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Civil Rights Division 

M r .  Paul J, Cancienne 
Pres ident ,  Assumption Parish 

Pol ice  J u r y  
P.O. Box 518 
Napoleonville,  Louisiana 70390 

Aubert D. Talbot, Eaq. 
D i s t r i c t  Attorney 
P.O. Drawer 97 
Napoleonvil le, Louisiana 70390 

Dear Messrs. Cancienne and Talbo t  : 

This  l a  i n  re ference  t o  t h e  reapportionment and t h e  
realignment of v o t i n g  p r e c i n c t s  f o r  t h e  p o l i c e  Jury and f o r  
t h e  school board I n  Assumption Par ish ,  Louiuiana, submitted 
t o  the Attorney General pursuant  t o  Sec t ion  5 or the Voting
Rights Act of 1965, aa amended, 42 U.S.C. 1973~. We received 
t h e  aubml88lon of the  police jury plan on March 3, 1983; we 
received t h e  submission of t h e  school  board p l a n  on March 10 ,  
1983-

A 8  with t h e  previous subalsa ions ,  w e  note aga in  
t h a t  t h e  two governing bodies  have u t i l i z e d  coterminous 
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 adopted i d e n t i c a l  
r e d i s t r i c t i n g  plans.  We n o t e  t h a t  the school  board again
has adopted and incorpora ted  by r e f e r e n c e  the submission of 
the r e d i s t r i c t i n g  plan of t he  pol lce  Jury as t h e  support ing 
documentation f o r  i t s  submission. We further n o t e  t h a t  
these r e d i s t r i c t i n g  plans were undertaken in an  e f fo r t  t o  
correc t  the deficiencies found by us t o  e x i s t  i n  t h e  plans 
t o  which the Attorney General i n t e rposed  an o b j e c t i o n  on 
November 30, 1982. 



- --- - 

W i t h  t h e s e  c o n s i d e r a t  i ons  i n  mind, w e  have reviewed 
carefully t h e  materials provided by t h e  police j u ry ,  as well 
as Census d a t a  and o t h e r  in format ion  o b t a i n e d  du r ing  t h e  
cou r se  of o u r  review, inc lud ing  d a t a  s e n t  i n  connec t ion  w i t h  
t h e  e a r l i e r  submissions.  A t  the outset we no te ,  as we have 
p rev ious ly ,  t h a t  t h e  e x i s t i n g  p l a n s  prov ide  f o r  f o u r  wards 
w i t h  a m a j o r i t y  b lack  popula t ion  (65%. 62%, 52%. and 52%) ,  
i nc lud ing  two with b lack  popula t ion  majorities of  more than  
60 pe rcen t ,  I n  c o n t r a s t ,  t h e  submi t ted  p l a n s  provide f o r  
o n l y  t h r e e  black majority wards (618, 559, and 51%), o n l y  one 
of which c o n t a i n s  a b lack  popula t ion  of more t h a n  60 percent .  
Under t h e  proposed p l ans ,  t h e  black popu la t ion ,  which p r e v i o u s l y
accounted for more than  62 p e r c e n t  of t h e  popu la t ipn  i n  Ward 
No.  4 ,  h a s  been decreased by over s i x  percent without  any 
apparen t  j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  so t h a t  b l a c k s  now c o n s t i t u t e  only 
55.9 pe rcen t  of t h e  to ta l  popula t ion  and 52.9 p e r c e n t  of the 
vo t ing  age popu la t ion  i n  t h a t  d i s t r i c t ,  with no compensating
i n c r e a s e  elsewhere.  Our a n a l y s i s  shows t h a t  e a s i l y  devisable 
a l t e r n a t i v e s  would have r e t a i n e d  t h e  black popu la t ion  i n  Ward 
No. 4 a t  more t h a n  60 percen t .  

Under S e c t i o n  5 of t h e  Voting Rights A c t ,  t h e  submi t t i ng  
a u t h o r i t y  has t h e  burden of proving t h a t  a submi t ted  change 
h a s  no d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  purpose o r  e f f e c t .  See Georcria v. 
United S t a t e s ,  4 1 1  U.S. 526 (1973); see also t h e  Procedures  
for the Admin i s t r a t i on  of S e c t i o n  5 (28 C.F.R. 51,39(e) 1. 
Voting changes, such as t h e  i n s t a n t  ones ,  have t h e  p r o h i b i t e d  
effect i f  t hey  r e s u l t  i n  a r e t r o g r e s s i o n  of b l ack  vo t ing  
strength. See -B e e r  v. United S t a t e s ,  425 U.S. 130 (1976).
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  d i s c u s s e d  h e r e i n ,  I cannot  
conclude,  as f must under t h e  Voting R i g h t s  A c t ,  t h a t  t h e r e  
h a s  been no such r e t r o g r e s s i o n  i n  t h e  p l a n s  now b e f o r e  us. 
Therefore ,  on behalf  of t h e  At torney  General ,  I must o b j e c t  
t o  t h e  amended p l a n s  and t o  t h e  cor responding  and r e l a t e d  
real ignment  of v o t i n g  p r e c i n c t s .  

O f  cou r se ,  as provided by S e c t i o n  5 of t h e  Voting 

R igh t s  A c t ,  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 the United S t a t e s  District  Court  for t h e  D i s t r i c t  of 

Columbia t h a t  t h e s e  changes have n e i t h e r  t h e  purpose nor  w i l l  

have t h e  e f f e c t  of denying or abridging t h e  r i g h t  t o  v o t e  

on account  of r a c e  or co lo r .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  Section 51.44 of 

t h e  guidelines pe rmi t s  you t o  request t h a t  t h e  At torney 

General r e c o n s i d e r  t h e  o b j e c t i o n .  However, u n t i l  t h e  

o b j e c t i o n  is withdrawn or  t h e  judgment from t h e  D i s t r i c t  of 

Columbia C o u r t , i s  ob t a ined ,  t h e  effect of t h e  o b j e c t i o n  by 

t h e  At torney  General  is t o  make t h e  reapport ionment  plans 

and t h e  rea l ignment  of vo t ing  p r e c i n c t s  for the Assumption 

P a r i s h  police J u r y  and School Board l e g a l l y  unenforceable .  

28 C.F.R. 51.9. 




To enable  this Department to meet its responsibility 
to enforce t h e  V o t i n g  Rights Act, please inform us of 
t h e  course of action Assumption Parish plans to take with 
respect to this matter. f f  you have any questions, feel 
free to c a l l  Carl W. Gabel (202-724-8388), Director of the 
Section 5 Unit of the voting Section. 

S i n c e r e l y ,  

Assistant Attorney General, . 
C i v i l  Rights D iv i s ion  


