
M-W--dJu&e 

CivilRights Division 

November 30, 1982 

H r ,  Paul  J. Cancienne 
p r e s i d e n t ,  Assumption P a r i s h  

P o l i c e  Jury 
P.O. Box 518 
Napoleonvil le ,  Louisiana 70390 

Aubert D, Talbot ,  Erq,  
District Attorney . 
P.O. Drawer 97 
Napoleonville,  Louisiana 70390 

Dear Meears. Cancienne and Talbot :  

This  i e  i n  r e fe rence  t o  t h e  reapportionment and the 
realignment of v o t i n ~p r a c i n c t r  f o r  t h e  P o l i c e  Ju ry  and f o r  tha 
School Board i n  Aaeunption Pariah, Loui r iana ,  submitted to  the  
Attorney General pursuant to  Sec t ion  5 of the Voting Rightr 
Act of 1965, a# amended, 42 U.S .C .  1 9 7 3 ~ .  The rubmiralon of 
the police jury p lan  wa8 completed on October 1 ,  1982, and 
t h e  eubmireion of tha achool board p l a n  war received on 
October 7, 1982. 

In  connection w i t h  them submisrionrr, we n o t e  t h a t  the 
two governing bodier  have u t i l i z e d  c o t e m i n o u r  l i n e s  i n  t h e  
p a s t  and c u r r e n t l y  have ado ted i d e n t i c a l  r e d i s t r i c t i n g  p lans .  
We f u r t h e r  note  t h a t  the ScKo o l  Board h a r  ad ted and incorpo- 
r a t e d  by r e f e r e n c e  t h e  e n t i r e  rubmirsion of "Rt e r e d i s t r i c t i n g  

plan of the Assumption Par iah  Po l i ce  Jury as t h e  r u p p o r t f n ~  

documentation fo r  i t 8  rubminaion, 


With t h e s e  con8 l de ra t iona  i n  mind, w e  have reviewed 
c a r e f u l l y  t h e  mstrri&lr provided by the Assumpti on P a r i s h  
P o l i c e  Jury, ar well ar Cenaus d a t a  and o t h e r  i n f ~ r m a t i o n  
obtained during the  course  of our review. A t  the o u t s e t ,  we 
n o t e  t h a t  the e x i r t i n ~plane provide f o r  f o u r  wards wf t h  a 
majo r i ty  b lack  popula t ion  and t h a t  t h e  submitted p lane  provide 
for  only  two such wards. In a d d i t i o n ,  it appears tha t  t h e  
number of wardr fn which blacku cone t i t u t e  a m a j o r i t y  of t h e  
vot ing  age population hue been reduced from wo t o  one. We 
a l s o  no te  t h a t  under t h e  proposed p l a n s  t h e  black popula t ion ,  
which previously accounted f o r  more than 62 pe rcen t  of t h e  
popula t ion  i n  Ward No. 4, haa been fragmented wi thou t  any 
apparent  juetff i c a t i o n ,  so t h a t  blacka now c o n s t i t u t e  only 
39.5 percent  of t h a t  ward without a correepondfng Lncreaae 

elsewher+. 




Even thcugh we ncte that the  black prcpcr t ion  cf the  
populat ion i n  Assumption Par iah  decreaaed from 37.3 percent  i n  
1970 t o  31.7 percent  i n  1980, t h e  d r a a t i c  reduct ion  i n  minor i ty  
v o t i n g  a t r e n g t h  r e s u l t i n g  from these  p lans  does n o t  appear t o  
be warranted by any l e g i t i m a t e  governmental i n t e r e e t  and, i n  
our  view, c o n a t i t u t e a  a re t roqreua ion  i n  minor i ty  vot ing  s t r e n g t h  
p roh ib i t ed  by the Voting Righte Act .  See -Beer v. United S t a t e s ,  
425 U.S .  130 (1976). F u r t h e m r e ,  t h e  manner in which t h e  
b lack  pcpula t ion  in e x i e t i n g  Ward 4 has been fragmented sugges ts  
t h a t  t h e  ~ l a n s  - mav have been drawn with an invid ious  r a c i a l  -

purpose. 'see ~ u e b e ev ,  Smith, C i v i l  Action No. 82-0665 (D. D.C. 
J u l y  2 2 ,  1982). 

Under Sect ion  5 of  t h e  Voting Rightr  Act,  t h e  submit t ing 
a u t h o r i t y  has  t h e  burden of proving t h a t  a submitted change 
h a s  no d i sc r imina to ry  purpose o r  e f f e c t .  See Geor i a  v .  
United S t a t e e ,  411 U.S. 526 (1973); es e e  a180 tI d -rocedurer 
t o r  t h e  Administrat ion of Sec t ion  5 (28 C e F w R .  51.39(e)). I n  
l i g h t  of t h e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  discussed above, I cannot conclude, 
as I muat under t h e  Votlng Rights  Act,  t h a t  t h a t  burden haa 
been aus ta tned  i n  t h i a  tne tance .  Therefore ,  on behalf  of t h e  
Attorney General, I must in te rpoee  an ob jec t ion  t o  t h e  proposed 
reapportionment plana and t h e  corresponding and r e l a t e d  r e a l i g n -  
ment of vo t ing  p r e c i n c t  s. 

O f  couree,  as provided by S e c t i o n  5 of the  Voting Rights  
Act ,  you have t h e  r i g h t  t o  seek a d e c l a r a t o r y  judgment from 
t h e  United S t a t e r  D i a t r i c t  Court f o r  t h e  D i e t r i c t  of Columbia 
t h a t  t h e s e  change8 have n e i t h e r  t h e  purpore n o r  w i l l  have the 
e f f e c t  of d e n y i q  or  abr idging  t h e  r i g h t  to  vote  on account of 
race, c o l o r  o r  membetuhip i n  a language minor i ty  group. I n  
a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  Procedures f o r  t h e  Administrat ion of Sec t ion  5 
(28 CoFeR* 51.44) permit  you t o  r eques t  t h e  Attorney General 
t o  r econs ide r  t h e  ob jec t ion .  However, u n t i l  t h e  ob jec t ion  is  
withdrawn o r  t h e  j u d ~ m e n t  from t h e  Dimtrict  of  Columbia Court 
i s  obta ined ,  the e f f e c t  of the  o b j e c t i o n  by t h e  Attorney General 
is t o  make t h e  reapportionment p lans  and r e a l i ~ n m e n t  o f  vot ing  
p r e c i n c t s  f o r  t h e  Ausumption P a r i s h  Pol ice  Jury  and School 
Board Legal ly unenforceable.  See a l s o  28 C e F w R e  51-9 .  



To enable th ia  Department to meet its reeponsihility to 
enforce the Voting Rights Act,  I requeat that the two of you 
inform us of the course of action the' Asaumptfon Parish Police 
Jury and the Aesumption Pariah School Board, respectively , 
plan to take with reepect to thia matter. I f  you have any 
queetione concerning thin l e t ter ,  pleare feel free to  call 
Carl W .  Gabel (202-724-8388), Director of the Sect ion 5 Unit 
of the Voting Section. 

SLncerely, -

Civi l  Righte ~ i v i r i o n  


