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KANSAS 

REAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS 

Article 10 

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legislature

Senate Legislative, and House Legislative, Judicial

Congressional Apportionment and Congressional Apportionment
Committee Committee

Senate Chairman House Chairman

Sen. Dan Thiessen (R) Rep. Robert G. Frey (R)

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Saue

Congressional districts will be drawn from federal census figures.

STAFF CONTACT

Russell Mlills M. Torrence
Principal Analyst Revisor of Statutes

Legislative Research Department State House
Room 545-N, State House Topeka, KS 66612
Toneka, KS 66612 ("913) 296-2321
(913) 296-3181

CRITERIA USED FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATS: At regular session in 1979 and every ten years thereafter

POPULATION: 1973 annual state census; used for 1979 reapportionment,
in future, federal census will be used

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: Military and students

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Voting precincts

CENSUS AND PRECINCT BOUNDARIES COTERMINOUS: No

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Compactness, geography, county

boundaries and projected 
population growth

DEVIATION: 5.0% to 9.9%

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Single member

HOUSE AMD SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: No

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: No



KANSAS

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: No

NEW OR RE7I5ED DISTRICTS BEFORE 1989: Yes

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE FOR APPORTIONMENT 

No

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

Kansas Supreme Court

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT REAPPORTIONMENT

Senate - K„S.A. 1980 Sutip. 4-4, 101 through 4-4, 142 
Housa - K.S.A. 1980 Supc. 4-3, 201 through 4-3, 327

CURRENT LITIGATION

CASE NAME CASE NUMBER

In re Senate 3ill No. 220 Senate 225 Kan 623, 593 ?2d 1 (1979)
In _re House 3111 No. 2620 House 225 Kan 327, 595 ?2d 334 (1979

DISTRICT MAPS

CSG Reapporrnounent Information Service Hay, 1981

Available - The Council of State Governments
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KENTUCKY 

RE APPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITL'TIQN’.AL PROVISIONS

Section 33

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legislature

Interim Joint Committee on State Government

Senate Co-Chairman 
Sen. Pat M. McCuiston (D)

Subcommittee on Redistricting

House Co-Chairman 
Rep. Mark O'Brien (D)

House Co-Chairman 
Rep. Lloyd E. Clapp (D)

Senate Co-Chairman 
Sen. Helen Garrett (D)

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Same

STAFF CONTACT

Joyce Honaker
Committee Staff Administrator 
Legislative Research Commission 
State Capitol 

Frankfort, KY 40601
(502) 564-3100

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: No specific d3te - redistricting anticipated in 1982 regular session

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: No

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Voting precincts and smallest census units

CENSUS AND PRECINCT BOUNDARIES COTERMINOUS: No

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Contiguity

DEVIATION: No decision

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Single member

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: No

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: Yes - Senators will be allowed to
serve out their term
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KENTUCKY

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: No

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS 3EFORE 1.990: Yes

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE FOR APPORTIONMENT 

Scare Data Processing 

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

State Circuit Court 

STATUTORY CITATION Or MOST RECENT REAPPORTIONMENT 

K.R.S. 6.011 to 6.041 

CURRENT LITIGATION

CASE NAME CASE NUMBER

None
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MAINE

REAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Article 4, Part 3, Section 1-A

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Advisory Commission/Legislature

Advisory Commission established in 1975 by Constitutional amendment.
Members will be appointed in 1983 and every 10 years after that.
15 members: 3 by House Speaker, 2 by Senate President, 5 by Floor
leaders, 5 by others. 6 majority and minority party members.
3 public members. The commission prepares a plan and submits it 

to the legislature which may adopt the commission's plan or one 
of its own. If the legislature cannot agree on a plan, the 

Supreme Judicial Court must redistrict.

