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Mr, Jemes W, Smith, Jr,
County Attorney

Frio County

P. G. Drawer V
Pearcall, Texzs 72041

This is in rezponse to your letter of Jamuary 19,
1976, 1in which you subnitted to the Attorney General
;euolutm ns of the ¥Frio County Comaissioners' Court of
July 13 and August 13, 1973, which redistricted the
Tour ccutlf:ioncs arceinets and ectenlished new voting

pracinety, sespectively, pursusat to scotioca 5 of the
Jotins Righte fet of 11&5. Your lztter and the
mtiachad materisls wevre recelived by this Department
oo Pebruary 73, 1970,

v'e have considered the subnmitted changcc and
;urporcing materials o5 well as informetion and comments
2a from other interested parties. Gur review and
s ¢how that the commissioner precinct lines as
maccesssrily dilote Mexican-iumicrvican votiag
i la tie county. According to the 1570 Census,
unty Lz 89,14 texicaa-Awerican, 29.3% Anglo and

5 rdin: to informetion available to uso,

2r Precimct 3 is approximately 974

3 <sviates from the aorm of an ideel
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hichest percentass can-americans 1s tac most under
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Our analysis further reveais that there is a
history of ethnic blec votingz In Frio County. There
is substantial ecvidence, iIncluding the abscnce of any
Mexican-Americen representstion on the S-member
reapportionmoent coumittee reszponsible for the plaa
under review, that Moeolcan-fimevlcans ace not afforded

access to the political process in Frlo County., Vhen
all of these considerations are noted, tojether with
the configuration of the plan, particularly the
clongzated shape of Precinet 1 which emergzes with only
& 48% hexiean-fmerlcan population, we cannot conclude,
sz we must under the Vooing Rights Act, that this
cenpnortionnent 2ocs not have the purpose or effect

of abridging the nizhit to voie of the Mexican~imerican
itizency.
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sccondingly, in view of our enalysis and recent
court decisions to which we feel obligated to give
great welght, ¢.5., Yhite v, Regester, 412 U.S. 755
(1973); %Rebingon v. Commissicaecrs' Court, Anderson
counky, %05 F.2d €74 (1974), 1 must, on behalf of the
Attorney Ssancval, Interpose an objection to the 1673
YPUiSL‘LuLlny of Frio lounty., In addition, since it
anoing that state law requires that
£ 1i cs cenfown with commissioner
¢ cojection alce readers unenforce-
changes in votiag precincts,

tau

Uz ccursa, as provided by Section 5 of the

Voting Rights iet, you have the alternstive of institute
ing an action in the Ualted States bistrict Court for

the District of Jolumbia seeking e declaratory judgment
that the preseat subsisglcn does not have the purpose

and will not hzave the offect of deayinyg or abridging

the right to vets to rnewbers of 5 lamguaye wminority

wroun in tho counvy, dovever, wuntil and anless such 2
udpment L5 obtaiucd, the 18973 Frio County redistricting
L& tezally unentorceavlie, Therefore, since it is osur




-3 .

understanding that primary electlons are scheduled for
two commissioner preclnets on May 1, 1976, I would
appreciate your advising mwe by April 23, 1976, of the
steps you intend to tale with respect to that clection.
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Sincerely,

J, Stanley Pottingerx
Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division




