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THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

For Immediate Release June 29, 1995

STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

I am disappointed by the Supreme Court decision in the Georgia congressional
redistricting case. The decision is a setback in the struggle to ensure that all Americans
participate fully in the electoral process and it threatens to undermine the promise of the
Voting Rights Act. '

My Administration remains firmly committed to full enforcement of the Voting Rights
Act. We will continue working to ensure that minority citizens in racially polarized areas
have an effective remedy against the unlawful dilution of their votes and against impairment
of their ability to participate in the electoral process. Congress, on a bipartisan basis, passed
the Voting Rights Act to fulfill the Constitutional guarantees of full political rights for all
citizens, regardless of race. The Justice Department will continue its vigorous enforcement of
the law.

We have travelled a long road to fulfill the promise of political rights for all citizens.
Today is a difficult day on that journey, but the road does not end here. While the ruling in
the Georgia case is unfortunate, I am gratified that the Court's statements and actions make
clear that race properly may be considered in the drawing of legislative districts.

Despite today's setback, we will not let this decision turn back the clock. We will not
abandon those citizens who look to the Voting Rights Act to protect their constitutional rights.
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PM-Scotus-NC Redistricting,390

Court Will Review North Carolina Remap Plan

By RICHARD CARELLI= Associated Press Writer=

WASHINGTON (AP) The Supreme Court today revived a legal challenge to a
North Carolina redistricting plan that created two majority-black districts
and resulted in sending the first blacks to Congress from that state since
1901.

The justices, hours after issuing a decision in a Georgia redistricting <=
dispute, said they will review for the second time North Carolina's -
reapportionment plan. . o

The North Carolina plan is under attack for allegedly discriminating =
against white voters.

The court's decision in the Georgia case would make it more difficult to
defend the North Carolina plan.

The high court had used the North Carolina dispute to rule in 1993 that
election districts designed to benefit racial minorities may violate white
voters' rights a decision that sent shock waves through the voting rights
movement.

The court in 1993 said such districts, even when drawn by state
legislatures to comply with the federal Voting Rights Act and approved by the
Justice Department, are subject to constitutional attacks.

After its 1993 ruling, the high court sent the North Carolina case back to
a three-judge court for further study.

. That court ruled last August that the challenged redistricting plan was
constitutional that it was narrowly tailored to serve a compelling
governmental interest.

The dispute dates back to a 1992 lawsuit filed by five white voters from
Durham County.

Based on the 1990 census, North Carolina increased its congressional
delegation, from 11 to 12 seats, in the House.

The state Legislature in 1991 drew a reapportionment plan that included
one black-majority district but that plan was rejected by the Justice
Department as insufficient in a state where 22 percent of the population is
black.

Under the Voting Rights Act of 1965, changes in North Carolina's
congressional redistricting plan have to be ~“precleared!'' by the Justice
Department.

To win that approval, state legislators drew a new plan in 1992 to create
two black-majority districts, the First and the 12th. And Eva Clayton and Mel
Watt, who are black, were elected from those districts in 1992.

The cases are Shaw vs. Hunt, 94-923, and Pope vs. Hunt, 94-924,
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TALKING POINTS FOR REDISTRICTING CASES
White House

General

. We are disappointed with teoday’s decision which is a serious
setback for the rights of minority voters and for the
ability of minority voters in racially polarized areas to
cast a meaningful vote.

. But it is important to note that once again the Court
reaffirmed that race can be considered as a factor in
shaping a district,

. The Department of Justice will continue to vigorously
enforce the Voting Rights Act.
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aAdditional Background Information

While the Court already had required "bizarrely-shaped"
districts to be strictly scrutinized, today it required such
scrutiny of any district where race was a predominant factor
in its creation.

Eut the Court certainly recognized that many factors such as
ircumbency and community of interests are censidered in
drawing districts -- and as such reaffirmed that race can be
ccnsidered as a factor in shaping a district.

In fact, the Court said that sven where race was the
predominant factor, the district may still be valid if [as
the lower court held in the case of N.C.} it can withstand
strict serutiny.

As Justice Ginshurg noted, the strict scrutiny standard wili
have to be defined over time in cases to come - this is not
the last word.

Unlike the common nmisperception that these were segregated
Atrican American districts, these districts were among the
most integrated Congressional districts in the Nation. [The
Georgia district is 56% black, Louisiana 55%)

Minorities have long been denied an equal opportunity to
participate in the voting process through either outright
exclusion or other schemes that effectively diluted their
vote,

For the past thirty vyears, the Voting Rights Act has
reguiired certain states with a discriminatory history to
obtain Justice Department approval before reshaping
districts -- to ensure that they are not being drawn to
exclude minorities from the political process.

Every district under consideration today was reviewed by the
Justice Department under the Bush Administration and
dztermined to be in compliance with the law. We defendec
tha Bush Adninistration’s determination.

W2 do not have a policy of maximizing the number of majority
minority districts. In fact, in states like Texas and New
York where many more majority minority districts can be
drawn - we did not require it.
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