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At torneys  a t  Law 

S u i t e  6 2 0 
-.. -
/LL Navarro 

San Antonio,  Texas 78205 


Dear Nr. Xheat ley:  

Th i s  i s  i n  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  r e q u e s t  of  t he  C i t y  
of  San Antonio f o r  r e c o n s i d e r z t i o n  of  t h e  o b j e c t i o n s  
inccr5oscd on A p r i l  2 ,  1 9 7 6 ,  t o  1 3  annexacions,  pursuant  
t o  s e c t i o n  5 of t h e  Voting Righ t s  Act o f  1965 ,  as mended. 

I have given c a r e f u l  and pe r sona l  review t o  
che mater ia ls  p rov ided  by the c i t y  ac to rney  and you 
i n  y c u r  l e t t e r s  2nd in o u r  meeting w i t h  Mayor Cockr211, 
Cong~essrnanKrueger and o t h e r s  on June  22, 1 3 7 6 .  

The  Voting Righ t s  Act ,  as interpreted by t k e  
Su?reme Cour t ,  p l a c e s  on a covered j u r i s d i c t i o n  such 2s 

-	 San Antonio t h e  s p e c i a l  burden o f  proving t h a t  changes 
which a5Lcct v o t i n g  do n o t  have a d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  purpos2 
-o r  e f f e c t .  I have found no b a s i s  f o r  concluding t h a t  t h e  
annexa t ions  i n  q u e s t i o n  were p u r p o s e f u l l y  d i l u t i v e  of 
p r o t e c t e d  m i n o r i t y  v o t i n g  r i g h t s .  However, I a m  n o t  
able t o  conclude t h a t  the  annexat io3s  i n  question do 
n o t  have t h e  p r o s c r i b e d  e f f e c t  on t h e  v o t i n g  r i g h t s  
of  Mexican-Americans i n  San Antonio.  I n  t h r s  connect ion 
I have had t o  keep i n  mind t h e  op in ion  o f  t h e  Supreme 
Court  ia IbfnFte v. R e g e s t e r ,  412 U.S.755 ( 1973 ) ,  which 
l e f t  s t a n d i n g  t h e  1 9 7 2  three-juage D i s t r i c t  Court r u l i n g  
i n v a l i d a t i n g  rnulrimember d i s t r i c t s  i n  Zexar County and 
which rcfzrs to Che D i s t r i c t- 7 

C o u r t ' s  z s s e s s n e n t  02 rhe  
v a r i o u s  fa.ccors invoiv2d. were t h i s  a scandara 
cons t i t - ~ ~ i o n a ic?Laiieage co rhe annexacions , one n i g h t  
well r e a c h  a  c o n t r a r y  conc lus ion .  Because t h e  burden cf 
? roof  im?osed by Congress i n  ?he Voting Righcs Act 

a 




r 2 ~ t s  xi+'- C G - coyzers.d jurisdiction to show cha tL L ,  i L l t j  

c5ere FS no ezfsct, and requires n e  to objecc iz 
+_he absence of such a showi~g, I am cbligdcd to 
continue the objections previously inrerposed. 

In establishing a nethod for pronpt review 
of voting chanaes bv the Attorney General, the -
Voting Rights Act r&cognized that there wkuld be 
disagreements with the Attorney General's view of the 
law and provided that a jurisdiction nay test 
its correctness in legal proceedings. I was most 
impressed by Mayor Cockreli's presentation of the 
significance of these annexations to the City of 
San Antonio and would, of course, understand if the 
city desired to contest this determination. Should you 
decide not to seek such review, however, I am sure 
that Assistant Attorney General Pottinger and his 
staff will assist the city in seeking the most 
sensible way to formulate a transitional remedy which 
meets the congcessional purposes. 

I earnestly hope that the matter can be 
resolved to the mutual satisfaction of all concerned. 

Sincerely, 


)
Edward ~ X l e v i  
Attorney General 


