques-
tioned in any other place. "'" 

26. Members of the legislature shall in all cases, except 
treason, felony and breach of the peace, be privileged from arrest 
during the session, and for ten days before .and after the same. 
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27. Senators and delegates shall receive for their services 
a compensation to be precribed by law. No act changing the com­
pensation shall affect members of the legislature then in office. 

28. Bills and resolutions may originate in either branch, 
to be approved, amended or rejected by the other. 

29. No bill shall become a law until it has been fully and 
distinctly read, on three different days, in each branch, unless in 
cases of urgency, three-fourths of the members present dispense 
with this rule. 

80. No law shall embrace more than one object, which shall 
be expressed in its title. ..' . 

81. On the passage of every bill, the vote shall be taken by 
yeas and nays, and be entered on the Journal; and no bill shall 
be pl;tssed by either branch without the affirmative vote of a ma­
jority of the members elected thereto. 

82. The presiding officers of each branch shall sign publicly, . 
in the presence of the branch over which he presides, while the 
same is in session, all bills and joint resolutions passed by'. the 
legislature. 

33. Each 'branch shall keep a journal of its! proceedings, and 
cause the same to be published from time to time; and the yeas and 
nays on any question,' shall at the desire of one-fifth of those 
present, be entered on the journal. I 

. ("'\ 

34. No money shall be drawn from the treasury but in con- r­
sequence of appropriations made by law; and a regular statement* 
and account of the receipts and expenditures of all public money 
shall be published from time to time. 

35. The legislature, in cases not provided for in this Consti­
tution, shall prescribe by law the terms· of office, powers, duties, 
and compensation of all officers of the State, and the manner in 
which they shall be appointed and removed. 

36. No extra compensation shall be granted or allowed by 
the legislature to any public officer, agent or contractor, after the 
services shall have been rendered, or the contract entered into. 
Nor shall the, salary or compensation of any public officer be in­
creased or diminished during his term of office, unless the office 
be abolished. 

87. Any officer of the State may be impeached for malad­
ministration, corruption, neglect of duty or any high crime or 
misdemeanor. 

The house of delegates shall have sole power of impeach* 
ment. The senate shall have the sole power to try impeachments. 
When sitting for that purpose, the senators shall be on oath or 
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affirmation; and no person shall be convicted without the concur­
rence of two-thirds of the members present. 

Judgment in case of impeachment shall not extend further than 
to removal from office, and disqualification to hold any office of 
honor, trust or profit under the State; but the party convicted 
shall, nevertheless, be liable and subject to indictment, trial, judg­
ment and punishment according to law. 

The Senate may sit during the recess of the legislature for 
the trial of impeachments. 

38. No 'act to incorporate any joint stock company, or to 
confer additional privileges on the same; and no private act of any 
kind, shall be passed, unless public notice of the intended appli­
cation for such act be given under such regulations as shall be 
prescribed by law. 

39. No(} man shall be compelled to frequent or support any 
religious worship, place or ministry whatsoever; nor shall any 
man be enforced, restrained, molested or burthened in his body 
or goods, or otherwise. suffer on account of his religious opinions 
or belief; but all men shall be free to profess, and by argument to 
maintain, their opinions in matters of religion; and the same 
shall in no wise affect, diminish or enlarge their civil capacitieS\. 
And the legislature shall not prescribe any religious test what­
ever; or confer any peculiar privileges or advantages on any sect 
or denomination; or pass any law requiring or authorizing any 
religious society, or the people of any district within this State, 
to levy on themselves or others, any tax for the erection or repair 
of any house ,for public worship, or for the support of any' church 
or ministry; but it shall be left free to every person to select his 
religious instructor, and to make for his support such private 
contract as he shall please. 

. 40. The legislature shall not grant a charter of incorporation 
to any church or religious denomination; but may provide by 
general laws for securing the title of church property so that it 
shall be held and used for the purposes intended. 

41. The legislature shall confer on the courts the power to 
grant divorces, change the names of persons, and direct the sales 
of estates belonging to infants and other persons under legal dis­
abilities; but shall not, by special legislation, grant relief in such 
cases. 

42. The legislature shall pass laws to protect the property of 
the wife against the acts and debts of the husband. 

43. No convention shall be called, having authority to alter 
the constitution of the state, unless it be inpursuiince of a law 
passed by the affirmative vote of a majority of the members elected 
to each branch of the legislature, declaring distinctly the powers 
and object of such convention, and proyiding that polls shall b~ 

DEBATES, WEST VmGINIA CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION 693 
1861-1863 . . 

held through out the state, on 'Some day therein specified, which 
shall be not less than three months after the passage of such law, 
for the purpose of taking the sense of the voters on the question 
of calling a convention for the purpose and with the powers set 
forth in such law. And such convention shall not be held unless 
a majority of the votes cast at such polls be in favor of calling the 
same; nor shall members be elected to such convention, until at 
least one month after the result of the polls shall be duly ascer­
tained, declared and published. And all acts and ordinances of 
said convention shall be submitted to the voters of the state for 
ratification or rejection, and shall have no validity whatever until 
they are ratified; and in no event shall they, by any shift or device, 
be made to have any retrospective operation or effect. 

DANIEL LAMB, Chairman. 

