N3 166-012-3

AL277-4283 JUN 30 1978

manorable YVilllam K. Vence
County Judpe

Bizzos County

o Co iox 3935

tiryan, Texas 77301

Dear Judge Vanee:

‘Tids Is ko reference to the rexpportionnent of Contnnlssloner
Drecinets suhn:itted (o the Attorney General pursuant to
Section I of the Yoting tlights Act ¢f 1965, as amended. Vour
uoission wis cumpletad on dlay ), 1578,

On June 2, 1978 we s2nt you 6 jotter Inigrming you that
the Attorney General doet nat interposs any objection 1o this
cirangd, Foveever, Section J allows the Attornsy Cencred slxty days
iz which toanake ¥ Cotermination with respect to submitted changes
affecting vaoting and, as provided in 1the Atlorney General's guidalines,
(26 Cdai. 32D, the Attorney General may ceexemine the submiission
i£ edditional Inforimation comes to bils attentlon during the remainder
wi the sixty~day perlod. This sixty~dey peried oxpires today,

Infcrmiaticn hug been brought to our attention this weelc
that has necessliated gur reconsideration ¢f the Initlal detenninaten
with respsect o the county’s plon. Gur reanalysls of the Information
yau peovided conceraing your (rethodology In detemalning the papulation
of the olu sod new coramissioner procinets indicatas that the statlstics
veu have grovided may be less accurste than it initlally appeared.
In addition, we note that Commissioner Precinet &, the precinet
with the gréatest mlnority percentage prior 1o the recistricting,
wag incredsae it population by over 3,000 persons, althiough 1 wos
very ¢loes 1o ideal size prior to the redistricting. . '

. EBecause thc infonanation that prompted our reconsidaration
of thls sulmlsslon wes not recelved until late in the sixty-day statutory
period, e have viet beon able to reanalyzn the matter sufflclently

to adhere 10 cur previous conclusion that the plan Jdees not have

a discriminatory effect,  Accordingly, on behalf of the

Atterney Ceneral, I must interpose an objection to this plan. Howveves,
we will continue wur reanalysis and if thls roanalysis leads to the
conclusion that the sulsnitica redistricting does nat rave the protdbited
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dizcrimiuatery €fiect, the objection will be withdrawn. ¥o will
actily you as scon os possible of the Atterney Genercl's finud declsion
in thix matier. :

CI course, 83 provided Ly Sectien J ol the Voting Rights
Act, you have the right to seek & declardtery judgment from the
Unitad States District Court for the District ¢f Coalumbia that this
change does net have the purpese &énd vl not have the cifact of
derying or abridaleg the right to vute ¢ account of race, coler,
o wernbership in & janguage milncrity groups riswever, untll the
anjection Is withdrawn cr the juwloment frois: the Distriat of Tolumbls
T ourt obtalned, the eifect of the objectlon by the Atterney General
i3 to make the redlsteicting pdan legully unenforceanis.

Sincerely,

Drew S, Days Il
Assigiant Attorney General
Clvil Rights Division
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