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KHHNECRKUQ S WR | SXOERE LN eEECHEEWEHY REREEZLCLIHOOONMIH W’
BE< QMR |O—H RS EIEWMMME L0 0B <M AL VEEENCERWREONER ([Kx]) &-0»
042 80° 4ry-0a0 | <KW E-D VDN XENKE DY S ERUBEE LL S VBB URVEEVH <R
FULRWY 50N HEHEXBEWREOW S oR W HEKVOWVE S H<HIH Qe

()  See City of Port Arthur v.United States, 459 U.S.159, 167(1982) (s REPEREXT RS wELO N IREK
R EE) .

(«©) See Rogers v.Lodge, 458 U.S.613, 627(1982) ([¥ENRE ¥ SHENLL O WHEER 0V I nHERE
S (o SO R | © BIEENT L BRERE AU P o0 1) VR )

(~) See City of Rome v.United States, 446 U.S.156, 183-85(1980) ({R<ER ek L B < KENE CE-HiR
A0 QHEEY HE<IRENIH I Q I R2HwE -2 w0 1) VswIZEE) . Dunston v.Scott, 336 F.Supp.206,211(E.D.N.C.
1972) (R REN 2w | B IXUEIS) . But see Alsup v.Mayhall, 208 F.Supp.713,715(S.D.Ala.1962)

(HR ) TR S R | i 88 I o v AU © H B s\ ) ;. Boineau v. Thornton, 235 F.Supp.175,182(E.D.S.
C.1964) ({R<E) 23Xk BX 18 )38 U 18 5 s 5 A0 X); Amedee v.Fowler, 275 F.Supp.659,661(E.D.La.1967) .
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() See BERNARD GROFMAN, Lisa HANDLEY & RICHARD G.NIEMI, MINORITY REPRESENTATION AND THE QUEST
FOR VOTING EQaLITY 24(1992); Armand Derfner, The Voting Rights Act Amendments of 1982, in MINORITY
Vorte DiLuTioN 145,149-50 (Chandler Davidson ed.1984) ([8E<‘zxEk OV -2BH U O VR Va5 ~n
NORNSEERHY OV SN .

S NE - BRI B X E VR KRS - ERIEERE - RUBIRRERNECRKY {m#fig | OO
O BE<LRVHLIQOREEEONR" HlS TR HE X & 088 o o0 IR W-2 U LB D W oL 0 (see
Katharine 1.Butler, Constitutional and Statutory Challenges to Election Structures: Dilution and the Value of the
Right to Vote, 42 La.L.Rev. 851, 865-67[1982])°
— E R R S\ R K E L = O

MU BHO | RN SR O WH<EERHI<LK-0 CEERs O U | <2 5°
N )RR AR B S o \ B {RIF AR 49 O\ IRM EIR R ER R 30 0 S <o
R ERIT I E R MR R e VR R0 £ § WEIOOER & 2 E S E A = e
B < RUWIK | k0K EED O<ZEEWEE Lo HRERE TS 400+600X4=2800 8= STEH

LKA B S 2800+ 4 +2+1=351 ~Use°

o S REPERE S o\ IR B TR R R BN 306 o \SE{RIE ER A % O S 3o
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~  BRIEERS O\ EREERE S SR

[ e O SWVEEL VIR | T | V8 O\ 5 eIk L )R © Tk RS V4w

[N O S vVEE< | <VI<] [<FHRE IR O<RERIT K T<EEHC oV LR L LURE O W Rk A~
RIEE <R MM A~ 0 [ IR R 46007
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©  ERNEEEER\ SERIFE RS O\ IRG AR Rk E L9 0 €3
I< © RENH KRV <KEN S M -» =22
See also Frank R.Parker, The Mississippi Congressional Redistricting Case: A Case Study in Minority Vote
Dilution, 28 Howarp L.J.397(1985) (/N> V—Fh 2 BE L 00 HR BB XES C<ENEE
BEQ - — N XAKY) .

(o) NANCY MAVEETY, REPRESENTATION RIGHTS AND THE BURGER YEARS 112 (1991).