SENATORIAL DISTRICTS PROPOSED 

1 2 3 
Hancock 4,442 Marshall 12,936 Monongalia 12,907 
Brooke 5,425 Wetzel 6,691 Preston 13,183 
Ohio 22,196 Marion 12,656 Taylor 7,300 

Whites 32,063 32,283 33,390 

4 5 6 
Pleasants 2,926 Wood 10,791 Barbour 8,729 
Tyler 6,488 Jackson 8,240 Tucker 1,396 
Ritchie 6,809 Wirt 3,728 Lewis 7,736 
Doddridge 5,168 Roane 5,309 Braxton 4,885 
Harrison 13,185 Calhoun 2,492 Upshur 7,064 

Gilmer 3,685 Randolph 4,793 

Whites 34,576 34,245 34,603 

7 8 9 
Mason 8,752 Cabell 7,691 Webster 1,552 
Putnam 5,708 Wayne 6,604 Pocahontas 3,686 
Kanawha 13,787 Boone 4,681 Fayette 5,716 
Clay 1,761 Logan 4,789 Raleigh 3,291 
Nicholas 4,470' Wyoming 2,797 Greenbrier 10,499 

Mercer 6,428 Monroe 9,526 
McDoweH 1,535 

Whites 34,478 34,525 34,270 
Whole white population of above 44 counties, 304,433, being 

an average of 33,825 to each district. 

~ 
r-
.:\--
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Proposed House of Delegates, 46 members-Ratio 1 to 6618 whites. 

White 
Population Del. 
by Census egates 
of 1860 Quotients Fractions As'd. 

1. Calhoun... __ ... _._ ..... 2,492 
Gilmer_. __ .... __ 3,685 6,177 0 6,177 1* 

2. Clay_. __ ._ .. __ ........ __ 1,761 
Braxton.. ___ ..... __ ._ 4,885 6,646 1 28 1 

3. Pleasants_ .. __ .. _ ...... _ 2,926 
Wood ____ ....... _. __ .. .;J.0,791· 13,717 2 481 2 

4. McDowelL. .. _ ... _._ 1,535 
Raleigh.._. ____ .. ____ ~ 3,291 
Wyoming .... _ ... __ .. _ 2,797 7,623 1 1,005 1 

5. Tucker .. _ ......... __ ... _..... 1,396 
Randolph..~ ............. _. 4,793 6,189 0 6,189 1* 

6.' Webster ..... __ .... _ ... __ • 1,552 
Nicholas .. __ .......... __ ... 4,470 6,022 0 6,022 1* 
Barbour _. ____ ...... _ ... 8,729 1 2,111 1 
Boone..-.:.._._ .. _ ....... _ ... 4,681 0 4,681 1* 
Brooka __ . __ .. _ ........ _ 5,425 0 5,425 1* 
Cabell_._ .. _ ... _ 7,691 1 1,073 1 
Doddridga .... ___ ..... 5,168 0 5,168 1* 
Fayette ............... _ .. _ .. __ 5,716 0 5,716 1* 
Greenbrier ................ __ 10,499 1 3,881 1 
Hancock... .. _. __ . __ .. 4,442 0 4,442 1* 
Harrison. ......... _ .. ___ .. 13,185 1 6,567 2:1: 
J ackson._._ .. _ ........ _ 8,240 1 1,622 1 
Kanawha._ ..... _ ....... _ 13,787 2 551 2 
Lewis_ .. ___ ... _ .... _._ 7,736 1 . 1,118 1 
Logan..... ___ ... _ .. _ ... _ .. 4,789 0 4,789 1* 
Marion .... _ ....... _ .. _ ..... 12,656 1 6,038 2:1: 
MarshalL ... _ .................... 12,936 1 6,318 2:1: 
Mason .. _ ... __ .. _ .... _ 8,752 1 2,134 1 
Mercer __ .. _ .. _ .. _ ....... , 6,428 0 6,428 1* 
Monongalia ... _ .... _ 12,907 1 6,289 2:1: 
Monroe ........ _ .. _ ... __ . 9,526 1 2,908 1 
Ohio .......... _ .... _ ... ___ ..... _ 22,196 3 2,342 3 
Pocahontas ..... _ ... _ ....... 3,686 0 3,686 1* 
Preston. .......... _._ .. _ .. _ 13,183 1 6,565 2:1: Putnam .... ___ ._ .. :.. __ 5,708 0 5,708 1* 
Ritchie ____ ._ 6,809 1 191 1 
Roana .. _ .. ____ ... 5,309 ,() '., 5,309 1* 
Taylor_. __ .. _ .. _._._ ... 7,300 1 682 1 
Tyler ......... ...:..-.-......... __ 6,488 ·0 6,488 1* 
Upshur ............... ::_ ............ 7,064 1 446 1. 
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Wayne __ .... __ ... _ ......... _ 
WetzeL.._ .... __ . __ . __ .. _. 
Wirt_ ... ___ ..,._._.~ .... _ 

1861-1863 

White 
Population 

by 'Census 
of 1860 

6,604 
6,691 
3,728 

304,433 

Del-
. egates 

Quotients Fractions As'd. 
o 6,604 1* 
1 73 1 
o 3,728 1* 

25 139,083 46 

*These districts and counties liave one delegate assigned to each of 
them on the rule that each delegate district, etc., shall have at least one delegate. 

:J:These counties, which would otherwise have the largest fractions un­
represented, have an additional delegate each assigned to them, in order to 
make up the full number of forty-six. 

In the other counties, the fractions are unrepresented. 

MR. PAXTON. I thought by an order sometime ago all reports 
were to be laid on the table without reading; 

MR. LAMB. ~ ot reports; propositions. 

THE PREsIDENT. That appJied to propositions, petitions, etc. . 
Any such papers as were to be referred to standing committees. 

