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This 1e in reference to the redistrictiag plems
for Attala County, Eississippi, subzitted o tha
Attorncy Gameral pursmant to Sectiocn § of the Votiag
Bizhts Act ef 19¢5. Thls sudxission was eoxpleted em
July 6. 1974. .

B2sed 0n 8 careful exmination of the faformation
you have furmished, ths deta supplied to us by
hensive Plamners, Inc., and a veviev of all ether
relevant facts sveilable, I bolisve that sevoral faee
tures of the Attals County plan weuld have the elfect
of unnecessarily diluting the woting strength of the
black commmity, For {nstsnce, with vespect to Best 4,
vhich presently 1s 642 bleck and l1eoss than 500 below
the {dcal populstion, ths boundsry lines have besa -
redrasn ${n such & memner that more thaa 130 dlacks are
recoved from that bezt snd more than 600 whites added,
resuiting {m & proposed Beat § which is enly 321 black,

Also, the predominantly black meighborhoods fa Kosciuske,

(the morth central, soith central, and southeastera
sections), have been divided among proposed Beats 2, 3,
end 3, Such fraztionaliring of the black woting strangth,
wder the circucstances existing ia Attala County, would,
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in our Judzrment, eocnstitute 8 vioclation of Fifteenth
Azenduent rights, See Bcer v, Unfred States, 374 F.
Supp. 33 (D.B.C. 1974), 3hersfore, wa cennot
eonzlude, &3 we must wnder the Votinz Rights Aet,

that the redistricting plan does mot hzve the purpose
or effect of abridzianz the risht to vote on sccoumt
of race. Vor that resson I s:st, en behalf of the
dtetorney General, {aterpose an objection to the Attals

County mppc:umt plaa,

I anwindful that the &istrict lines, to scoe
ertent, were drewn to insure egual road mileage {n
e:ch supervisor's district. While 4t well way be that
such factors are otherwise leziticate considerations
in reapportioning, we do not believe that the equaliza-
tion of road mileeze csa justify bomdaries vhich would
abridge Fifteenth Amendnent rights. See Dma v,
Bhizstein, 405 U.8. 330 (1972). That {3 particularly
true wvhere, 88 hers, {t 4s our understanding thzt rcad
mileaze was eomsidered of secondexy ixportance through-
cut the redistrictins and that wnejual road mileage will
Bot csuee significant problexs in the adeinistrstion ef
tha mt’.

Of course, 88 provided by Section 5 of the Voting
Rights Act, you hsve the sltemative of institutin; en
axtion ian the United States District Court for the
District of Columbis gsecking & declaratory Judzment thAt
the present subcissicn does mot have the purpose amd
will not have the effect of denying or abridging the
right to vote en account of rsce er coler.

Sincersly,

J. STANLEY NTTIRGER
Ssslctant Attorney General
Civil Rights Divisiom