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Legislature

STAFF CONTACT

Erland B. Hardy 
Legislative Attorney 

Legislative Research Office 
State House 
Augusta, ME 04333 
(20/) 289-2101

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: 1983 - Submission of plan within 90 days after conv v.tng of Legislature

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: Non-U.S. Citizens

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Unknown

CENSUS AND PRECINCT BOUNDARIES COTERMINOUS: Unknown

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Contiguous, compactness

DEVIATION: Unknown

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Senate - single member; House - single member
multimember. Expect all House 

districts to be single after 1930

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: No



CSG Reappor:ionnent Information Service May, 1981

MAINE

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: No

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: No

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS 3ETORE 1990: Unknown

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE FOR APPORTIONMENT 

Unknown

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

State Supreme Judicial Court 

STATUTORY CITATION OF MCST RECENT ?ZAPPORTIONMENT

CURRENT LITIGATION

CASE NAME CASE NUM3ER

None 

DISTRICT 'LAPS
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MARYT.AND 

REAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Article III, Sections 1, 5 

REA?P0RTIQ.CENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Governor/Legislature

Senate Constitutional and Public 
Law Committee

Senate Chairman
Sen. Edward T. C onroy  (D)

House Constitutional and Administrative 
Law Committee

House Chairman
Dei. Helen L. Ross (D)

The Governor drafts a plan which he submits to the Legislature, 
has 15 days to amend that plan or adopt one of its own. If it 
cannot act, the Governor's plan automatically becomes law.

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Same

STAFF CONTACT

John O'Brien 

Executive Assistant 
Governor's Office 
State House 

Annapolis, MS 2 H 0 1  
(301) 269-2506

Donovan Peeters 
Legislative Analyst 
Senate Constitutional 

and Public Law 
Committee 

Room 100, James Office 
3uilding 

Annaoolis, MD 2 H O I  
(301) 811-3582

William G. Somerville 

Legislative Analyst 
House Constitutional and 

Administrative Law 
Committee 

Room 111, House Office 

Building 
Annapolis, MD 21101 
(301) 311-3502

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: 1982; 15th day of the Legislative session in the second year

following the census

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: No

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Unknown

CENSUS AND PRECINCT BOUNDARIES COTERMINOUS No

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Compactness, natural and political
boundaries



Maryland

DEVIATION: Unknown

TYPE Op DISTRICT: Senate - single aeaber; House - single member, multinenber

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS 30UNDAR1ES: Yes

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: No

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: No

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS 3EE0RE 1990: No

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE FOR APPORTIONMENT

Yes - State General Assembly Data Processing; Department of State Planning; 
University of Maryland

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

State Court of Appeals 

STATUTORY CITATION 07 MOST RECENT ^APPORTIONMENT

CSG Reappori.ior.aent Information Service May, 1981

CASE NAME n u m e e -

None
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MISSISSIPPI 

REAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Article 13, Section 254 

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legislature/Reapportionment Commission

Standing Joint Legislative Cotanittee cn Reapportionment:

Vice-Chairman Chairman
Sen. William Thomas Harpole (D) Rep. Thomas H. Campbell, III (D)

Reapportionment Commission

5 member commission consisting of the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, 
Chairman; Attorney General; Secretary of State; Speaker of House of 
Representatives; President Pro Tempore of the Senate.

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Legislature

STAFF CONTACT

Larry Richardson 
Director
Legislative Reference 3ureau 

P. 0. 3ox 1040 
Jackson, MS 39205 
(601) 354-6165

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: 1982 - Adjournment dare of the regular session of the Legislature
in the second year following the 1930 census.

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: None

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: 31ocks

CENSUS AND PRECINCT 30UNDARIES COTERMINOUS: No

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Compactness, race, county boundaries

DATE TO 3E USED: Demographic, cartographic data

DEVIATION: 1.02 to 4.92

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Single member

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: No
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MISSISSIPPI

SENATORS ELECTED IX STAGGERED TERMS: Mo

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: Yes

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS BEFORE 1990: Yes

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE FOR APPORTIONMENT

Unknown

CONSULTANT

Jerris Leonard and Associates 
1700 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Suite 550
Washington, D.C. 20006 
(202) 372-1095

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

No one court

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT REAPPORTIOMIENT

v* *\rr CASE NUMBER

None 

DISTRICT MAPS

■

48
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MISSOURI 

REAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Article III, Sections 2, 7, 45 

"ONMENT MECHANISM■ ■

£ LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Senate Reapportionment Commission; House
Reapportionment Commission

Established in 1966
House Commission: 20 members, Senate Commission 10 members. All
appointed by Governor. House members must be a resident of the 

Congressional district from which nominated. No more chan one shell 
come from a single legislative dis^-ict. Should "he members of the 
commission not agree, a panel of 6 judges drawn from the Court of 
Appeals shall be selected to draw reapportionment plans.