(S) See James U.Blacksher & Larry T.Menefee, From Reynolds v.Sims fo City of Mobile v. Bolden:
Have the W hite Suburbs Commandeered the Fifteenth Amendment?, 34 HasTINGS L.J.1, 34(1982); Carpeneti,
Legislative Apportionment: Multimember Districts and Fair Representation, 120 U. PA.L.REV. 696,699 (1972);
Chandler Davidson, Minority Vote Dilution: An Overview, in MINORITY VOTE DILUTION 4 (Chandler Davidson
ed.,1984) .

(=) Katharine I.Butler, supra note (8), at 879-80.

() See James F.Blumstein, Defining and Proving Race Discrimination: Perspectives on the Purpose vs. Results
Approach from the Voting Rights Act, 69 Va.L.REv.633, 661-63(1983). [RERE ( SN VYN wHELQVH LR
AERRSY THR | ELCRMBREEN] VELCUE OV <EHEJNFUCHEERWMIZ O\ H-Q < LR ERERER
[#R1 1 HLQMEREIERS | Ve 20° See e.g., LANI GUINIER, THE TYRANNY OF THE MAJORITY: FUNDAMENTAL

FAIRNESS IN REPRESENTATIVE DEMOCRACY 50 (1994); ABraHAM L. Davis & BarBara L. GrRaHAM, THE
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SuPREME COURT, RACE, AND CIviL RIGHTS 228(1995) .

() Chandler Davidson, supra note (10), at 4.

() Katharine I.Butler, supra note (8), at 901-905.

(¥2) Id at 908.
©)  See John F.Banzhaf III, Multi-Member Electoral Districts—Do They Violate the "One Man, One Vote” Prin-
ciple, 75 YALE L.J.1309,1324-35(1966) (| <X VEFHEMEXVCEL SKH#HHCEE). 5 Reynolds

FEXVEmUEney Lucas v.Forty-Fourth General Asembly of State of Colorado &4 (377 U.S.713[1964])
1 A | B IX QB R -0 © © BRIEE RGN R IR O 49 5 R A FREWIEE OV S L (377

U.S.at 731 n.21)°

(&) QU JCHERUMEMENE BEFEMINERHLASUFREN( 2 CEXKCEUD KEBUIR-04
UB<HENE00 U<SEBIREL S P \a— QU RS LRLUHE (Sims v.Baggett, 247 F.Supp.96,109[1965])
$850-046 O L° See also Kilgarlin v.Hill, 386 U.S.120(1967) (RN TECHEBROL R <EHREL=
PAR—CHEDREE AN NEHEREEHEXCHEERK Y O S WEEVEX L [386 U.S.at 824,
Douglas, J.,concurring]) .

(%)  See also United States v.Democratic Exective Committee of Barbour County, 288 F.Supp.943(1968) .
But see Kilgarlin v.Martin, 252 F.Supp.404, 434-40(1966) (ZfiZ=R<1" HERHEEMMN UGS WVBH<LC
REKC MBI RRE P OV HEONSR BEES HHERY TRUCH (W OMESR | <KuU~C WiT
LA BRI & OB < R RTUBIRS S VS -2 S U0 Ik XEHEE
12467 @ BRI 2 i X © SRET WX ) .

(&) See also Perkins v.Matthews, 400 U.S.379(1971); Georgia v.United States,411 U.S.526 (1973). 2&

(
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BHEE LB o ECRE VL HREMRUSD v ROpE I v a [HXECERSCEUROV<EER
ARNCBECKB U Os50] 28 Sl (at 141) VEEZTWELLUOL OHER RMEkEiHK L+ ©
VO TRERER D | 2w 5 r iRt O B{H Lo 1) U5 © 2 (see City of Lockhart v.United States,. 460
U.S.125[1983])° #&" sWo-p -2 2R ER MK CHHEREEC HEEHRERWINV S0 u28 0 W | 21|
R [REBRES] i r i 100 RN EREN [KUHD 5 WEBU S48 0 ° See Hiroshi
Motomura, Preclearance Under Section Five of the Voting Rights Act, 61 N.C.L.Rgv. 189,192-93(1983);
Howard Ball, supra note (3), at 437-53; BERNARD GROFMAN, Lisa HANDLEY & RICHARD G. NIEMI, supra
note (8), at 30-31. But see Note, Voting Rights Act and Local At-Large Elections, 67 VA.L.REv.1011,1032
(1981) (SRR [ K I W HEHFXIE L0 [REREES] o 1) VR SEHTEE & -0 WIS S A ee)

