
I&. Ric'aard Ki lbwrac  
District Atroraey 
16th Judic ia l  DLatrict 
ilinton, Louisiana 70752 

This is in reference t o  the redistricting 
pl,m for Eaar Pelfzima Parish submitted by you 
t o  tho Attorney -era1 by letter of October 26,  
t57L. 

Our anotgeis and review of the plan submittad 
revezl aspects of the reapportionnent which make i t  
impossible for ebe Attorney General to reach 8 dster-
mirrntion that the: plan does nor tuave a diocrirnhatory 
puxpmc 9s effect. A smell parti- of District 1 
in the proposed p l m  is X ~ O ~ I - C O ~ ~ ~ ~ O U Sw i t h  a d  
located soac distonce front the rest of District L 
and i s  virtually surrourrded by District 2. T h i s  
smaI.1 enclave is approxilacrtely 95% vbita whereas the 
rest of the dis tr i c t  is sppr~'&ately 10X black. &a 
the hoF-g of the Supreme Court in Gomillion v. 
Lightfoot, 314 U.5. 339 (19601, suser;te,  the voting 
rigJ:;ts of a reci~lminority can be infrinaed by 
drewh;; odd-ataped votin~distxicts in which, ia 
view of iwai2oble kiterrrat;&ves, the voting strength 
of that &roup i s  affected. Zt: appears that tha reappox-
tioanent here could have been accomplished b a. oarnner 
which woul.d hem evofded the ef fec t  of adversely 
eEEect ink the S e ~ r ovotfnd strendth la thc area 
involved. 



~ 6 2c;;~ 2~~~ . fe~sw.1 ~ ~ ; l , i s t ,w b ~ h ~ f r "L-y~h,J OE 
ri-e ~xrcoz3cyGeneral, object  cs the 2roposcd p l m .  
- y, ~ ~ : d e v e r ,  ~houic! to cdd ehne ehe Yotins R i $ ~ . t s-L 7,f;i.& 
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c'nansc i>reqric~sl;;ihas been sutxalttecf t o  tha Actomry 
xi^^^^ + 


