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Assistent ittornay Gemeral
Ztsce of Louisizas

Dspértaent of Justize

gaton Aouge, Loulsisma 70506

imar HMx. DelJean:

This {s in reafarcnce to your subuissicm pursuvant
to Sactien 5 of the Vetiag Rights Act of 1965 of
Louisiand 5tele aAst Ho. 474 of the 15/4 Ragular fession
which reapgertions and redistricts the Urieans Pazish
Executive cowalttee. Your suidaission was completad on
June 13, 1375,

The submitted chamge rejquires Execulive Committes
candldstes to designate & poat and racelve & majority of
the vetes withia multi-geuder districts. Ve hive givea
carsful consideratiom to the inforastiom which has Seen
proviied {n our evaluation of the subzission ia orxrder te
detecaine 1f the change will have the purpete er sffest
of deaying or abridging the right to wots en sccount of
X228 OF COlOoT. Becauss wa 878 unadls o comclude that -
the implemsatation of Act 434 will mot have the prosvribed
seffsct, 1 must, on behall of the Attormsy Censral
interpose an objection to the implementation of that Ast.

Our analysis bas shown that wvhers, 43 ia Urleinas
Parish, there Lis increasing participation in the
politizal process by the bdlack coumumity, that the
izmposition of dasiznzted posts and msjority vots
requirssents in ths contaxzt of multi-camber districts
has the proscribed effect of dilutiag the potsatial
for minority votsrs to pérticipats ia tha golikisal
process snd to slect cendidares of thelr dbolce.
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tase hhite v.‘ Eegester, 411 G.5. /53 (1373); Graves v.
Bidrnes, 343 F. osups. 34 {(W.0. Tex. 19-2). See aliso,
hbitsomb w. Chevis, &35 U.S. 12% (19/1). Im adqition,
we Dave 8130 notad that the gropesed dlstrict lines
slosaly feollsw the parish ward limes. It was ths
-dxawing of district lines alomy similar ward liases

that the Attorney Génaral, In gart, bassed his odbjection
to Azt lis of the 1971 Ragular Hession. Also, sae
Bussie w. Govarsor of Louisfans, 333 F. Bupp. 452 (1972).

i would 3130 like $¢ direst your atteantioa te
the S$uduission, purauent to Becticn 3 of the Voting
Rights 2ct, @f Act lu’ of tha 19 1 Ragular Sessios.
Altbough A2t 10 (1571) was racelved Jume 7, 19/23,
and additional iaforaition was rejusstad by letter
dated July 3, 1972, zad again by letter dated August 7,
1974, suck information has ot besc provided te this
ﬁ‘;‘:m‘o

“nile the inforzation rajuasted bhis not beem
provided, ia wviev of the protracted peudency of this
subaission and the submlission of Act 494 (1974) slong
with inforwstion subzitted in commecstiomn with eur
svaluition of Act 454, we hive econcluded that ae use-
ful purpods would be served by furtier delaying the

Actorney Genaral's decerminacion of Act 137. <Consejueatly,

we Bave procecdsd to evaluate A3t 137 (1971) em the
informition avalladble. The inforusticm which we have
svaluated revesls that Ast 13/ (1371} provided multi-
m2uder diatrists fa comjvmction with the anti-aingle
sbot ond majority wete raquiremeat featuras. Alse,

ths districting plan sgain closaly followed the jarish
wari linss.
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Honorable William J., Guste
Attorney General

State of Louisiana

Department of Justice

Batou Rouge, Loulsiana 70804

Dear Mr, Attorney General:

We Have the letter of August 26, 1975, from
Mr. Kendall Vick of your office requesting reconsid-
eration and withdrawal of our August 15, 1975,
objections to Acts 494 (1974) and 107 (1971) on the
basls that Acte 1 and 199 of 1975 abolished designated
posts within a district.

As 1 indicated in my August 15, 1975, letter,
the bases for the objections were the use of designated
posts and majority vote requirements in the context of
multiemember districts as well as the use of district
lines which closely follow parish ward lines and have

the proscribed dilutive effect upon minority voting -

strength. Thus, the Attorney General's objections
were based not only on the designated post feature but

also on the manner in wvhich the district lines them-
selves were dxawn,

We have noted the additional i{nformation furnish-
ed by Mr. Vick and his views with respect to LSA-R.S§.
Section 18:391,E, sbolishing designated posts. However,
wa find nothing bearing upon our prior finding that tha
district 1lines have the proscribed dilutive effect upon
minority voting streugth. As I indicated in my August 15,
1975, letter the district lines involved in this submis-
elon follow closely the city ward lines which formed the
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bagis, 4n patt, for the Attorney Generel's cbjection to
Act 108 of the 1971 Regular Session and a similar
adherence to those city ward lines led to an cbjection
to a 1973 councilmanic redistricting in the City of

New Orleans, an objection upheld by the District Court
in Beer v. United States, 374 Z.Supp. 363 {D.D.C. 1574)
{presently cn appeal to the Supreme Court)., Accord-
ingly, on behalf of the Attormey General, I must decline
to withdraw the objections interposed to Acts 494 (1974)
and 107 (1971).

Also, again in reference to my August 15, 1975,
letter, ™. . . the legal effect of the Attorney General
interposing objections to Acts 494 (1974) and 107 (1971)
19 to render the acts unenforceable." S8ince it is our
understanding that Orleans Parish may proceed with the
election in spite of the objection, I must advise you
that to do so would be contrary to federal law., Reine,
et al, v. Jown of Sorrento Municipal Democratic Executive
Cormittee, et al., Civil No, 73-120 (M.D. la,., April 18,
1975); Unlted States v, Warren County Board of Super-
visors, et al., Civil No, 73u-43(N) %S.D. Miss., July 39,
1975); United States v. Grenada County, Mississippi, - .
et _al,, Civil No, W27544-K (N.D, Miss., May 30, 1973).
Thexefore, please advise us whether Orleans Parish
intends to proceed with the parish ezecutive committee

8lections pursuant to the objected to act.

Because the view of Mr, Vick expressed in his
August 15 letter that Section 391.Z. has abolished the
use of designated posts in Louilsiszna may have a signifi-
cant bearing on other submissions from your state, I
would appreclate also your advising whether that 13 the
official cpinicn of your offics.

.
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If you have &ny questions in this matter, please
contact Gerald W. Jones, Chief of the Voting Secticn,
whose telephone number is (202/739-2167).
Sincerely,
J. Stanley Pottinger
Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division
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