(&) police jury EIxNNHEHECERY parish(EECE LKL UQ) LGT MR - KEERPDD - HRHE
BER oL O02ECRN /D ANMA—UEL0’ 2YNNAECELE NN JUROW T LI mRRS
Carol Daeley &S HRIKWNED L° .

() See e.g., Turner v.McKeithen, 490 F.2d 191,193-97(5th Cir.1973) (Zimmer=:/&KQ ## U 5 police jury
B L O 5 v CRERIFEMEKEVE < CRERWY EEZ] - Q L€ e VEIK); Wallace v.House,
377 F.Supp.1192,1199(W.D.La.1974), aff’d 515 F.2d 619,622 (5th Cir.1975) (E<HEm3H© C HEMHXE
REE<ERE Q Rk S METRWELL2 OV S UFIEOW); Pitts v.Busbee, 395 F.Supp.35,40-41(N.D.Ga.1975)

(BN 2N T A —BH 100 o U NEWE < € +<H R TN E SRRV O~ L a0~ A 00-0 € A D W i3
N, vacated on other grounds, sub nom. Pitts v.Cates, 536 F.2d 56(1976); Parnell v.Rapides Parrish
School Bd., 563 F.2d 180,184 (5th Cir.1973) (police jury ~JSRYmEKI & BRI LB X & OB T4~ QBN E
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(

(

EH<C [REEES | w20V R 4) . Buf see e.g., Nevett v.Sides, 533 F.2d 1361,1365 (5th Cir.1976)

(Zimmer FAHCHE WERE OO QO [REkEE2] SHERK+RVEe~vL); David v.Garrison, 553 F.2d
923,930 (5th Cir.1977); Hendrix v.Joseph, 559 F.2d 1265,1271(5th Cir.1977) . See also Moore v.LeFlore Bd.
of Election Comm’rs, 361 F.Supp.603,607(D.C.1972), aff’d 502 F.2d 621,625 (5th Cir.1974) (% superviser
SHMXE-CKoR: [REEESZ] L Uev L),

N) See Paul W.Bonapfel, Minority Challenges to At-Large Elections: The Dilution Problem, 10 GA. L.REV.
353,379(1976) .

Q) BErEEEXCRNUALL OV HEESNMK (mE) CHRESIAW LKL Washington v.Davis FHEIHK’
KB WE 2 W° See generally e.g., Paul Brest, Foreword: In Defense of the Antidiscrimination Principle, 90
Harv.L.Rev. 1(1976); Michael H.Hum?%. The Disproportionate Impact Theory of Racial Discrimination, 125
U.Pa.L.Rev. 540(1977); Owen Fiss, Gaston County v.United States: Fruitation of the Freezing Principle,
1969 Sup.Ct. REV. 379.

J) ORONR RAMEXER MBS EHESHEXES K- C iR W E IR o mE v, O VKB <0
AR L I U000 Zimmer A CIEHS CHE U 4o HREERCERENVIevIWY S~ &CH
EU0IVE [REEES | CHEMRIQ L See eg., Bolden v.City of Mobile, 571 F.2d 238(5th Cir.1978)

HIESNRQEESE N U» VDN [REkEKS | HEwWRK); Thomasville Branch of the NAACP v.

