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2hio is i u  reply t o  your latter oE Apri l  Lir ,  
1575, \ ~ i t hwhich yotl riibafttsd Senstc BiSL 230. 2213 
02 the i575 hc+1ax Sessio~02 the  Kisoicaippi 
l-ui;i s fzi'iure to the A rcori~ayGcrterol. ?wattcr~tto 
Sccrion 5 of fie Votirrg I<i,;bts Act of 1965. Yozu 
suS~i~ is l ; ionwas rcccived on h,riril u, '1975. 

U i f l ' ~regard t o  l;ha ?rovisione which rcc';uire 
indc~aaiicntcandL5ates t o  ~ u a l i f yat the ram 2-
nc poLitFzal perty car id id ate^, wo h v e  coreCully 
co:.:siderecl the histo,y of ;tnCopendent candidiscies 
k-..:.;issi ~ s i p p i ,i i l c  luding candidate qusltfkatirml; 
d u - i a h  the 1971 electioua, as  well as fufcmmtion -
contaiucd iu our f i l e s  regord ia  our U y  Z F ,  IX9, 
oL3ectim to a a b i l a r  provision aahrr.itmd a8 aa 
a r ; : e i c e  go Section 3269, a d  inforrt;atfon aod 
connlcnts k o z l  interestad pertleg. & a d  on our 
evz l w t i o n  of  thit; ou~a t ionwe carraor conclude, 
as we w8t u d e r  Section 5 of the Voting U t s  Act ,  
t h e t  the c h ~ a ~ ei n  the quuiif-ying t h e  for indcpeadcnt 
c~ndidctcscontnheu in Senate ail1 No. 2218 will not 
bsve a rncic.Lly ciiocrkcinatozy eEiect, 



ii4niie our analysis of tbe oirmmataxhces 
involved prauades re t h a t  thl .s  rerult is rsqutred 
w i t h  m g s r d  to e b  general affect of thin PfOPI6hn, 
I f i d  that coac1usLcw particularly crpproprLate when 
the tw of the change is considered. This pro-
vision would r g u i r o  that independent caadidates, 
w r t  of whom in recent Hioairsippi history haws bun 
blacli m d  who prsvia;lsly bad until September of arr 
eLection year t o  quslify, rarrst qualify by the 8-
,dace QZI ~ ~ ~ & d i d i i t e 6for party primaries, i b w v e ,  
the bill waa not  enacted until April  8, 1975, 1-s 
thm two  mouth8 before t&e p e r t b e n t  qualifying 
deadline (Juns! 6 ,  1975). The ipordipate burden thus 
placed on potential independent cdfdates in t r r ~ s  

of the reeuLting cdusloa, uncertainity and the 
1iu;ited period for obta inhg  the necessary petiticua 
eignatores t o  qualify for the 1975 elections m i s s  it 
won more difficult for uo t o  conclub that the -e 
w i l l  not  have the proscribed effect LPeofar as fee 
1975 electfans are c-xtood, 

fn view of these conoiderationa, therefore, I 
must on bethaif of tho Attorney Getbesal, intetpose an 
objcrrtion t o  the ch-e la qwl i fy ixq  t i rPs for 
Ladependent caadidates  eenta%ned in S a t e  BilL 
Blo. 22U. Of cease,  Section S pexmito you to stck 
cr declaratory judgment frarn the W a i t &  States Biatztct 
h r t  for the Pistricr: of CoLmbie that these p t o V i s i o ~  
neither hwe the purpose nor will hmm the effect of 
denying or obrLdgw the right to w k  aa account of 
face ~ f :color. Koopever, unf i2  such a Jodg~ecrtio 
rendered by that  Court, the Legal effect of the obfac-
ticm by the Ettornoy Cknerul 10 t o  render unenface8bl.a 
tbe provieiam of Senate St11 No. 22U3 regardlag the 
tfrne for qualification by Lrrdepndeat wadFdatcl, 

J. StarrLey Potttagu 
Aosls-t Attorney Gerurrl 
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