MR. LAMB. I believe I will move to dispense with the reading. 
The paper will be printed and handed to the members in the 'morn'­
ing. I will move that it lie on the table and be printed. f£\ 

The motion was agreed to. W 
MR. LAMB. I should mention to the members of the committee 

that I have appended to the report the figures showing the appor­
tionment and arrangement of the senatorial districts. 

MR. BROWN of Kanawha. On that subject of apportionment, 
the committee was not able entirely to agree. I may be. wrong, 
but I have deemed it my duty to bring in a minority report·so fax 
as that is concerned. The balance of the report I fully concur 
with. My object is that the whole subject may be before the Con­
vention. I will make it my duty as soon as" I can to furnish"a 
minority report to this 'report now under consideration so far- as 
appo:t:tionment is concerned. That is the difficulty in arranging 
the districts. It is a matter of a great deal of trouble and calcu­
lation. The committee have· not been fully able to agree in the 
arrangement that has been adopted. 

THE PRESIDENT. The minority report is. now ready.? ;::. ::.: 
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XXIII. WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 8, 1862. 

The Convention was opened With prayer by Rev. R. L. Brooks, 
member from Upshur. 

Minutes read and approved. 

THE PREsIDENT. The question is on the adoption of the thirty­
second section of the second report of the Committee on the Legis­
lative Department. 

MR. STEVENSON of Wood. Mr. President, before the Conven­
tion proceeds to the regular business, I would wish to offer a res­
olution. 

The Secretary reported it: 

"RESOLVED, That the sergeant-at-arms be authorized to give 
up the rooms at present used by the committees of the Conven­
tion." 

MR. VAN WINKLE. I would like to know what the facts are, 
sir. The rooms were hired for a certain period. There is no 
use giving them up before the time is out. 

"" \"-
~ 
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have two and Ohio four, being an increase of one delegate in 
case. The rest would be the same as now, except that 
would be separated and entitled to a delegate by herself. 

MR. BROWN of Kanawha. I move to postpone the subject. 

MR. HERVEY. Upon that motion I wish to submit a remarll 
or two. It would be evidently proper to postpone this question 
This apportionment is made on a report embracing 
counties-apportioning delegates among forty-four counties, 
ulation 304,483. Now, there are seven additional counties ,.";+'\,;11 

our boundary which are not taken into this count. 

MR. VAN WINKLE. They will make about two senatorial 
tricts with the same population as the others and would be ",nbTI"'11 

to the same number of delegates as the other districts. 

MR. HE8VEY. I wish to call the attention of the ConventiOl 
to this additional fact, that the senate shall be composed of a 
tain additional number and it is now proposed to :fill that blank, 
if thatbiank is tilled there is no provision-

SEVERAL MEMBERS. There is another provision in anome'l'! 

place, already adopted. 

MR. HERVEY. I speak now of the house of delegates; and 
the house proceeds npw to fill this blank absolutely without 
in these· seven transmontane counties, it will evidently have to 
this work over again for it is leaving out a population of 64.0 ... ". 

MR. VAN WINKLE. The case is provided for in Section 
passed by. 

MIt. HERVEY. That may be true, but in our estimates this 
gument has 'not been taken into account. 

MIt. DERING. I move we adjourn. 

The motion woo put, and the Convention adjourned. 

XXV. FRIDAY, JANUARY 10, 1862. 

The Convention was opened with prayer by Rev. James 
West, member of the house of delegates from Wetzel county. 

Record of yesterday read and approved. 

MR. VAN WINKLE. Mr. President, 1 want to make an (NWU>l:)l 

sion. I offered some ciphering last evening which I find not 
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I find that the six members to a district will not divide 
Owing ta some economical affinity by which those counties 

northern districts have settled themselves down to 
that they cannot be changed. I had endeavored to 

argument from the importance of doing so in my remarks 
and it is but fair to say I find it will not work. How­

find while the three northern senatorial districts lose a 
in consequence of difficulty of making a distribution, and 

,nelieve the counties composing that district would be much 
with the numbers asaigned them-which O'f course 

be even numbers, two or O'ne--than they would under the 
the thing is compensated by this: those three 

have the least population of all the senatorial districts; 
what they lose in reference to the delegate is gained in 
to the senate. SO' that there is a sort of poetical justice yet 

is lost in the extreme nO'rthern district is gained in the 
southern district where the counties are small and nu-

where a much better arrangement would be made. 
in this connection that r have tried to figure forty-six ~ 

" and am· satisfied that fifty-four makes a division \'­
be much more acceptable to all concerned than fO'rty- ± 

pVl:jsibly be made. The principle I spoke of in reference 
districts cannot be carried O'Ut with fifty-four or with 

nor, I suppose with any number short of sixty-three .. I 
was proper, as I had endeavored to make that an argu­

that I found the facts wO'uld not bear me out. 

of Doddridge. I knew the gentleman would find 
. I tried it myself. 
to offer an amendment to the amendment to test the 

CO'nvention, and I believe we can get at it in this way. 
the amendment of the gentleman frO'm Wood pro­

amendment to the amendment is adO'pted. It is this "and 
fJibuted as to give every county one delegate." I want to 

of the Convention on that. 

,AN WINKLE. I can reply to that, sir, that it is utterly 
. If you are going to' do that you have got to rO'b other 

make the fractions O'f those greater than the whole 
of these small counties. The hardship of having no 

under the fifty-four arrangement will fall on 
neither of which has a population over 1761. Now, 
it was to' make such counties I do not know; but if 
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people will make a county that cannot afford to support 
build its public buildings or pay the taxes necessary, they 
be willing to take the consequences. I am told some of them 
would gladly be annexed back where they came from, or 
oome other arrangement made by which they would be 
from this burden of taxation if they go on and erect public 
ings. The counties are Calhoun, Webster, Clay and 
I am not mistaken, and the one having the most population is 
and it goes down as low as 1396. The divisor under this 
ment is 5637. Now the largest of those counties is not 
and is not entitled to one-fourth of a member. 

