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GOP Vote Dem Vote Ind Vote Total GOP Dem Ind Rem %of  %ST

CY County Bush Kerry Vote % % % %  Plurality/Win  Marg Tot
NORTH CAROLINA BUSH WINS U.S. President, 2004
37 STATE 1,910,936 1,484,158 0 3,407,469* 56.1 43.6 0.0 0.4 426,778 R 125 100.0
1 ALAMANCE 32,914 20,334 53,248 61.8 38.2 0.0 12580 R 236 156
3 ALEXANDER 10,678 4,657 15,335 69.6 30.4 0.0 6,021 R 393 045
5 ALLEGHANY 2,844 1,898 4,742 60.0 40.0 0.0 946 R 199 0.14
7 ANSON 3,788 5,350 9,138 415 58.6 0.0 1562 D 17.1 0.27
9 ASHE 7,254 4,453 11,707 62.0 38.0 0.0 2801 R 239 034
11 AVERY 5,589 1,772 7,361 75.9 241 0.0 3817 R 519 0.22
13 BEAUFORT 12,355 6,936 19,291 64.1 36.0 0.0 5419 R 281 0.57
15 BERTIE 3,018 4,770 7,788 38.8 613 0.0 1,752 D 225 0.23
17 BLADEN 6,145 6,009 12,154 50.6 49.4 0.0 136 R 1.1  0.36
19 BRUNSWICK 22,819 14,809 37,628 60.6 39.4 0.0 8,010 R 213 110
21 BUNCOMBE 51,686 50,903 102,589 50.4 49.6 0.0 783 R 0.8 3.01
23 BURKE 16,075 10,153 26,228 61.3 38.7 0.0 5922 R 226 0.77
25 CABARRUS 40,270 19,464 59,734 67.4 326 0.0 20,806 R 348 1.75
27 CALDWELL 20,799 9,839 30,638 67.9 321 0.0 10,960 R 358 0.90
29 CAMDEN 2,271 1,329 3,600 63.1 36.9 0.0 942 R 26.2 0.11
31 CARTERET 16,904 7,369 24,273 69.6 30.4 0.0 953 R 393 071
33 CASWELL 4,873 4,543 9,416 51.8 48.3 0.0 330 R 35 0.28
35 CATAWBA 39,017 18,520 57,537 67.8 322 0.0 20,497 R 356 1.69
37 CHATHAM 12,712 12,679 25,391 50.1 499 0.0 33 R 0.1 0.75
39 CHEROKEE 7,382 3,617 10,999 67.1 329 0.0 3,765 R 342 0.32
41 CHOWAN 2,240 1,780 4,020 55.7 44.3 0.0 460 R 114 0.2
43 CLAY 3,185 1,620 4,805 66.3 33.7 0.0 1565 R 326 0.14
45 CLEVELAND 22,509 14,028 36,537 61.6 384 0.0 8,481 R 232 1.07
47 COLUMBUS 10,585 10,101 20,686 51.2 488 0.0 484 R 23 061
49 CRAVEN 23,389 15,072 38,461 60.8 39.2 0.0 8,317 R 216 1.13
51 CUMBERLAND 48,042 44,328 92,370 52.0 48.0 0.0 3,714 R 40 271
53 CURRITUCK 5,954 2,887 8,841 67.4 327 0.0 3,067 R 347 0.26
55 DARE 9,247 6,075 15,322 60.4 39.7 0.0 3,172 R 20.7 045
57 DAVIDSON 41,780 16,962 58,742 711 289 0.0 24,818 R 422 1.72
