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Uear Mr. Pitre;

This ie in refercnce to the proposal or the
2t. Charles Pollice Jury to change {rom wardeto-ward
1o Gi~large election of the pollicee Jurors, which
was submitted to the Attorney QGoneral puvrsuant to
fecoinn 5 of the Voting Rignts Act of 1y65.

Aftar corerul conslideralion of your subuisalon,
I must advise you that the Attorney Geanersl objects
1o the implesentation o tae S¢. Charles Police Jury
reapportionment plan. As I pointed out in oy lettedr
gated Morch IO, 1471, the stebute peralitting ate-
lerge election of police Jurors (Act No. 445 passed
during the 19686 Loulniens lLeglislative Session) was
submltited to the Attoruey General pursuant to
Sectlon 5. The lwpleaentation of shis statute,
along wiih the provigleons auathorizing atelerge
elecelons for school board wmembers (Act No. 561), .
were objectad t¢ by hin on June 26, 1y6Y.

Because of this earllier objJectlon to the
anabling legislation and fedeoral court decisions
alireeting at-largse clection preblens, it eppears
thet 531. Charles Parish does not heve suthority to
elect police Jurors on an at-large basis. Thic
incepoaciiy 1s nouv cured by raetention of ward resie
dency requircaents. In the case of Dyer v. Love,
307 #. Supp. 7L (W.D. Mies. 15065), Tha court ruled




that ss & reesulnv 27 tie Jligirney denersl's objseilan
L0 Lhe fopienciitetisa of iz stata élstate sulhurizing
syelargy olectliont Yor busrie O suporviscers i
Kilealealippl, tne supeevissrs <o nst keve stvatutory
power v suwuarlly e srovide I oouch elgelions.
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