MR. LAMB. About one-fourth. 

MR. VAN WINKLE. Not to one-third of a member. If you 
them one-half a member, you are doing more than you do for 
counties. In order to give a county of 1896 white populatio 
member, Wood must be deprived of one member and will 
fraction of nearly five thousand that will be unrepresented. 
if gentlemen think there is any justice in that, their ideas 
different from mine. 

MR. STUART of Doddridge. Wood county will get two 
under that arrangement. 

MR. VAN WINKLE. She cannot have it. The additional 
bers, by which Pleasants, with a population of nearly three 
sand gets one to herself under fifty-four, which she would 
under forty-six, would deprive Wood of the other member. 
would have to elect, as it was in forty-<Sd.x, to elect one mem',.." 
company with Wood and leave Wood to elect one. So that 
might have one and a half; which would still give her a 
double the whole population of Clay or Webster. It would 
great an injustice. We cannot help it if these counties ha 
themselves down so. As they increase in population and a 
apportionment is made, their condition will be altered. But· 
certainly if this want of representation is to be visited 
it ought to be visited on those who have the least claim to 
representation. 

MR. STUART of Doddridge. Mr. President, the l;S,:alW";W. 

mistaken in regard to the county of Wood. It will be 
under the plan adopted by the. committee there is exactly 
counties that get no delegate under that arrangement of 
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'eight it gives to Pleasants a delegate and leaves the 
"",There is no mistake about that. We have calcu­

If the gentleman will look at it, he will find that is true, 
will be left with two delegates, and the eight additional 

proposed here will be given to those that have no dele-
the basis proposed by the committee. I can see no 

in increasing the number unless that object would 
small counties a delegate. It is only giving additional 

the larger counties, which is unnecessary; and conse­
increase, in my opinion, is not necessary. But if it is 

counties a representative, then there is an object 
order to test whether that is the object, I propose the 
I desire to test the question by it. 

WINKLE. I would suggest to the gentleman to. with­
rrdment until we come to vote on that subject. The 
of what could be done with fifty-four members, would 
where the amendment would come in more properly. 

of Doddridge. I want to vote for the gentleman's 
I want to understand where the additional dele- r: 

to before I vote for it-whether to the larger Coun- .s 
to them, I cannot vote for it. 

of Kanawha. Like the gentleman from Doddridge, 
disposed to know before I vote to increase the 
the number at all-to know how they are to be 

as he has made a motion which looks to the end 
fails to accomplish it, I propose to amend his 

1;>e in order. 

• That would not be in order. 

I would suggest the amendment might be accept­
from Doddridge. 

KanaWha. I will state it and see. I propose to 
by adding: 

so as to give Hancock 1, Brooke 1, Ohio 3, 
1, Monongalia 2, Preston 2, Tucker 1, Barbour 
2, Harrison 2, Doddridge 1, Tyler 1, Ritchie 1, 
Wood 1, Jackson 1, Roane 1, Calhoun 1, Gilmer 
1, Randolph 1, Pocahontas 1, Webster 1, Brax-

,ulas 1, Greenbrier 2, Monroe 2, Fayette 1, Kan­
Mason 1, Cabell 1, Wayne 1, Boone 1, Logan 1, 
1, and McDowell 1." 



180 DEBATES, WEST VIRGINIA CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION 
1861-1863 

MR. STUART of Doddridge. I cannot accept that for this 
It gives to Monroe one, to Wood one, when Wood is a larger 
My arrangement is much better. 

MR.. HERVEY. I would inquire of the gentleman from 
ridge whether or not the number eight would not give one 
representative than he desires. If you will refer to the ,list 
will find that Raleigh, Wyoming, with a white population of 
have now one delegate, whereas his amendment proposes to 
them each one. It seems to me the number forty-three, if I 
mistaken in my calculation, would give each of the unrep:­
counties delegates and allow the other counties to remain 
they are. If that is the object of the gentleman from Doddr' 
then the number seven would accpmplish his purpose. I:find 
he provides for two counties here, giving them the benefit 
delegate each, which two counties now have one. 
the number seven will meet the requirements of all the 
unrepresented, and allow the other counties to remain as they 
I would like to vote for that amendment if I understand it. 
in favor of giving the smaller counties each a delegate and 
ing the counties now provided for remain as they are, if the 
ber seven is the proper number, as I think it is. 

MR.. SINSEL. I am opposed to the amendment, becaus~ 
ca:rry it out it carries with it absolute injustice. It looks 
--and I cannot see it in any other light--:.only a grasping 
power. Now, I am willing, let me be located in what part 
new State I may, to submit to anything like a fair rule 
out upon fair principles. What is Tucker, with 1300 inham 
that she should have one representative while others with a 
ulation of eight thousand and over only have one. There is 
brier with ten thousand; and Wood, according to this 
would have two. 

MR. VAN WINKLE. One and a half. 

MR.. SINSEL. Well, you say seven unrepresented. 
have that with two to Wood, and this just consumes the 
Many of these counties in the southwest now have representl 
with only the fractional number-the largest portion of 
Then every county almost from the Baltimore & Ohio 
south or the Northwestern Virginia Railroad, the large 
of them would have representatives on only fractional number 
some' of them not one-fourth. The county of Tucker with 
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we are at the expense of a court in that county just 
in t4e county of Ohio-costs just as mUch to pay the 

fueprosecuting attorney, as in Ohio, and all the 
when carried out; and add to that the expense of a 
entative. Why there will be nothing but a bill of 
,y YQU take them. And then the principle itself is 

I am OPposed to it, utterly OPPosed to it. 