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Legislative

Senate Committee on Apportionment Committee on Congressional
Reapportionment

Senate Chairman House Chairman
Sen. Clarence H. Heflin (D) Rap. Anthony D. Ribauco (D)

STAFF CONTACT

Frank Masters Mark Reading
Director Project Director, Reapportionment
Committee on Legislative Research Office of Administration
Room 117A, State Capitol Building Division of Budget and Planning
Jefferson City, MO 65101 Room 129, Capito.' 3uilding
(314) 751-4223 Jefferson City, MO 65101

(314) 751-2073

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: 1981 - Commission names submitted within 60 days after certification 
of census. Governor must appoint within 30 days after submission of 
names. Report 6 months after appointment of commission.

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATT :: GROUPS EXCLUDED: No

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Commission may use any information available

CENSUS AND PRECINCT BOUNDARIES COTERMINOUS: Yes

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Compactness, geography

DEVIATION: Unknown



MISSOURI 

TYPE OP DISTRICT: Single center

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: No

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: Yes - Senators will be allowed to
serve out their tern

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: No

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS 3EPORE 1990: Only if invalidated by a court

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE FOR APPORTIONMENT 

Yes - open 

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

State Chancery Court 

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT RZAPPORTIONMEN-:

CASE

r.e

DISTRICT MAPS

U
i
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NEBRASKA 

REAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Article III, Sections 5, 7

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legislature

Miscellaneous Subjects Committee 
Cl i airman
Sen. Elroy Hefner 
Room 2021 
State Capitol 

Lincoln, NE 68509

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Sane

STAFF CONTACT

Ron Bowmaster
Deputy Director of Research 
Legislative Council 
7th Floor, State Capitol 
Lincoln, NE 6S509 
(402) 471-2440

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: No specific date

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: Aliens

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Blocks; ED's

CENSUS AND PRECINCT BOUNDARIES COTERMINOUS: Yes

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Compactness: - will attempt to follow

political boundaries. Separate and 

distinct districts, compact and 
contiguous, nearly as equal as may be, 

county lines are to be followed wherever 
practicable

DEVIATION: 1.0% to 4.9%

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Single member

HOUSE AND Sr.!ATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: Unicameral legislature

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: Yes - Senators will be allowed to
serve cut their term
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NE3RASKA

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: No

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS BEFORE 1990?, No

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE TOR APPORTIONMENT

Yes - Scare Central Data Processing

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

Suprene Court

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT REAPPORTIOliNENT

Leci '■-lative: §5_- 104.07
Congressional: §5 - 101.01

CURRENT LITIGATION

CASE NAME CASE NUMBER

None

DISTRICT MAPS

CSG Reapportionaent Inforaacion Service May, 1981
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NEVADA 

ElAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Article 15, Section 13; Article 4, Section 5 

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legislature

Senate Government Affairs Assembly Elections Committee
Committee

Senate Chairman House Chairman
Sen. James I. Gibson (D) Rep. Alan Glover (D)

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: One Congressman

STAFF CONTACT

Andrew P. Grcse 

Research Director 
Legislative Counsel 3ureau 

Legislative 3uiiding 
Carson City, NV 89710 

(702) 885-5637

CRITERIA FOR EXISTING STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT 

DATE: 1981

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: None

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: 31ocks; ED's

CENSUS AND PRECINCT BOUNDARIES COTERMINOUS: No

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Compactness; geographic, county
boundaries

DEVIATION: -57. to +5%. Maximum deviation spread 10%

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Senate - single member or two member; House - single member

HOUSE .AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: Yes

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: Yes - Senators will be allowed to serve
out their erm

VOTING RIGHTS ST..IE: No
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NEVADA