Thomas County, 571 F.2d 257(5th Cir.1978) (HiMNFEoKEELCL 0 &V CHREME C HEWEK O LBE
FKWEE) . But see Nevett v. Side, 571 F.2d 209,222 (5th Cir.1978) (XEH{EESELE U,V D~ [REER
2| CHEWKFRVOUERERKWMEE); Blacks United for Lasting Leadership, Inc. v. City of Shreveport,
571 F.2d 248(5th Cir.1978) (2#C eS| REVKHRVOWVER) .
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(&) See Frank R.Parker, The “Results” Test of Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act: Abandoning the Intent Stan-
dard, 69 Va.L.REv. 715,740(1983) . See also Perkins v.City of W.Helena, 675 F.2d 201,214 (8th Cir.1982)
(HESIPK S EHE RS IEMEI & 0%.0 24); McMillan v.Escambia County, 638 F.2d 1239,1245-48
(5th Cir.1981) (RSP L+ B <& SHBEI SR HIWR L ¢RIIR+S © L); Bolden v.City of Mobile, 542
F.Supp.1050,1059-61,1074-77(S.D. Ala.1982) (HEM¥HER EHE] CXERUI<BEAFE N VHE<IE
NoRwm s < a0 K42 AUaEEN); Brown v.Board of School Comm’rs, 542 F.Supp.1078,1083,1105-107
(S5.D.Ala.1982) ([=9m).

(8]) See generally Paul Brest, Palmer v.Thompson: An Approach to the Problem of Unconstitutional Legislative
Motive, 1971 Sup.CT. REV. 95; John Hart Ely, Legislative and Administrative Motivation in Constitutional Law,
79 YaLE L.J.1205(1970); Note, Discriminatory Purpose and Disproportionate Impact: An Assessment After
Feeney, 79 Corum.L.REv. 1376(1979); Comment, Proof of Racially Discriminatory Purpose under Equal Protec-
tion Clause: Washington v.Davis, Arlington Heighs, Mt.Healthy, and Williamsburgh, 12 Harv.C.R.-C.
L.L.Rev. 725(1977). See John F.Hartman, Racial Vote Dilution and Separation of Powers: An Exploration of
the Conflict Between the Judicial Intent’ and the Legislative "Results’ Standards, 50 Geo. WasH.L.REvV.689 (1982);
James U.Blacksher & Larry T.Menefee, supra note (10), at 41; Peyton McCrary, Discriminatory Intent:
The Continuing Relevance of "Purpose” Evidence in Vote-Dilution Lawsuits, 28 HowARD L.J.463(1985) . But see
James F.Blumstein, supra note (12), at 644 (${EEIN QB L wIE); Paul J. Mishkin, Equality, 43 Law
& ConTEMP. PrOBs. 51,52-54(1980) .

(&) See Frank R.Parker, supra note (25), at 719; Note, Racial Vote Dilution in Multimember Districts: The
Constitutional Standard After Washington v.Davis, 76 MicH.L.Rev. 694,713-12(1978) .
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(R) See Katharine 1.Butler, supra note (8), at 894-98.

() See Frank R.Parker, supra note (25), at 737 n.110; Aviam Soifer, Complacency and Constitutional Law,
42 Ouio ST.L.J.383(1981); The Supreme Court, 1979 Term, 94 Harv.L.Rev. 75, 138(1980); Roy W.Cope-
land, The Status of Minority Voting Rights: A Look at Section V Preclearance Protections and Recent Decisions
Affecting Multi-member Voting Districts, 28 Howarp L.J.417,431(1985); Note, The Requirement of Discrimi-
natory Intent in Vote Dilution Claims, 32 BayLor L.Rev. 639(1980); Note, Vote Dilution and New Intent
Requivements Under the Fifteenth and Fourteenth Amendments, 18 Hous.L.Rev. 611(1981); Note, Voting
Rights: Stuck Inside of Mobile with the Voting Blues Again: Vote Dilution Claims Confined, 10 STETSON L.REV.
363(1981); Note, Multimember Electoral Systems and the Discriminatory Purpose Standard: City of Mobile v.
Bolden, 12 Tex.Trcu L.Rev. 743(1981); Comment, City of Mobile v.Bolden: A Setback in the Fight
Against Discrimination, 47 BROOKLYN L. REv. 169(1980); Comment, The Standard of Proof in At-Large Vote
Dilution Discrimination Cases After City of Mobile <.WOEm:.Ho ForpHAM URB.L.J.103(1981) . ##&™ R
FAHCN " Bolden FHKOR RN | i G HE A0 L QU D HREMRC HE RV S Hifwv 0
£9° See Washington v.Finley, 664 F.2d 913,927 (4th O#.Howbw Kirksey v.City of Jackson, 663 F.2d 659,
664-65 (5th Cir. 1981); Lodge v. Buxton, 639 F.2d 1358,1375 (5th Cir.1981); Thomasville Branch of the
NAACP v.Thomas County, 639 F.2d 1384,1385(5th Cir.1981); Cross v.Baxter, 639 F.2d 1383(5th Cir.1981),
modified, 688 F.2d 279 (5th Cir.1982) .

