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T3is is ia refere~ceto the xea~:portiamentof 
co~dssiorsrp-hcts  In U s a c e s  Caotnty, Texas, sutiaikted; 
eo t b  P.ttoraey General pursttant t.0 Gectfaa 5 ~f a!!vothq 
iP.igPLtsriet of 1965, as amadeG. YGUX s ~ . i s a i o nu t s  corqletctl 
ugas our receipt  on Fzbr\rsrp 13, 1970, of the supplemental
ateri rial y m  prcmid&. In accordmca w i + h  y o u  r a q ~ e s twe 
have eq&.itcd our coarideratio~of t;I-;ismattsr pursuant to 
the  pmcedural gufde lbss  for t b  adniniatration of .Section 5 
(28 C.F.R. 51.22). 

We hatre givaa careful cansideration to the fafoxation 
furnfsbed by you as well. as Bureau of the Census data, infoma-
ticn and ctw=lraents frotz other inturesteC! parties, &ad materials 
fn our files fro= previoaa Kueces Gouty mh.issions. C% the 
Sasis of our analysis, we are unable tb conclude, as we ntzst 
under #e V o t b g  Zfghts ?wt, t ha t  the s r ~ ~ - i t t e dreapp0rtio;rartnt 
~f comaissiaer precinct8 in !iueras C o u t t y  will not have a 
d f o c r r ~ ~ z yoffeet om minority groups in Me couCy .  

Dar a n a l p e i ~t w e a l n  that,  ~ccszdingto the 1970 
.I 

Ccmss,  Hexican Anaxitsma eonstittat8 spprolt~taalg44% of 
the pepilatisn of ;sueces County, ' i?ndes *a submittad 
reepportioament plan, Ei'!&xitaziAiioricans would cc::statute ,*- -

52% of the population of Ccmissioner Precinct 2 and 81.6% 
of population ef Ccxmissionex Prscfnct 3, Vr?der the 
present plan, Lrexfcan Wx?rLcans capstitate 4 4 t  of the 
ppulation of CarrJnfssioner P r e c i n c t  2 m i  W . S %  of the 
population of Coagnissfonor Precinct 3. W r i l e  we rampize  
that the pro~?osedplan might be corlaic?erad maiiorativa, in 

view -ere also axe substantial Mications that the 
plan strf f i c i e n t l y  perpma*as deafa1 of access by ?fexicm 
Aiiericans to &.he golitica1 process in :~fsecwitCeunty as to r 

make it cor,stitutiordlp Impemfssible w i t h h a  t!m maning 
t 

of Beer-v. -Fr:itWI States, 425 G O B .  130 (19?$$,,. 
$4. T..*=%. - ,; f 
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Factors indicative of denial of access to the political 
process were considered by the C o u r t  when reviewing the T~xas 
state  at-liar e elective legislative distriats for Wueces County 
(Grav58 v. Jgesr  378 F. Supp.640, 618-661 (1974)).  53e CO-r 
diere found at under the al-large system the lkxican F-iierican 
minority population in 1;uaces County had less opportunity than 
other resident6 to participate in the political processes 
am2 to elect legislators of their choice, We have been 
provided w i t h  no basis for concluding that the pro2osed
respportiorment plan for ths Nueces County Conmissionersf 
Court will not perpetuate t h i s  denial. By w e r l y  concentra-
ting the Mexican -lation in me prechct 
{Ccmanissianez Preel.net 3) the plan has the effect of 
minFmiaing the Frcpact of the Hexican P'llerican vote in 
other precincts, notably P r e c i n c t  2. It appears that 
fairly &awn alternative r a a p p o r t i ~ ~ e n tplans could 
easily avoid t h i s  result .  

Under these circumstances, therefore, we are unable 
to conclude, as we must under the Voting Rights A c t ,  that 
the plan doeta not discriroinate against Mexican -erioan 
voters. Accordingly, on behalf of the Attorney General, 
I nust interpose an objection to the reapportfoment plan 
here under submission. 

Of course, as provided by Section 5 of the Voting 
Rights A c t ,  you have the right to seek a declaratory judgment 
from the ~is tr ic tCourt for the D i s t r i c t  of ~olumbiathat this 
change has neither the purpose nor the e f fec t  of denying oi; 
abridging the right to vote on account of race, -lor or 
membership fn a language minority group. Zn addition, 
Sections 51,23 to 51.25 of the Attorney General's section S 
guideline8 (28 C.F.R. 51,23-51.25) permit reconsideration of '-
the objection should you have new information bearing on tha 
mattar. However, until such time as the objection may be 
withdrawn or a judgment from the District of C~lunbiaCourt 
is obtained, the legal effect of the objection by the 
Attoxney General i s  to make the change in question unenforceable. 

Sincerely, 

I " . . _ 
7 U" .C r . .  T 


