This is ia reference to the redistricting
precincts in idwards County, Texas, submitted to
General pursuanc tc Section 5 of the Voiting Righn

as amended. Your submulssion wacs completed

Ve have ¢iven careiul censideration tc tha information
furanished by you as well as Dureau of the Census data and
information and comments from intercesited paritiec. Oux
analyrsis rewveals that, accerding teo the 1970 Census, loxican
“mericans constiltute approximately 44% of the porulation of
Luwa County and ara concentrated in thie Tity of Nockspringz.

Uexmican fwmericans have been elected to the Cenmissiconers

Lounder the prior districting plan. Under the submithoad

stricting plan, tihe lMexican American ponulation in the
unty ias been alwost evenly distributed among the feour

iscioner precincts e result of this divisicn of

1y concentratad mlhorlhv group is to mianilnize and

te mineority voting strength since it assures that wican

icans will not renresent a majorx cv of the nopulation in

one commissioner preclict. See Alrksﬁv v. Doard cf

srvisers of inds County. 554 7.2d 139 (Sen Cir. 1977).

L. deniad, 90 S.Ck. 512 (L277), and Febinson v, Tommissioners
Qggrt; 508 F.20 574 (Sth Cir. 1974). our analvsxs rurtiher
reveals that rational and compact alternative districting
could achieve copulation equality among the four commissioner
nrocincts while at the same time achieving @ nracinct svstonm

tely reflect Hexican Auerican veting
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Therefore, on the basis of our analysis, we arc unable
o conclude, as we must under the Vokting Rights Act, +hat the
submitted redistricting of commissioner precincts in Fadwards
Tounty does not hava the purpose and will not have the effactL
of discriminatlng on account of membersiip in a languace
minority group. Accordinglv, on behalf of the Attorney
General, I oamust interuoqe an objoction to the redistricting
slan for Zdwards Count

Of courge, as provided v Secticn 5 of tihie Youting
fights hot, veu have the right to seek a declaratory Judg-
ment Trom the United States Diﬁtrict Court for the District
of Colunbia that this cnanuc has neither the nurpose noy will
aave the cifect of denving or ab rluglng the right teo vete on
account of race, color, or membership in a 1anquar° minoirity
group.  In addition, the Procedures for the rministration of
Seotion 5 (13 C.¥.R. 51.2(b), 51.23, and 51.24) permit vou Lo
reouest the Attoracy Coneral to reconsider the os(ecti R
tovever, until the obiection is withdrawn or the ]uuﬁzcnn from
the District of Columbia Court obtained, tho offect of rho
opjection by the nu“orncv uangrll is o make the redistricting
nlan for rVawards County legally unanforcceable.
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