() See Note, Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act: An Approach to the Results Test, 39 VAND. L. REv. 139,
152-59(1986) . Cf. United States v.Uvalde Consol. Indep. School Dist., 625 F.2d 547,550-54 (5th Cir.1980)
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R | KEVHLRR HOHEUS O WLORFUIRIVVEAINNC XN L —RH S @) Ui
XU LA AEE AU LW T804 5 ° |

See Roy A.McKenzie & Ronald A.Krauss, Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act: An Analysis of the 1982
Amendment, 19 HARV.C.R.-C.L.L.REv. 155,172-91(1984) (] K= |#&HC4uig); Note, Voting Rights
Act Section 2: Racially Polarized Voting and the Minority Q§§§§®\ s Representative of Choice, 89 MICH.L.REV.

i
A,

1038,1053-59(1991) (REREN | RKHKHCIDER HEESHBRONE UL L VHEERK S HE V0 v BN

HHE UG el R 4 ARIHF QB UL 0 n 0000 A ARNCREKNRE08 o TEHUNE Y
AR A n@ 1) AU 8 © L AUHER); James F.Blumstein, supra note (12), at 689-701. %" Blumstein
TR RREREEH | oo RS <ERAFN TETRNE - Rk~ R SRR RN~ U 48 ©
HR CREFUEOVT RN X HE ek 0 BRESHESRC C LUV RELIEVER e (at
707)°
() =49 MWEREHHEHLQN O VHILQORQUHBAR—— 3 [HECKR | KX+ C» ViR w oL L
HHCHEAN LR AN D AR — VDV C -2 S RO (Senate Comm. on the Judiciary, Report on S.1992,
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S.Rep. N0.417, 97th Cong., 2nd Sess.4, reprinted in 1982 U.S.Code Cong. & Ad. News 177.)°
OH S ER U~ iR CHHC W
O<EE URES L LRk S B
OB IX S il + D REREREKE - IR REREE S VAR E U R+ o HiR C REGVIE Qi S © v
5 ou ,
OEENHNER &0 CARNRE
OARNHF CHEERIK S <EHECHEHX HEDY ( CRKESNENRL 0LV 2 ol
OHWEER K< ERER NS VS i
AR C LR RUE LM DL
qu0 ) HBAE—e S OLUENS ABNEE LR ORRCKEVTMNHEERRBEUSN O VO H
ROEBUNESESETHHVOVEL L 9597 B Mo Rk | KHX PR eRLUD KO8
BRI Q Ao ¢ WY 0451 o ne S 8 ot B S R0 B R A @R 40 S a0 o 427

()  See also Note, Eradicating Racial Discrimination in Voter Registration: Rights and Remedies under the Voting
Rights Act Amendments of 1982, 52 ForpHAM L.REv. 93,109-23(1983) (| R [&&H S{CERHE LR
FEUQ 5V); Timothy G.O Rourke, Voting Rights Act Amendments of 1982: The New Bailout Provision and
Virginia, 69 VA. L.REV. 765(1983) (HHRHKENCHBRLEEABREIKELUO LY.