59 DAVIE 12,343 4,225 16,568 745 255 0.0 8,118 R 49.0 0.49
61 DUPLIN 9,468 6,780 16,248 58.3 417 0.0 2688 R 165 0.48
63 DURHAM 34,124 72,986 107,110 319 681 0.0 38,862 D 36.3 3.14
65 EDGECOMBE 7,990 12,478 20,468 39.0 61.0 0.0 4488 D 219 0.60
67 FORSYTH 74,743 62,333 137,076 545 455 0.0 12,410 R 9.1 4.02
69 FRANKLIN 11,341 9,127 20,468 55.4 44.6 0.0 2,214 R 108 0.60
71 GASTON 34,492 15,186 49,678 69.4 30.6 0.0 19,306 R 38.9 1.46
73 GATES 1,920 2,117 4,037 476 524 0.0 197 D 49 0.12
75 GRAHAM 2,687 1,270 3,957 67.9 321 0.0 1,417 R 358 0.12
77 GRANVILLE 9,438 8,962 18,400 51.3 48.7 0.0 476 R 26 054
79 GREENE 3,790 2,648 6,438 58.9 411 0.0 1,142 R 17.7 0.19
81 GUILFORD 97,905 99,223 197,128 49.7 50.3 0.0 1,318 D 0.7 5.79
83 HALIFAX 7,996 11,322 19,318 41.4 58.6 0.0 3,326 D 17.2 0.57
85 HARNETT 20,649 11,289 31,938 64.7 35.4 0.0 9,360 R 293 0.9
87 HAYWOOD 14,607 11,222 25,829 56.6 43.5 0.0 3385 R 131 0.76
89 HENDERSON 27,390 14,608 41,998 65.2 34.8 0.0 12,782 R 304 1.23
91 HERTFORD 2,827 4,903 7,730 36.6 634 0.0 2076 D 269 0.23
93 HOKE 5,180 5,663 10,843 47.8 52.2 0.0 483 D 45 0.32
95 HYDE 1,222 1,042 2,264 54.0 46.0 0.0 180 R 8.0 0.07
97 IREDELL 37,841 17,673 55,514 68.2 31.8 0.0 20,168 R 36.3 1.63
99 JACKSON 7,283 6,700 13,983 52.1 479 0.0 583 R 42 041
101 JOHNSTON 31,304 14,384 45,688 68.5 315 0.0 16,920 R 37.0 1.34
103 JONES 2,564 1,837 4,401 58.3 417 0.0 727 R 165 0.13
105 LEE 11,443 7,319 18,762 61.0 39.0 0.0 4,124 R 220 055
107 LENOIR 12,745 9,539 22,284 57.2 428 0.0 3,206 R 144 0.65
109 LINCOLN 19,878 9,318 29,196 68.1 319 0.0 10,560 R 36.2 0.86
111 MCDOWELL 10,484 5,274 15,758 66.5 335 0.0 5210 R 33.1 0.46
113 MACON 9,416 5,465 14,881 63.3 36.7 0.0 3951 R 266 044
115 MADISON 5,113 4,178 9,291 55.0 45.0 0.0 935 R 101 0.27
117 MARTIN 5,302 5,055 10,357 51.2 488 0.0 247 R 2.4 0.30
119 MECKLENBURG 154,177 167,051 321,228 48.0 52.0 0.0 12,874 D 40 943
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1. BOLDING indicates unit won by REPUBLICANS. Plurality in UPPERCASE indicates party which won unit won with a majority of the vote.

