“JUN 121973

Mr. Theapsen L. Clarke
Attarney At Law
sSt. Jeseph, lowisians 7133

Daar Mr, Clarke:

This {a {n refersncs to your swbdaission wnder
fectien 3 of the Voting Rights Act of 1965 ef the 1973
asnexation to the Town of Newellton., The sixty day»
which the Attorney General has to imterpose am objection
to the {mplementation of your proposed plan expires on
June 12, 1973, '

Ia exswining an sonexation wnder Section S of the
Voting Rights Act, it {s incumbent on the Attorney General
to determine whether the surexation--either in purpose or .
effect-~results in raclial discriminstiorn {u woting. 1In
mzking this evaluation we apply the legal principles which
the Courts have devaloped in the sawe or analogous situation,
Moreover, it &s aleo sigrnificant that Section § eanly pro-
hibits implementation of changes effecting veting amd pro-
vides that such changes may mot be enforced without receivimg
pricr approva]l by the Attorney General or by the Pistrict
Court for the Distriet of Columbis, Our proper coacern
then is not with the validity of the amnamation but with
the changes in voting which procsed frem it.

In the case of the Town of Newellten, we can
summarise our cousideration as follows: The Towm of

Bewelltoa slects represeatstives te its governisg body

et
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@n an at-lsrge basis., Approximately 72 white veters
have boen addad to the registration lists as a result
of the ammaxation, Whsore, as here, votar registration
is substamtially ewenly divided between the races, ths
addition of a sesmingly few white voters can have

a gignifieant diluting fimpact on black voting
strength, In fact, the 72 white voters added by the
mmmma&«.zmm
present black votsr majority inm Hewellton te a black
voter minority. In view of such sircumstances, I
-Mhuntu!y,almtﬂums,&st
the changs does not have a racially discriminstery
purpese or effect, sud therefore I must, on behalf of
the Attorney Cemeral, interpose sn objection to

its isplementation,

You may, of eourse, wish to consider the

of procedures which would avoid producing an {wpermissidle
adverse racial impsct on woting, including the use of

single-member districts. See Peater v. Ualced
States, 354 F, Supp. 1021 (D. D.C. 1972). 1Im this

sonnection I note that Louisians law provides the

Mayor and Board of Aldermen of towns such as Newellton
with the power to determine whether the town shall

be divided into wards, 33 LRS §382, MNersover, :
Section 5 permits sesking spproval of voting ehngu
by the United States District Court faor the

District of Columbia {rrespective of any previous
submission te the Attorney Gensrzl.

¥inally, during cur coasideration of this
subuission we discovered that five previcus emmexations
te the Towa of Kewellton have been made since 1964 and
thus would come within the previsns of Sectiea 5 alse.
Based wpon iaformation which you supplied to us regardimg
the population ef the areas iawolved im those smmexations,
nhcmimnadauudmowcw
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and therafora will consider those snnexations submitted,
Based en our gnzlysis, the Attorney Genaral does wot
iaterpose an ebjection to those samexations, However,
we fecl a responsibility to poimt put that Section $
sxprassly provides that sur failure to objact dees

not bar any subsequent judicial setion to sajoin the
safercemsnt of those chamges, should such sction

bacome mecessary.

Sincerely,

J. STARLEY POTTIEGER
Assistant Attormey General
Civil Rights Division



