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Goor~eWikoff, Eaq. 
C i t y  Attorney 
Poat Office Dox 1089 
P o r t  Arthula, 'Sexas 77640 

T h i c  13 In reference t o  Ordinances Nos. 80--57,  
30-.ljSi, and SO-t;O proviae for a speuin l(IgUO), '.. v~i-ilcl~ 
Au2us.c 9,  1920, rcfcrendum elea t ion  and ohan~esrelating 
to that election, Including 'five pollin8 place changes
anit an uxtunslon of hours for absentee votlnc, for the 
C l t y  of Pork Artfiur in Jefferson County; Texas, sub-
mi$Led %a t k e  Attorney Gancral pursuant to Section 5 of 
tile Vo'cinc T.ip:i~CoAct; of.1965, as amendecl. The sub-
i l l i t t a 5  o r ~ l i ~ i n l ' l c ~ ~lnilicate that the referenclum will be 
con~lu.:tccl. Irr tile consolidated city, includina the ai?eas 
of Ltliievicvr. PC?HI?Ridge and Sabino Pass. Your submission 
was ~ ~ c e ~ v c c ~  In accor8anae with youron Ju ly  18, 1980. 
rccue: i; expeti-tted consicleratlon 2x3s been qiven t h i s  ' 
sU'uii~i~sJ.ou to the ProcaduralS : ; U P B U ~ L I ~  Guidelines for the 
Aci.r;.Inistrst.io~~ 51.22)' in ordwof Section 5 (28 C . F . R .  
to rcach n dctcr~:~inat ionby July 24, 1960.. 

Tle have rrivcn czreful. ooilsideration to your 
proposa l  to sortciuct t l ~ ereferendum in the  expanded c i t y ,  
i~otr.~ithr;trmdinr?:ndntf lo  Section 5 objection to thft consoli-. 
clntfon e:ld anncxatl.on. Aa you mow, it lo our posif;lor. 
t;h:<.t Section 5 of tile Votinp, Rig11Cs Act requires Ghat r.o 
c1cc'i;ioils iihicil inlple!~t"nCthe voGin~cchan~;asooorrslonoG 
r?:! tile conoolicirrtlon v l t h  Lalceview, Pear R i d ~ e ,  tuld 
Znh3.nc ?ass  !my bc conducted by the CIGy o f  Part Arthur* 
u i ~ t l ltik:! object ion under Section 5 l a  removed, except 
clc.ctions ti10.1; are l i l c c l y  to provitie a basis for 
~qiiCiiciraw:?,lof tile Section 5 objcatiorr to the aonsolldat;lons, 

http:anncxatl.on


~ ~ ~ 

/' i.e., sleoCiona $bat; are oalculateJ to lead W the Clilopt4orr 
of a plan for elautine Oh8 o l t y  governin8 body Mioh 
shows pr&so of flCafford;Cngblaak residents] repmaen-
tat;ion reasonably equivalent to  their polltioal stmzagBh 
in the enlarged oomunity, C l t  of Riobond v, Untted 
Stq&p.., 422 U.S. 158, 310 ( 1 9 ' ~ ~ 0 ~

# 

t--
Rote ~ Y X Qv* XU 354 F. S U P ~• 
1'9j2yaf'f'd, 41kt&?8&973). This 1s the ~aa. 
prlnoipls we enunciated $n the similar Elouston mmxatlon 
saatker last summor, am3 In our lstters of ob$ootlon 
of December 21, 1979, and January 15, 1980, t o  a speulal
referendum eleutlon in t e wepandad City of Port Whur.P 

PursunG to  your requost, we have not oonQuoted 
o, l%atlon 5 review of thy eleotion plena themselves,
Ilowever, wo must, to  s o d  extent, conslder tha plans 
. to be presanbed f u  the eqpandecl o i t y  in orde~?to 
Jctomnino \rllethor the p l  ns offar any promise or affording
blaak rsrridentia repmeen atlon reaoonably equlvrrlent t o  
t;heir golit ladl  ntren@h in the expanded c i ty ,  On the 
baais of our past experlgnoe, it is o w  vlew that the 
6-3 plan, if ena~ted,s~$isf%estHds t e a t  sinoe it offers 
solno promtse of remQin@Che oonoexns whloh 184 t o  
the objection. Thus, l f 8 t h l swere the only elautlon plan 
being prcsentccl we woUQf interpose no objsation t o  the 
aonduat of  the  referend* In $he expended 01ty. HO*.VOD, 
tho proposoil referendum 4180 grasonts t o  the voter8 a 4-5 
olectlon plan. That plan, If onaotod, wllL1 not IfaffoPb 
[black resideuGe3 representarion reasonably equivalent t o  
$heir ~03 , i t ica lstrength i n  the enlarged c~nmsunlty.~~
C i t ~03 nlchaona v. united States, aupra. ~ooomllngly,
~bm-TJOrXv%-Zot,aa"s=FG%1nk-S6o'tion 5 pre-
olearahoa t o  your proposal f6r subm%ttingthat plan'to 
tho oxpand~clo i ty .  'bus, on behalf of the AWorney
Gunera1 I !object t o  the vfemndun aa propoasd, 





Since 8 b u i n g  bu bean 8cb.dul.d for July 24,
1980 in Ilnited Staterr v, atnt o f  Port Artbur, nwill 
natifi: th. otfloe o f  th. art A. Puker 
b~ t a  e hone. of tb.* . m + $ T Z a  %met- anti w i i l  
h.nd-&!ivar copy o f  e i r  1ett.r t o -tha-~ w r tp t~m 
to the barring. . 

We c o a t h m  to look forward to a prompt rorolutlaa 
o f  lomg-rtdfrrg Section 5 objection to fh camolt-
datLoa md cmnsxrrticrrr and i t  i 8  our.hope t&t .tluC i t y
w i l l  prcmptly propor. for rorsatatian to  thr trotur 
m dection plua meting o ramdial rtaadard &&cribad 
herein. 
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Acting kri8tant At tormy Gaueral .. 

. Civil Rights Pivirion 