(3) See Laughlin McDonald, The Quiet Revolution in Minority Voting Rights, 42 VAND. L.Rev. 1249,1230
(1989) (MR DR UME LS OREBEEHNORT VRMVEEED | HOEZVN O LR | K= | E-REkENE
M EEF | HE (VKELES L),

(£) See e.g., United States v.Marengo County Commission, 731 F.2d 1546,1566 (11th Cir.1984) (1 Tr=E
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SEN /DN A — & RHTRIE € MBI IXT LU 60 B R REREHUR) | R L8 @ VIR O [ 1 4 r0 2R K
CRORED] & MWEkERES] RECKQH V€U L), United States v.Dallas County Commission, 739
F.2d 1529,1535(11th Cir.1984) (RRH¥IKK - RHUTKNIKK S HEBENE U O 2\ B0 [<EU e REKEEC
RED] BREON,COVCECHB UMV ORKEIERNLQVONE B | | YEKSR SRS (<8
S oRERDE S RES ] Clbwigv Ry B U OIKoL); Lee County Branch of NAACP v.City of Opelika,
748 F.2d 1473,1481(11th Cir.1984) (ERIKWBH L0 HEHGHNEL O 2\ [<EUSoREKCEC RES
SHRERKHRVSUOVRR UM OKON K] | YEXSR{EED [<EU5oRKoE0 RES e
<SAVO<LVCES C NRER T A — N CHHEVDVHEK T RVEs <ERWVrOUREKY & — \ VBT ¢
KoV HRE RN N) . See also Richard L.Engstrom, The Reincarnation of the Intent Standard:
Federal Judges and At-Large Election Cases, 28 HOWARD L.J.495, 498-509(1985) (kg <#1)uQ2REkY & —
N © B A0 A~ 0@ 1) U 123X ER N © RERBE A ) VS S” [HIRSIR | BN BT B r@ 1) AU A5 0 4
RYELE) |

(8) See e.g., McMillan v.Escambia County Comm’n, 748 F.2d at 1043 n.12; Jones v.City of Lubbock, 727
F.2d at 380-81; Gingles v.Edminsten, 590 F.Supp. at 367-68 n.32; Major v.Treen, 574 F.Supp.325,337-
39(E.D.La.1983). NSCOCEXREEIL<SE U oKENHEKRCOH I O US40 v [<BUwoRKIERS R
B2 SEEVTEeREREY bivariante analysis V% HRLUEOW [<EUSeREoRCRIED
FEUASLT Y <EVEKENHERUCERINE C BN -pi0 i QRSN multi-varinte analysis A& 4°
See BERNARD GROFMAN, Lisa HANDLEY & RICHARD G.NIEMI, supra note (8), at 52.

(&3)  See Collins v.City of Norfolk, 605 F.Supp.377(E.D.Va.1984), aff’d 768 F.2d 572 (4th Cir.1985) (2
BB O UREREBR<EUSSBEDL ORIV e VS HEVU-P L <EEN D D AREECHIEL O S
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O [TO<S X (white backlash) | ﬁimklﬁﬁ#ﬂﬂmaﬂ%ﬂ.w%%#%vot,EAﬁﬁm#ﬂ#iH/%/(mfxm_m?é@mu Clz
%\®_%mﬁuﬁé%AtBAam&%Nylymﬁw\@EAﬁﬁﬁ%mﬁﬁﬁ%%%ﬁi#\twiﬁ%Mu
A0 R G\ IR EE D 0 T [<E Lo REK B CREL] HRS LU [ RS <EH
B QMR GRS < BME C NE VIR E C RERTE WA ] NACERYRELIRUOL 1 ONRECTEEVRE
S E KR RIS R B O B0 S UK N) . See also McCord v.City of Fort Launderdale, 787 F.2d 1528

(11th Cir.1986) (8 | | MEXSR#HEZD [<EVEESRCHERVCRE] X CBK (RBRLRERVNR

FECHIZCIEE HEHEEECR ki) DI ) < LOREZTEWHKE D BHC<EHRSCREM
MR REI T 5 0 [ < 02X EE Q RIED | 4% 5 0\ HE B X E RN KA AR08 5
D).