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS 3EFGRE 1950: Yes

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE FOR APPORTIONMENT

Yes - State Central Data Processing 

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

No one court

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT REAPPORTIONMENT

N.R.S. 21S.010 to 21S.0S4 (1571, amended in 197 

CURRENT: LITIGATION

CASE NAME CA

None 

DISTRICT MAPS

SE NUMBER
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N EW HAMPSHIRE 

REAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Part 2, Articles 9, 9A, II, 11A, 26, 26A 

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legislature

House Reapportionment Committee 

Chairman
Rep. Russell C. Chase (R)

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Same

STAFF CONTACT

Donald S. Jennings 
Legislative Services 
Room 110, State House 

Concord, NH 03301 
(603) 271-3435

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: 1981 - First legislative session following the decennial census

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: Students, military personnel

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Bl.tks

CENSUS AND PRECINCT BOUNDARIES COTERMINOUS: No

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Town and city ward boundaries

DEVIATION: 1.0% to 4.9%

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Senate - single member; House - single member, multimember

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: No

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: No

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: Yes - Antrim Town; Benton Town; Millfield Township;
Newington Town; Pinkhams Grant; Rindge Town;
Stewartstown: Stratford Town; Unity Town

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS BEFORE 1990: Yes
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NEW HAMPSHIRE

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE POR APPORTIONMENT 

No

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

Snare Superior Court 

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT REAPPORTIONMENT

CURRENT LITIGATION

CASE NAME 

None 

DISTRICT MAPS

CASE NUMBER
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NEW JERSEY 

REAPPORTIONMENT PROPILE

CCNSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Article IV, Sections II, III 

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Apportionment Commission

Established in 1966
10 members: 5 by Chairman, Democrat State Committee; 5 by Chairman,
Republican State Committee
1 tie breaker if deadlock: Chief Justice, State Supreme Court

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Legislature

STAFF CONTACT

Samuel A. Alito 

Executive Director 
Office of Legislative Services 
Suite 232, State House 

Trenton, NJ 08625 
(609) 292-4661 

292-8014

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: Within one month of the receipt by the Governor of the census, or
on or before February 1, 1931, vnichever date is later (new state 

legislative plan certified April 13, 1981)

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: None

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Election districts (voting precincts)

CENSUS AND PRECINCT BOUNDARIES COTERMINOUS: No

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Compactness, contiguity, political
subdivisions (municipalities but not 
counties)

DEVIATION: 1981 - 7.7% overall range (+5.13% and -2.57%)

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Senate - single member; House - multimember (2 per Senate
district)

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINC BOUNDARIES: Yes - Senate is
basis of district

  ... -  —  . . .  . .  . . . . . .
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NEW JERSEY

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: No

VOTING RIGHTS STATE. No 

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS 3EF0RE 1990: No

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE FOR APPORTIONMENT 

None used 

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

Scare Superior Courc 

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT REAPPORTIONMENT

CURRENT LITIGATION

CASE NAME CASE NUMBER

Anorrtionnent Cscccission v. U.S. Civil Accion No. S 1-309
Department of Cotmaezce

The suit, was filed in Federal District Court to force the Census Bureau to 
deliver population data to the state in order to do crate legislative districting

Apportionment Cctttission v. Deccan Docket No. L2S848-80

The suit was filed in State Superior Court to allow certification of a state
legislative plan that did not use final census figures for Essex County and 
did not comply with state constitutional language about the preservation of 
counties.

Welch v. Apportionment Commission Docket No. C2911-80

The suit was filed in State Superior Court to overturn the 1981 state legislative 
districting plan because of excessive population deviations, political unfair­
ness, and undue constitution of the Apportionment Commission. The plan was 
upheld.

DISTRICT MAPS

Available from Tho Council of State Governments or the Office of 

Legislative Services, Division of Legislative Information and Research.
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NEW MEXICO 

REAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Article 4, Section 3

RZAPPORilONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legislature

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Same

STAFF CONTACT

Mercedes G. Romero
Senior Research Assistant
New Mexico Legislative Council Service
334 State Capitol

Santa Fe, NM 37503
(505) 827-3141

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLAT. "Z APPORTIONMENT

DATE: 1981 - Once every 10 years following the availability of
census counts

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: None

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Voting precincts

CENSUS AND PRECINCT BOUNDARIES COTERMINOUS: No

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Compactness

DEVIATION: 1.0% to 4.9%

TYPE DISTRICT: Single member

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: No

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: Yes - may change with reapportionment