Mr. PreSident, I coincide entirely with the prin­
by the gentleman from Taylor for Ohio county. 

"to consent to any fair principle fairly applied. I 
nembers of the Convention to reflect if there is not 
lcerned in this matter. We have announced and 

among our fundamental principles that rep­
be apPortioned as nearly as Possible in propor­

of those entitled to be represented. We have 
it passed unanimously. Now, the old system of 

to be forced upon us in West Virginia. Mr. 
a very old man but I do recollect when through­
"west when the changes were rung upon the 

-- of such a prinCiple, when little Warwick and ~ 
in the oyster and herring eating country with a t--­

five hundred were entitled to an equal repre- ± 
':_Lture of the State with counties of twenty to 

whole northwest rang with the iniquity of 
gentleman from Doddridge is not a very old 
recollect-and perhaps he may have made 

speech upon the iniquity of abandOning all 
such a scheme upon the people in western 

to be brought in again. Are We to abandon 
matter? Gentlemen, if you adopt this, do 

a fraud upon the people by holding out 
that yoU intend to apportion representation 

be apportioned according to the num­
):r8sented. Tell them at once that your sya ... 
!presentation is not the system proclaimed 

. that all men are free and equal, 
declaration by inserting that Itall counties 
proper and right ? You abandon a11 prin­

profess to be governed by principle. 
you have already adopted. no not 

if you are to be governed in this measure 
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• proposed. I hope the Chair will rule it out, and if he 
will take an appeal from the decision o~ the Chair. 

MR. POMEROY. As I am on the other side, I hope the 
.an from Ohio will not press making his speech now. r 
hair will ••. 

MIt. LAMB. It ~rikes me •.. 
MR. STUART of Doddridge. I want the question settled, 

MR. LAMB. The gentleman ought to have raised his 
rder when th~,representation made on this subject was ... 

MIt. STUART of Doddridge. I have a perfect right to 
loint. I rise to a question of order. 

MR. LAMB. Then it is in order to impugn the report 
:ommittee and it is not in order to reply. I think the 
narks are out of order on both sides. 

THE PRESIDENT. The Chair will take the sense of the 

MIt. V AN WINKLE. I contend this debate is strictly in 
[ call for the point of order in writing. 

MR. STUART of Doddridge. I can soon state my point of 

I will reduce it to writing. 
MR. I!ALL of Marion. Allow me, in the interim, again 

that the gentleman from Kanawha did not purposely misre] 
my argument; but as I conceive did very much misrepr"""" 
upon the point of the balance of power, representing that 
ment tended necessarily to show that the little counties' 
the big ones was unjust to the latter. That was not my 
I said distinctly that the balance of power held by the :;mall 
prevented the great populous county from controlling(by 
its vote to one or the other -candidates compelling them to 
terms to the small county. 

THE PRESIDENT. The Chair would remark that there 
ing before the house at present. 

MK. LAMB. I am certainly entitled to the floor. 

MR. VAN WINKLE. When you are called to o:r.g.er, 

take your seat (Merriment)! 
THE PRESIDENT. TAKE YOUR SEATS, gentlemen. 
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I would like to pour oil on these troubled 
say that before the point is decided we would all feel 

right and go on harmoniously. 

"T"", ... T of Wood. Is that wha~ you call "oil 1" 

• Yes. 

The gentleman from Ohio will proceed, then. 

The gentleman from Kanawha announces at length. 
not done before, his adhesion to this principle that 
of the State shall be entitled to equal representation, 

Lpportionments of representation, equality of numbers 
thereto shall as far as possible be preserved." 

f\"""what late, it strikes me, in announcing now his 
principle, for his arguments heretofore sounded 
arguments. that this principle was of -no acco'Q,nt 

need attempt to preserve it; that it was a principle 
A1"Vp.d in any case, but was here as a mere idle pro­

whenever we came to apply it in practice. But 
admitted. 
see how near the senatorial apportionment, which 

'Oaches this principle. This principle does not 
equality in all respects. As expressed here it 

exact equality is impossible. But the rule is, we 
equality as "nearly as possible." How near we 

the senatorial districts is to be ascertained, per­
mode of ascertaining that it exists is to compare 

which is proposed with another. The gentle­
with the principle which he now admits, has 

of the senatorial districts, and the 
lbmitted theirs. If we wish to ascertain whether 

of the committee is in conformity with this 
as possible, it is certainly a fair test upon that 

,nether the gentleman's own apportionment is an 
eference to the principle we adopt in common. 
apportionment of senatorial districts which the 
luggested, the severest test possible in any case 

all the small districts and put them together 
large district'S and put them together .. You 

