
U.S.Deputmcnt lmticc 

CivilW t s  Divifion 

Mr. H. E, Kenneth Selle 
President, Tri-S Associates, Inc. 
P. O, Box 130 
Ruston, Louisiana 71270 

Dear Mr. Selle: 


This refers to the adoption of the four district, one at- 
large method of election and the districting plan for the City 
of Cottonport in Avoyelles Parish, Louisiana, submitted to the 
Attorney General pursuant to Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act 
of 1965, as amended, 1 2  U.S.C. 1973~. We received the information 
to complete your submission on February 9, 1987, 

We have considered carefully the information you have 
provided, as well as comments and information from other interested 
parties. A t  the outset, we note that the changes involved here are 
ameliorative with respect to black electoral opportunities when 
compared with the present at-large elections system. At the same 
time, we have learned that alternative configurations were suggested 
to, but disreparded b3, the City that would appear to better 
insure equal voting opportunities for the minority population. 

It is not our responsibility under Section 5 t o  insist that 
the City adopt a plan that maximizes the vote for any particular
racial group, A t  the same time, the City has the burden of 
proving that the submitted change is free of discriminatory 
purpose. See Ceor ia v. United States, 11 U.S. 526 (1973); Busbee 
v. S m i t h ,  -8-upp. aff'd, 459 U.S. 1 r549 F. 454(D.-82), 
(1 9 B r  See a l s o  Section 51,52(a) o f  the f a u r e s  for the 
Administration of Section 5 (52 Fed. Reg. 497-698 (1987)) . 

In this instance, it has been alleged that the City's 
adoption of the instant 4-1 plan, and rejection of other 
alternatives, was inspired by race. We have rought a response to 
that char8e that would satisfactorily rebut the auggertion of 
wrongful purpose, but the City has not yet provided sufficient 
information to sustain i t o  burden in this regard. Until it does, 
I must, on behalf of the Attorney General, object to the proposed 
method of election and districting plan which you have submitted. 

h 


cc: Public F i l e  



Cf course, ss provided by Section 5 of the Voting Rights 
A c t ,  you have the right to seek a declaratory judgment from the 
United States  Distr ict  Court for  the District  of  Columbia t h a t  
these change8 have neither the purpose nor will have the  effect 
of denying or abrldging the r i g h t  to vote on account o f  race or 
color. In addition, Section 51.45 (52 Fed.  Reg. 496 (1987)) of  
t h e  guidelines pcrmltr you t o  request that the Attorney General 
reconsider the objection. However, unt i l  the  objection is 
withdrawn or a judgment from the  Distr ict  of Columbia Court i s  
obtained, the effect of the objection by the  Attorney General is 
to make the proposed changes legally unenforceable. See Section 
51.18 (52  Fed. Reg. 492 (1987)).  

To enable this Department t o  meet i t s  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  t o  
enforce t h e  Voting Rights Act,  please inform us of the course of 
act ion the City of Cottonport plans t o  take with res ec t  t o  this 
matter. If you have any questions, feel free to c a l!Mark A. 
Posner ( 2 0 2 - 7 2 4 - 8 3 8 8 ) .  Deputy nirector of the Section 5 Unit of 
the  Voting Section. 

Sincerely, 1 

Assistant ~ t t o r n e y -  General 
Civ i l  Rights Division 