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: No

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICT LINES BEFORE 1990: Unknown
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NEW MEXICO

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE FOR APPORTIONMENT

New Mexico Republican Party - Rose Institute

Claremont, California

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

No one court

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT REAPPORTIONMENT

CURRENT LITIGATION 

CASE NAME 

None 

DISTRICT MAPS

CASE NUMBER



NORTH CAROLINA 

REAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Article II, Sections 3, 5 

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legislatu

Senate Redistricting Committee

Senare Chairman 
Sen. Marshall A. Ranch (D)

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Legislature

Senate Congressional 
Redistricting Committee

Senate Chairman 
Sen. Helen R. Marvin (D)

STAFF CONTACT

John L. Allen, Jr.
Legislative Services Officer 
Legislative Services Office 
2129 State Legislative Building 
Raleigh, NC 27611 

(919) 733-7044

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: 1931 - First regular session following release of census counts

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: No

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Counties

CENSUS AND PRECINCT 30UNDARIES COTERMINOUS: No

CTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Compactness; contiguity of counties

DEVIATION: Unknown

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Single member/multinember

CSG Reapportionment Information Service May, 1981

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: No

House Legislative Redistricting 
Committee

House Co-Chairman 
Rep. Robert A. Jones (D)
Rep. Daniel T. Lillcy (D)

House Congressional
Redistricting Committee

House Chairman
Rep. J. P. Huskins (D)
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NORTH CAROLINA

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED T E E M S : No

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: Yes: Anson, 3eaufort, Bertie, Bladen, Canden
Caswell, Chowan, Cleveland, Craven, Cumberland, 
Edgecombe, Franklin, Gaston, Gates, Granville, 
Greene, Guilford, Halifax, Harnett, Hertford, 
Hoke, Jackson, Lee, Lenoir, Martin, Nash, 
Northampton, Onslow, Fasquocank, Perquimans, 
Person, Pitts, Robeson, Rockingham, Scotland, 
Union, Vance, Washington, Wayne, Wilson Counties

NEW OR REVISTD REDISTRICTING BEFORE 19=0: No

ASSISTANCE .-OR APPORTIONMENT

CSG Reapportionment Information Service May, 1S31

Yes - Open 

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

Superior Court Division of the General Court of Justice 

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT REAPPORTIONMENT

CASE NAME CAS:

None
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NORTH DAKOTA 

REAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Article II, Section 29, 35
(Section 29, 35 ruled invalid in Paulson v. Meier, 232 F. Supp 183) 

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legislature

Joint Legislative Rule 305 - creates a joint standing committee on 

rearportionmenc. Membership of the committee has not yet been established

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: One Congressman

STAFF CONTACT

John A. Graham 
Director
Legislative Council 
State Capitol 

3ismarck, ND 58505 
(701) 224-2916

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: 1981 - no specific deadline

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: No

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: 31ocks

CENSUS AND PRECINCT BOUNDARIES COTERMINOUS: No

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Compactness, geography

DEVIATION: North Dakota CC § 54-03-01.5: "The total population variance
all districts and subdistricts if created from the average 

district population may not exceed recognized constitutional 
limitations."

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Senate - single member, multimember
House - multimember

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: Yes - Senate

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED T E R M S : Yes - Senators will be required to
run for reelection if district 
boundaries change
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NORTH DAKOTA

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: No

NOT OR REVISED DISTRICTS 3E0FRE 1990: No

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE "OR APPORTIONMENT

Yes - Bureau of Governmental Affairs, University of North Dakota 
Lloyd 3. Oadahl, Director

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

North Dakota Suprene Court

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT REAPPORTIONMENT

CURRENT LITIGATION

CASE NAME CASE NTJM3ER

None 

DISTRTCT MAPS
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OHIO

REAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Article XI, Sections 1-15 

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Ohio Apportionment 3oard

Established in 1967
5 members; Governor, Secretary of State, Auditor of State, one person 

chosen jointly by the Speaker of the House and the head of his political 
party in the Senate, and one person chosen jointly by the leader of the 
ocher major political party in die House and Senate.