() See Samuel Issacharoff, supra note (3), at 1891; BERNARD GROFMAN, Lisa HANDLEY & RicHARD G.
NieMI, supra note (8), at 80; Bernard Grofman, W ould Vince Lombardi Have Been Right If He Said: "W hen
It Comes to Redistricting, Race Isn’t Everythjng, It’s Only the Thing”?, 14 CarpOzZO L.REV. 1237,1241(1993) .
% Gingles EXRCHRF-EREXKCELD EREHYEY Zimmer THCHE (L UBRNY—~-Q
T O BTG VOERE U O 5 VRECEMRT-0R NEH e 0HR A% — o CHHE L BRI DS R
$-048 S EHEAU OVE O & © 28 (see e.g., Buckanaga v.Sisseton Independent School District, 804 F.2d 469
[8th Cir.1986]); Monroe v.City of Woodville, 881 F.2d 1327,1330 [5th Cir.1989]) ~N|E#HCHERLV R
BREER S | QRN UFRIVE QU2 S 2K (see e.g., Gomez v.City of Watsonville, 863 F.2d 1407,1419
[9th Cir.1988]; Romero v.City of Pomona, 883 F.2d 1418,1421[9th Cir.1989])"

() [ <185 VEFRVER 0] U0 SV H H<D CEI R Rk <O CEHRRVI~ERRS
R IR R T 2Rk e < O S EHFI 002 S REE OV 50 (see e.g., McNeil v.Springfield Park Dis-
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trict, 851 F.2d 937,945[7th Cir.1988])° " [BEHE UMV O L] Vi nlEU O SV BRERERL A

FONEKE R A~ -p | DB B DR 0 SIS R RSV S ERVOVRC Vil (see eg.,.

Campos v.City of Baytown, 840 F.2d 1240,1244[5th Cir.1988])°

(2) [HEEUE | HC+4L ¢ (cohesive) | ARNHHFVRE LV I ~ERUROVS BRBIFHER" Gingles K
LR LW [<EZARETHKEX N1 —CRFR HiEE | CSKENUREP o) VEHES L8R 1 3] S
€l RHP&e] VEC N (at 56)° vV [HERE | ¥ CERCHLERARIEN » 4 1R~ CREKL n— N
S &iE Wi m 1) VAe° See Collins v. City of Norfolk, 816 F.2d 932, 935-36 (4th Cir.1987); Carrollton
Branch of the NAACP v.Stallings, 829 F.2d 1547, 1557 (11th Cir. 1987); Solomon v. Liberty County, 865
F.2d 1566,1574-78(11th Cir.1988), vacated 899 F.2d 1012(11th Cir., en banc, 1990); Concerned Citizens of
Hardee County v.Hardee County Board of Commissioners, 906 F.2d 524,527(11th Cir.1990); Brewer v.
Ham, 876 F.2d 448,453 (5th Cir.1989); Campos v.City of Baytown, 840 F.2d at 1244-45; LULAC v.Midland
Independent School District, 812 F.2d 1494,1501 (5th Cir.1987), wvacated 829 F.2d 546(5th Cir., en banc,
1987); Overton v.City of Austin, 871 F.2d 529,538-40(5th Cir.1989); Sanchez v.Bond, 875 F.2d 1488,1495-
96(10th Cir.1989). £ [HEER | ) CHERREK T 2 — \ CHEUBORLu S A QTR 24007 BN
" Gomez v.City of Watsonville S BREKT UXT I DAKAKUQO IV [HERE | #H] 24€00 5~
UBEERUER-OPWeVILRER HRREEXEREMERT [HERE | ] 3R TN LR~

OV BREKWEEOL (863 F.2d at 1415)° But see Monroe v.City of Woodville, 819 F.2d 507 (5th Cir.