2. Total column may include votes for minor party candidates. An asterisk (*) follows the Total column if it includes votes not listed (see Rem%).
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121 MITCHELL 7,218 2,054 9,272 779 222 0.0 5164 R 557 0.27
123 MONTGOMERY 5,619 4,212 9,831 572 428 0.0 1,407 R 143 0.29
125 MOORE 24,149 13,186 37,335 64.7 353 0.0 10,963 R 294 1.10
127 NASH 13,709 10,167 23,876 574 426 0.0 3542 R 148 0.70
129 NEW HANOVER 44,804 35,103 79,907 56.1 43.9 0.0 9,701 R 121 235
131 NORTHAMPTON 3,163 5,558 8,721 36.3 63.7 0.0 2395 D 275 0.26
133 ONSLOW 25,396 10,996 36,392 69.8 30.2 0.0 14,400 R 396 1.07
135 ORANGE 20,673 42,683 63,356 326 674 0.0 22,010 D 347 1.86
137 PAMLICO 3,650 2,320 5,970 61.1 38.9 0.0 1,330 R 223 0.18
139 PASQUOTANK 6,546 6,895 13,441 48.7 513 0.0 349 D 26 0.39
141 PENDER 9,917 6,928 16,845 589 411 0.0 2989 R 17.7 0.49
143 PERQUIMANS 2,964 1,971 4,935 60.1 39.9 0.0 993 R 201 0.14
145 PERSON 8,928 6,152 15,080 59.2 40.8 0.0 2,776 R 184 044
147 PITT 28,099 24,386 52,485 535 465 0.0 3,713 R 7.1 1.54
149 POLK 4,846 3,516 8,362 58.0 421 0.0 1,330 R 159 0.25
151 RANDOLPH 37,109 12,575 49,684 747 253 0.0 24534 R 494 1.46
153 RICHMOND 7,604 8,229 15,833 48.0 52.0 0.0 625 D 3.9 0.46
155 ROBESON 15,471 17,172 32,643 47.4  52.6 0.0 1,701 D 52 0.96
157 ROCKINGHAM 22,450 14,068 36,518 61.5 385 0.0 8,382 R 230 1.07
159 ROWAN 34,549 16,517 51,066 67.7 323 0.0 18,032 R 353 1.50
161 RUTHERFORD 16,190 8,106 24,296 66.6 334 0.0 8,084 R 333 0.71
163 SAMPSON 12,374 9,389 21,763 56.9 43.1 0.0 2,985 R 137 0.64
165 SCOTLAND 5,097 6,330 11,427 446 554 0.0 1,233 D 108 0.34
167 STANLY 17,744 7,567 25,311 70.1 29.9 0.0 10,177 R 40.2 0.74
169 STOKES 13,404 5,702 19,106 70.2 29.8 0.0 7,702 R 40.3 0.56
171 SURRY 17,241 8,153 25,394 679 321 0.0 9,088 R 358 0.75
173 SWAIN 2,591 2,416 5,007 51.8 483 0.0 175 R 35 0.15
175 TRANSYLVANIA 9,172 5,707 14,879 61.6 384 0.0 3,465 R 233 044
177 TYRRELL 850 727 1,577 539 46.1 0.0 123 R 7.8 0.05
179 UNION 42,266 17,639 59,905 706 294 0.0 24,627 R 411 176
181 VANCE 6,870 8,749 15,619 440 56.0 0.0 1,879 D 12.0 0.46
183 WAKE 172,563 162,750 335,313 515 485 0.0 9,813 R 29 984
185 WARREN 2,737 4,973 7,710 355 645 0.0 2236 D 29.0 0.23
187 WASHINGTON 2,465 2,931 5,396 457 543 0.0 466 D 86 0.16
189 WATAUGA 12,485 11,064 23,549 53.0 47.0 0.0 1,421 R 6.0 0.69
191 WAYNE 23,826 14,267 38,093 626 375 0.0 9559 R 251 1.12
193 WILKES 18,935 7,783 26,718 709 291 0.0 11,152 R 417 0.78
195 WILSON 16,287 13,924 30,211 539 46.1 0.0 2,363 R 7.8 0.89
197 YADKIN 12,220 3,544 15,764 775 225 0.0 8,676 R 55.0 0.46
199 YANCEY 4,769 4,315 9,084 525 475 0.0 454 R 50 0.27

Differences: 0 0 0 -12,375

SUMMARY OF UNITS WON
1la. Won by Bush for Republicans: 81 Lowest % 31.9 DURHAM Highest % 77.9 MITCHELL
1b. Won by Kerry for Democrats: 19 Lowest% 22.2  MITCHELL Highest % 68.1  DURHAM

2a. Average percentages for all units: 58.0 Republican, 42.0 Democrat.
2b. Average votes for all units: 19,109 Republican, 14,842 Democrat; 33,951 Total.
3. Total of votes not detailed abovc: 12,375
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