~pportionment to aIiy severer test. 
districts reported here by the com­

take four upon one side-the four largest, 
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by this scheme of county equality. Sir, in reference to this 
it is not any one ~ounty-the county of Ohio--that is directly 
cerned. Shall not we here rise to the dignity of maintainil!~ 
principle? Is it to be imputed to us that we are influenced by 
such petty motive as this, that it is a question-as was said 
the other day-of whether Ohio county shall have three or 
members. It makes not the slightest difference in regard to 
county of Ohio, whether she shall have three. or four out 
house of forty-six or a house of fifty-four. Her relative 
very nearly the same in any case, and the proposition that has 
made has been entirely misunderstood in that respect. If you 
look at the seventh section reported by the Legislative Commi 
in which this thing is carried into practical operation, you will 
that after the county of Ohio and the seven counties of 
Kanawha, Marion, Marshall, Monongalia and Preston, and 
third delegate district, the apportionment is strictly accord:ill 
principle. In seven counties and one delegate district, the 
ciple is fairly applied. The representation, even upon the 
forty-six is fairly distributed among those counties according 
fair principle fairly applied so far as those counties are concel 
The difficulty as we found in the number forty-six is. just 
The application of the principle of distributing representatic 
cording to population ceases when you come to the number 
and all the counties below that and districts below that are 
it dead levet Is that fair? ,The number forty-six is object 
not because it affects the representation of the larger 
those counties, as I say, even upon the number forty-six have 
representation fairly distributed; but it is objectionable 
below the number 12,656 you put all upon a dead level.. 
scheme, of county equality is to govern instead of the nl"111f"'m 

apportioning representation according to population. 
I want, however, to put myself right in regard to this 

with the gentleman from Taylor. I am afraid he misund~J. 
the meaning and purpose of my remarks yesterday. 
did not intend to intimate in the slightest degree that 
anything improper in the conduct of the committee, or 
were influenced by improper motives in stopping at the 
12,656 in applying the principle of apportionment accord'" 
population. I did remark that when our work went out 
public and they saw that it fixed the house of delegates at 
that no possible reason could be assigned by the public, they 
see nothing else in selecting such an odd number but that 
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adopted to accomplish BOme temporary and local purpose. 
merely ~f the impression which the pUblic would receive 

to that. I did not intend to say that this nurn'ber was 
or adopted from unfair reasons in the committee. 

preferred forly~two. as has been stated already. 
'~CllUl:!U to'forly-six in order to do justice to certain coun­

sole objection to it i~ that it stopped too soon. I do 
to misstate the argument, to state the argument on the 

unfairly. We have two things to look to. One is to 
representation according to correct principles; the other 
make too large a house of delegates. I concur in the 

of both these principles; but I think the num­
really and practically as it does do, applying the 

apportionment only to the fleven larger counties and 
district, that we stopped there too short, for twenty­
and five delegate districts on that number are put 

level. There is no apportionment there so far as those 
t" counties and five delegate districts are concerned. The 

county or district equality governs in regard to them. £% 
the principle of apportionment a little farther. At ~ 

I may say ~at I do not think Upon any fair consid­
subject we can determine that fifty-four would be 

number f'Or the house of delegates for the forty-
if the additional seven delegates are adopted. If 

look at the seventh section in which the matter is 
compare that with the tables, they will see 

matter correctly; that if we adopt the number 
4ctical result of it is just this: We do apportion 

of apportionment the representation so far 
and one delegate district are concerned, and then 
others to a dead level of one each without regard 

the population of 10,499, which is the pop­
down to a population of between three and 

--, in Pocahontas-from a population of 13,787 
to 1535 in McD'OwelI-we adopt the simple plan 
instead of apPortionment. I would extend the 
ionment a little further. I am aWare that We 
that the COmmittee did or can devise make an 
are. necessarily compelled to submit to some 
case, as in all other cases Where general reg-

adopted, individual cases of hardship can be 
be the result let us adopt any system that 
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can be devised. But the principle upon which we proceed. 
announced in the apportionment principle as unanimously 
by this Convention is that representation shall be apporti( 
cording to population, as far as may be practicable, consistelll 
the preservation of other great and important objects. I 
that one great and important object is-should be-that we 
not expand unreasonably the number of the house of 
I mentioned yesterday the result of the examination of the 
tutions of the different states j that even if we adopted the 
fifty-four we would have, with the exception of two states, 
and Delaware, a smaller house of delegates, I believe, 
other state in the Union. Is not this some eVidenoo, is 
some proof, that the number fifty-four would not be unreas 
large'? We have thirty-two states having a larger 
two having a smaller number. One of these is Delaware, in 
there are just three counties. It was impossible there to 
large house. They give in the State of Delaware seven 
tives' to each county, making twenty-one. 

Mr. President, a great deal has been said about g~""'llH 
to the "flesh-pots of Egypt." It strikes me we are not 
posed to go back to the old system which exis.ted in Virg 
to 1860. We all recollect what that was. Every county, ~ 
had two delegates. Warwick, with 500 white inhabitants 
recollect right-for it has been twenty or thirty years 
heard anything about this matter-had two delegates, 
counties with twenty-and thirty thousand inhabitants had j 
delegates. One man in Warwick counted as many' as forty 
in other sections of the state. We do not extend the thing 
that extreme yet. One man in one section of the state 
certain' county lines is to. count only as much as seven 
men in other sections of the state. And yet we profess 
ciple of equality; and in the first instrument to which this 
owes its existence, the Declaration of Independence, is 
the principle that all men-in all counties-are created 
equal. I know all counties are not. They may be "free" 
certainly are not "equal." 

I must contend for the principle that a man whether he 
here or there, so far as political matters are concerned, 
to the man that resides elsewhere. And I must also say 
Convention that this is a question in which Ohio and the 
counties have no Interest. We may lose a fraction now; 
principle is fairly applied to us and what we lose now we 
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apportionment. But it is·the principle I object to-the 
. in the amendment of the gentleman from Dodd-
~A..L""'j,I.e which is alsQ carried too far in redUcing the 

that the larger counties and districts should be 
precise equality of counties, n.ot equality of men. As 
this same matter, I may refer here-at least it may 
[l'pose '.of illustration-to the m.otion made .by the gen­
,1"\".:I.:I"':'U __ yesterday,. that the house should be thirty-

you have got six delegate districts in your 
got thirty-one counties outside of th.ose delegate 

makes thirty-seven. You would have had to make 
district~ if the amendment which the gentleman 

which he very properly withdrew, had been carried, 
of thirty-six, with your principle of county equality ,,,... 

of Doddridge. I rise to a question of order. The 
to confine himself to the question bef.ore the house. 

