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{Ire Chiarles R, Cugsidy
Acslatant Distyict HtLoTacy
Thirky=rizrgt Judiclal Digirici
¥, 0. Rom 4338

Jemnings, Lowizgiana 70360

- M, Cagoidy:

1 .
This fe in weference to Che chaages in Jefferson
Davia Pariuvn Yolice Jury slection digtricts subaitted
by wvour letcavs oF Haveh 10 gad Aprll 1, 1971, o the
Attorney Ganezal puvrsuant to Sectiva 3 of the Veting
fights Act of 1905, ‘

We have given cacoful cousideration to the
submitted changes and sapporcin Infcimatioa a5 welil
ns Inlovation recolved fxoxz privete citizens. The
sttaruey General dozs wot IaLerpose an objectloa to
iz reapportlonment except 25 roted Lelow.

43 applied Lo quesiions arising under the
Filteanth &mzmdmadt, the holding of the threao=judge
panel in Chevis v. Whitcemd 305 T. Supp. 136
(S.0e Ind 1969 DEQulblLS the techaique of mulii-
vember disizicts where such disiyicls Ctend o
windmize the votlng strongth of cognizable ragial -




mivovitieg, ‘the wvailable population stotisgties forv
JeZfewson Bavis Pavich welisct that a cogmnizable Negrs

wanority L8 Located withia piroposed Distiict 2

ia such & maaner and i suffilcieat utmbers that theis
vote ls mdnimized whien cust and countaed with the larger
number of votes cast by the racial majority in the
Eu‘L’"ﬂ”ﬁbC“ ¢lcotrict. In other words, the technique
of the wmulti~nember distyict deprives the cognizable
raclal minouity of ths opper tunity to elect police
jurors who wonld be direcily wvesponsible to suchi voters

Althuugh Chavizs 1s e direct appecl to the
Supreme Cour: end 16 nGw awaiting decision on the
merits, so iong s tha Dictriet Court's ¢oinlon theve
1g undigtuvead, the Lttclr“} General canudl QPPLOVc
& wedictyricting plan anvaLn” the creatlon of
mulei-menbar district sich' as prbposed for District 2, as

drocussed atove,
Sheould you wish o subidt any facts in vefutation
of the couclus 1w : ; or gn.alternative
Plou of roeupport not contain the dvie
fismnd.ties of the facte or plan will
be given prompt and caveflul c04u¢dexation. Gf ccurse,
a6 proviced by sezction S5 yeu have the witevnatlve  of
instituting an acticn in thie Uaited States District
Ccurt for the Distyrict of Columpia aee'"ng & judgment
declerinpg that thig present cubmdlccion dues not have
tha purpose and will not have the cffect of deuying
o &bridging the right to vute en zecount of race of
coloz
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e Qur acecesswent 3f the Jefferson Davis Parish
reapportiorment plan also fwdicstes thatthe resuliing

Gﬂ‘ﬂ-u«. ..f )-.;V“'p

e—:? \q‘;‘w’ﬁ"";:}_’?
mv,\, v,{_n f:_\;,\;}-‘ BRI

";\’-/,WV—‘ Loy 7 LT Py DY TP romets 4 4 )]
9":‘«‘:'{" N Jmawa Ve .':"v{::“ B RN AN IO ooy , %w

f»');\
o

Ty

>
v

.
§

gl

Eery
REATNY

ar

i

"i
|

Gx

Wi

DR

YR TR

R Y




il e -

Gisivicts davigie gubstantislly frum the owa~tan,
on§-vete Tequiraments of Birkpacrick v Profslex,
$OA g cn r " =

394 UsGe 526 (196%9). The parish may aloo wish co
conaider this pro

J -
uﬁich @ay be made ia tho submitiad Teapportionment
p+Qﬁa )

Sineerciy,
RAVID L. NORHAR

acting Accistent Attovmey Gosaral
Clvil Righss dDivision
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culcm in comnecticu with auy cheaunges
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