1987); 881 F.2d at 1331 ([<E Lo REHKIEBECREI D [HELRE | ¥ CEREVR S [HIOER | ¢
A BTN R HE CEEEME VR C-» U UHHE WY 51w 5] UOY); Houston v.Haley, 859 F.2d
341,346 (5th Cir.1988) (BE<REHHWIL MUK AL LU UPREL0h" B<EKENSR | H2HE OV 5
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SLow [HEER | #] SXECRRV-N).

e BECEY CARME R m-u# O VE | € [FEERR | H] w-» CHEWRR e & S nEEE0°
See LULAC v.Midland Independent School District, 812 F.2d at 1500-502; Campos v.City of Baytown, 840
F.2d at 1245 (8% - MEEKH<UXE N IHEAX=R<VCEEMFEL LR’ Higginbotham 5 18 IX 34
ECHP BHECARKALELIORNCURHECELE HUHEEHE £ | FECRE SNV LCHKEW
OB ARV OV BXIER s 2 SERNR OV 500 VRR[EKVOL) (812 F.2d at 1505-507; 849 F.2d at
945 [Higginbotham, J., dissenting]). =&~ LULAC &K~ Campos EHXNE SV BECARNKES
QE U HEESOQe (See e.g., Brewer v.Ham, 876 F.2d at 453-54; Concerned Citizens of Hardee County
v.Hardee County Board of Commissioners, 906 F.2d at 527; Overton v.City of Austin, 871 F.2d at 543-44;
Romero v.City of Pomona, 8383 F.2d at 1426-27)° '

) <ERND>ARERY I EUERPeRVINERYQ SV BREERT Gingles KU 5 homoge-
neous precinct analysis(extreme case analysis) (ffu<RM | O C<EVERULW 5 BRI LG REREE
WEE4~@) A bivariate ecological regression analysis (I<I#E QEREK VB <EKIE QTR C B V<L BER
PR Q) CERCEEWMEON (at 52-53)° D& RERNS <E UV O REBEIX CHHwpEUL<
O AR AR RN YN SVBEERELSe” NEEN LY NAIRNFEHRE <L oEKENNEEES
LR )48 5 A S ERw S (478 U.S.at63)” 4 N A— T <E SNz C HEVARISRKE KK BN R O<
A O AWMU Q42 S PR UL 200 ¢ AU D4 (478 UlS.at 100)° FR#ER BRE#HYSUHON RN
FHORN I —- U O ie (see Citizens for Better Gretna v.City of Gretna, 834 F.2d 496,501-503[1987];
Romero v.City of Pomona, 883 F.2d at 1424)° 4 <ESARNWCHIREEIIL O I W NARNEHL’

EENMIR C <@ NI D8 5 U0 (at 67-70)" D -FE AR N A —Fih 2 KERC <E-2¥0 ¢ vV DN
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(478 U.S.at 83[White, J., concurring]; 478 U.S.at 101[O’ Conner, J.,concurring])® #& ] N|E x| 215
HBEDN AR ANFHSIN 0 —h UELP O<0r Q8B 130m < 200 ¢ a8 5 U (Citizens for Bet-
ter Gretna v.City of Gretna, 834 F.2d at 503)" #RE (Collins v.Norfolk, 883 F.2d 1232,1237 n.7[4th Cir.
1989])" #&= (Gomez v.City of Watsonville, 863 F.2d at 1415; Romero v.City of Pamona, 883 F.2d at
1423)" ®& | | MEK#EER (Carrollton Branch of the NAACP v.Stallings, 829 F.2d at 1557) -»™ A+
AFHEIN O —hUBHEOWV I8 & | OYEXERMERUCREEUI<EI< C H#-ER-pi0m < 250
MAUIEB Y (See Sanchez v.Bond, 875 F.2d at 1495)°

(S) Seee.g., Note, Reconciling the Right to Vote with the Voting Rights Act, 92 CoLum.L.Rev. 1810,1829-30
(1992); Alan Howard & Bruce Howard, The Dilemma of the Voting Rights Act-Recognizing the Emerging Po-
litical Equality Norm, 83 CoLuM.L.REv. 1615,1620-22(1983); Note, Alternative Voting Systems as Remedies
Sfor Unlawful At-Large System, 92 YALE L.J.144(1982) .

(L) See Laughlin McDonald, supra note (34), at 1280; Bernard Grofman & Chandler Davidson, The Effect
of Municipal Election Structure on Black Representation in Eight Southern States, in QUIET REVOLUTION IN THE
SoutH: THE IMPACT OF THE VOTING RiGHTS AcT 1965-1990, 301,303-12(1994) .
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