The gentleman in discussing the question- . 

I am merely using it as an illustration of the ~ 
equality; and if the gentleman would wish to 

principle fairly-' to strike out the principle of ap-
we have adopted in our fundamental provi,g,... 

wish to carry out his own principle fairly and 
let him renew his motion and let the Conven-

of thirty--six. You would then have this prin-
in full and fair operation; for you would 

give each county and district one representa­
This would be carrying the thing to ex-

u\,u;mm.n very properly 'Withdrew it. The number 
principle in every ease where the population 

That is the result of that number. It stops the 
onment at that number, and then applies the 

;yequality below that. The number fifty-four is 
,objection, only it carries the principle .of appor­

farther. It stiIlleaves this. principle of county 
a few, however. It sacrifices that much 
)l~too much; I am 'Willing to concede a 

may not be made too large a body. 

President, I ask the Convention to look at 
If I understand the principle Upon which the 
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The Committee on Fundamental and General Provisions re­
Ipectfully report the following additional provisions, and recom­
nend their insertion in the Constitution. 

By' order of the Committee, 

P. q. Van Winkle, chairman. 

1 "1. All. officers elected or appointed under this Constitution 
2 may be removed from office for misconduct. incompetence, or 

neg-
3 lect of duty, in such manner as may be prescribed by law, and 
4 unless so removed, shall continue to discharge the duties of 
5 their respective offices until their successors are elected or ap-
6 pointed and qualified. 
7 "2. The terms of all state and county officers, and of the 
8 members of both houses of the legislature, not elected or 
9 appointed to fill a vacancy, shall, unless herein otherwise pro-

W vided, begin on the day of next succeeding· 
l1 their election. AIl elections and appointments to fill vacan­
l2 cies shall be for the unexpired term. All vacancies in elective 
l3 offices shall be filled by special elections. 
l4 "3. The privilege of the writ of hapeas corpus shall not be 
l5 suspended, except when, in time of invasion, insurrection or 

other 
L6 public danger, the public safety may require it. No person 
L7 shall be held to answer for treason, felony or other crime, un­
L8 less on presentment or indictment of a grand jury. Nobill 
L9 of attainder, ex post facto law, or law impairing the obligation 
~o of a contract, shall be passed. 
~1 "4. No law abridging freedom of speech or of the press shall 

be 
22 passed, but the legislature may provide for the restraint and 
23 punishment of the publishing and vending of obscene books, 
24 papers and pictures, and of libel and defamation of character, 

. . and 
25 for the recovery, In civil actions, by the aggrieved party, of suit-
26 able damages for such libel and defamation. Attempts to justify 
27 and uphold an armed invasion of the State, or an organized in-
28 surrection therein, having in view the overthrow of the govern-
29 ment thereof, during the continuance of such invasion or in­
SO surrection, by publicly speaking, writing or printing, or by 
31 publishing or circull:i.ting such writing or printing, may be, by 
32 law, declared a misdemeanQr, and punished accordingly. 
S3 "5. Private property shall not be taken for public use without 
34 just compensation. No person, in time of peace ... shall be de-
35 prived of life, liberty or property without due process of law. 
36 The military shall be subordinate to the civil power. 
S'7. "6. The right of the citizens to be secure in their houses, per-
38 sons, papers and effects, against unreasonable searches and 

seizures, 
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39 shall not be violated. No warrant shall issue but upon proba-
40 ble cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and particularly 
. 41 describing the place to be searched and the persons and things 
42 to be seized. 
43 "7. In suits at common law, where the value in controversy 

ex-
44 ceeds twenty dollars, the right of trial by jury, unless waived 
45 by the parties, shall be preserved. No fact tried by a jury, 
46 shall be otherwise re-examined in any case than according tQ 
47 the rules of the common law. 
48 "8. The trial of crimes and misdemeanors, unless herein 

. other-
49 wise provided, shall be by jury, and shall be 'held publicly, and 
50 without unreasonable delay, in the county where the alleged 
51 offense was committed, unless, upon petition of the accused, 
52 and for good cause shown, or in consequence of the existence 
53 of war or insurrection in such county, it is· removed to some 
54 other county. In all such trials the accused shall be informed 
55 of the character and cause .of the accusation, and be confront-
56 ed with the witnesses against him, and shall have the assistance 
57 of counsel for his defense, and compulsory process for obtain-
58 ing witnesses in his favor. 
59 "9. In all criminal prosecutions, the jury shall be the judges 

of 
60 both the law and the fact. In prosecutions and civil suits 
61 for libel, the truth may be given in evidence; and if it shall r\ 
62 appear to the Jury that the matter charged as libelous is true, ~. 
63 and was published with good motives, and for justifiable ends,.:!' 
64 the verdict shall be for the defendant. 
65 "10. Excessive bail shall not be required, or excessive fines im-
66 posed, or cruel and unusual punishment inflicted. Penalties 
67 shall be proportioned to the character and degree of the of-
68 fence. No person shall be compelled to be a witness against 
69 himself, or be twice put in jeopardy for the same offence. No 
70 citizen shall be subjected to corporal punishment, except to 
71 death by hanging, for treason, murder, rape or arson. All 
72 prisoners shall be bailable by sufficient sureties, except in cap-
73 ital cases where the proof is evident or the presumption great. 
74 "11. The enumeration in this Constitution of certain rights 

and 
75 privileges shall not be construed to impair or deny others re-
76 tained by, or inherent in, the citizens of the State. 
77 "12. Such parts of the common law, and of the laws of the 

