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¶%is i s  La rahruroo t o  M o  applieatloa ef thr 
TOY^ of ? l p m t b  fer appfwal  ef a e r t a h  anmtmonts d 
the ROrth Ckelfaa ~ S r l e t u r e8utmitt.d ta the A t t o r r r r y
General on Dweeer 23, 1970, parnuant to S e c t i o n  % of 
the Voting Uetr A c t  of 1965, 

Pho C a r 8  f u r t h u  exptrfnsd M a t  meh dilation cauLd 
ooaur i a  an at- tug* myrtsn oi v ~ t i a g 8  

1 A t  we aniIarstaw3 it the ehaage to an at-brga 
- I 

method ef electing c i t y  emneflara was made l a  1967 tu 
, 
- I 

eoafora to tDe aur-ane w t o  1 8 c p i r m e n t  of t?? 
tourtconth Am8-at* Jcoo~CZ~~te tho raXevaat 

i judicial interpretaticmr it i a  t h  responaitility 62 
- I  the At+cirnq Gcastrl to .valuate -ah change. 8d.r. . I  L tba Votlry R i g b t s  A c t  to determiss i f  tke ahrig8 haa 

t h e  purpose or effeut of diseriainatinq rga iar t  r o t u s:I on the babia of race. A t  th* s~,-reueCourt atatad im 

.Voter# Wttb ar0 redmr8 of 8 raeial 
minority might -11 ba in tho majority
ia 431. district, b t ~ tia 8 deaidd 
daority i n  tha aatinty as whole. 
Ybis type of obange aoeld therefor. 
mul l i fy  their ability to elect the Y , + 6 ) . _  

erndidate of thelr ahoiue j u s t  am .! . , L _.. 
.wx~Xdptohibitirrg same ef tfrss tram 2 ..-$:. . ,  . ,  
voting,. I;.-<- ' . 3 -. 
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Allan r. W r d ,  393 P,I. S44, 369t- -
OTha r i g h t  ta +ok @ambe 8 f f d  
by a dilution of voting pcnrelr 48 -11 
r r  by an abcolotm pruhibitioa as orst-
b g  a ballot.. 
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In applying tho Coort's critsrla to ih( city 
of Bly%ut\'a appllcatlon w r  f ind  W a t  o v ~ a f lM a e  
II a m ~ s t a n t ~ a lYl:ite population majority, bat t h a t  
i n  t a e  rxieting Ward 1 ther*  appear+ to t o  r black 
majorftg. While we understand t 3 a t  8 re-3esigrcatian af 
t?ts ward boundaricro to camply witb t h e  Faurteontb M n C -
teerat  ma18 likely h a v ~  rignificant effect an these 
facts, ve are forced to ~ o n c l o d cthat the e i r ~ t a n e e s  
deacrftan by the  Supreme Court rppsr  ta exist. AccorO-
i n s l y ,  u8 are abIIgeC te enter an ebjeetion to Ula 
a t - - luge  voting provisions vhtch p a  h a w e  aubittrc4 ma 
h h a l f  ef the C i t y .  

t 
! 
I m,ilc 1 ba aat believe t h a t  this ebjoetian 
I 

i will have any e f f m  en aats of the present ar pa6t 
I c i t y  m u ~ c i l(a- H c + w s l l  r ,  Unit-. S t a t e r ,  159 F.S.  

596 ( 1 8 2 5 ) )  ,.it wGld'-su-& thak~-n6--f~?~~~~~*eleeUone 
: I 

could he canductad on am at-large btsfr. 
- I  
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Stauld yctu vish to present further )ustif~catlm 
far tbe &,an7c in alectiac prncedure abjectat? to, or 
pro;ste proccdurea whick will insare aqainat racially

i ! d i z ~ t ~ i ~ ~ t c t yeffects is i t s  f ~ ; ? l e m a t a t i o n ,the 
I ktturnty General w l l l  rwmnefdcr h i s  paxitioa. Of  course, 

as prooiAcd lor by Section S ef the Voting Rights &t,
I 

you have the alternative of f n a t i t u t i n g  as aation in t k  
$ 1  
I I Unitad Statsr D f a t r i t t  Court fnr the District of C e l d i a  
_ I  far a declaratory ) a d p e n t  t h a t  much a oliaacy in aloetion -
I I procedure does aot Bnte tha p q s r *  c~ t b  eftact of deny-
EI in? or &bridging the t i g h t  t o  wta ~a mount af rcwe er!.I ctol3r . 
2 1 

II II 
F l t a r e  be adria& that  the Attorney Generalbs 

z i ubjectlou ~ e s o h a sonly t h  ahaage l a  procdom for ehet-
;'
:,\ inq aour?sflmaa a& wig1 m t  affuct tbe eonthued -1-
, rantation ef the  athat ohrnycr r e l a t i ~ gt o  toning 

authority and eauncilsanager farm af qdvernnant vZIicb 
1 r l ~ awere guruittea pursuant to Seetian 5 by pour -a-

bsr 23, A970 latter.  

Bi-rely , 

JBRRIS W H W

i ~ 6 8 i s t i n tAttornay 6e 
f (-. c i v i l  Rfqhts  Pfvirioa 
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