State 
78 of Virginia, as are in force within the boundaries of the State 
79 of West Virginia when this Constitution goes into operation, 
80 and are not repugnant thereto, shall be and continue, the law 
81 of this. State, until altered or repealed by the legislature. 
82 Nothing herein contained shall affect grants of lands, legally 
83 issued by the Commonwealth of Virginia. before the seven-
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CD District Number 
2. Number of Deleqotes 

MAP,. WEST VIRGINIA DELEGATE DISTRICTS 
III Apportionment of 1964 

Ft"st District-two lielegates. 
Berkeley, Morgan. population. 42.-
167. . 

Second Dtstnct-".one delegate. 
Grant. Tucker. popUlation, 16.054. 

Thh'd DiBtrict-one. delegate. 
Hardy. Pendleton. population, 1'1.-
40l. 

Fourth District-two delegates. 
Greenbrier. pocahontas. populat~on. 

LewiS. 19,711; Lineoln1 20.267; Mason. 
24.4>59; Mineral. 22.l!5,; Monroe. 11.-
584; Nicholas. 25.414; preston, 27.233; 
putnam. . 23.561; Randolph. 26.349;· 
.Roane. 15,720; Summers. 15.640; Tay­
lor. 15.010; U'pshur. 18.292; Webster. 
13.'119; Wetzel, 19.34'1 '. 

44.582. 
Fifth Distriet-one delegate. 

Doddridge, Tyler. population, 
996. 

Sixth Dtstrict-one delegate. 

Counties having ,we. dt'legates. pOpUla­
tion: Boone. 28.764; Brooke. 28.940; 
Hancock. 39.615: Marshall. 38.041; 
Mingo. 39.'142; Wayne, 38.977; Wyo­
minl1. 34.836. 

16.- Counties having three delegates. pop­
ulation: Fayette. 61,731; ·Logan. 61,-
570; Marion. 63.717; Monongiilla, 65.-

Pleasants, Ritchie. population. 18.-
001. . 

Seventh Distrlct~one delegate. 
Calhoun, Gilmer, Witt. population. 
20,389. • 

Counties baving one delegate, popula­
tion: Barbour, 15.474: BrllXton. 15,-
152; Clay, 11,942; Hampshire, 11,'10.5; 
Jackson, 18.541; Jefferson, 18,665; 
• Effective January 1, 1964. 

61'1. . 
Counties having four delegates. popu­

lation: Harrison. 17.856: McDowell. 
71.359; Mercer. 68.206; Ohio. 68.437;· 
Raleigh. 7'1.826; Wood. 78.331. 

County having 'iix delegates. popula­
tion: Cabell. 108,202. 

County having fourteen delegates. 
population: Kanawha. 252.925. 
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SYNOPSIS OF LEGISLATIVE -ENACTMENTS 

DIGEST OF ACTS_ 
"'. 

REGULAR SESSION-1966 

GENERAL LAWS 

ABANDONED AND. UNQLAIMED PERSONAL PROPERT. 
ClIapter 

1-UnJfol'ln. Pispqsition of Unclaimed Property Act .. ___ ................. -... -----

AGRICULTURE 

2-InIPection of Animals, Cal.'casses. Meats, Meat Food Products and Me; 
.By-Products: Inspection and Licensing of Establishments __ .. __ . __ 

ALCOHOLIC LIQUORS >-Co ..... "-. O'P';"In::~::::.,::on _~ ___ _ 
4-General Appropriations (Budget Bill) .. __ . ___ ........ _ ..... __ ~-.... --.-

AUDITOR 
S-Transfer of Sum from Barbers and Beauticians Special Fund to Gener, 

Revenue Fund 

BENEVOLENT INSTITUTIONS 

6-Establishm.ent ot Fees to Be Charged Patients in Hospitals Homes all 
Sanitaria under Jurisdiction of Conunissioner of Public Instltutlons ..... _ 

BONDED INDEBTEDNESS 
7-Form. Inter~at Rate and Negotiahility of RefUnd Bonds _. __ ......... __ 

COMMISSIONS 
a-Issuance of Revenue Bonds by the State Building Commission for COl 

struction of ·State Office BuUdings and Buildings at Mental Hospitals ar 
Benevolent Institutions _._. . ..... _ -...... ___ ._ ... --__ ... 

9-Appointment and Qualifications of Director of Personnel of theCiv 
ServiceConlmisslon _ ... _____ . _____ ... __ ._. ____ ....... _ ...... _ .. . 

CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS 
16-Constitutional Improvement Amendment .. _____ ... ____ ... _ ... __ 
ll-Governor's Succession Amendment __ .. _._ .... _ .... ___ ._. __ ._ .. __ 
12-Judiclal Circuit Amencb):lent _ .. ____ . __ .. ___ ...... __ . ____ _ 
13-Legislative A:ID.endment .: .. ____ ... _. __ . ___ _ 
l4--Amendment to Better Schools Amendment __ ._._._ ..... _ .... _ ... ______ _ , 

CORPORATIONS 

lS-Board of Directors of Corporations and Designation of Committe' Thereof ... ____ .. _ ... _ .. _____ _ 
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