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Legislature

Senate Elections, Financial 
Institutions and Insurance 
Committee

Senate Chairman 
Sen. Paul R. Mania (R)

STAFF CONTACT

Edith S. woodward 
Library Administrator 
Ohio Legislative Service Commission 
State House 

Columbus, OH 43215 
(614) 466-5312

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: October 5, 1981

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: None

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Census blocks

CENSUS AND PRECINCT 30UNDARIES COTERMINOUS: No

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Equal population, compactness, contiguity
of political subdivisions, boundaries

DEVIATION: 1071

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Single member

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: Yes - 3 house districts
per senate district

House Elections Committee

House Chairman

Rep. Terry M. Tranter (D)

Jack L. Noragon
Senior Research Associate
Ohio Legislative Service Commission
State House

Columbus, OH 43215
(614) 466-43S9
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OHIO

SENATORS ELECTED IS STAGGERED TERMS: Yes - Senators will be allowed to
ser/e out their tarn

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: No

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS 3EFORE 1990: No

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE FOR APPORTIONMENT

Yes - State Computer available; Republicans have employed Market Opinion 
Research, Inc., Detroit, Michigan. Democrats have employed 
Decision Research Corp., Cleveland, Ohio.

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

Ohio Supreme Court

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT REAPPORTIONMENT

None: law merely requires that the plan of the Apportionment 3oard be
published.

CURRENT LITIGATION
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PENNSYLVANIA 

REAPPORTIONMENT p r o f i l e

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS 

Article 2, Section 17 

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legislative Reapportionment C o m i s s i o n

Established in 1963

5 members: House majority and minority leaders or appointed deputies;
Senate majoricy or minority leaders or appointed deputies. The four 

members select the fifth member, a citizen of the commonwealth other 
chan s local, state or federal official holding an office to which 
compensation is accached.

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Legislature

STAFF CONTACT

Vincent W. Raba 
Assistant Director 
Joint State Government Commission 
Room 108, Finance 3uilding 

Harrisburg, PA 17120 
(717) 787-6617

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: 1981 - 90 days after the commission is certified or census
population is available

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: None

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Blocks

CENSUS AND PRECINCT BOUNDARIES COTERMINOUS: No

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Compactness, geography, political

boundaries, voter registration

DEVIATION: 1.0% to 4.9%: Senate - 5.0% to 9.9%

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Single member

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: No

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: No

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: Yes - Senators will be allowed to
serve out their term

Dr. James 0. Freedman 
Chairman

Legislative Reapportionment 
Commission 

Room 217, Finance Building 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 
(717) 783-1222
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PENNSYLVANIA

NSW OR REVISED DISTRICTS 3EE0RE 1990: No

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE FOR APPORTIONMENT

State Legislative Data Processing Center/Richard E. Campbell, Director
State Legislative Data Processing 

Center 

Main Capitol, P„ooa 47C 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 
(717) 757-7358

COURT wTTH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

Pennsylvania Supreae Court 

5TAIUT0P.T CITATION OF MOST RECENT REAPPORTIONMENT

CURRENT LITIGATION

CASE NAME CASE NUMBER

The Coaaission asked che State Supreae Court to determine when the 90 day 
deadline began. The Court held ”... froa the data the Coaaission receives 
the population data of the Commonwealth as detarained by the Pederal 
decennial census, in usuable fora, (breakdown of data by precinct and 
ward) for the Coaaissions perforaance of its constitutional duties."

TISTP.I CT M-J? s
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SOUTH DAKOTA 

RZAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Article III, Section 5

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legisiature/Reapportionnent Group

Senate State Affairs • House State Affairs
Committee Committee

Senate Chairman House Chairman
Sen. G. Homer Harding (R) Rep. JOseph H. Barnett (R)

If the legislature is unable to redistrict, before adjourning the 
task falls to the Governor, Superintendent of Public Instruction,
Presiding Judge of the Supreme Court, Attorney General and the 
Secretary of State who have 30 aayi? to promulgate a plan.

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: One Congressman

STATE CONTACT

Wes Tschetter 
Director
Legf .lative Research Council 
Pierre, SD 57501 

(605) 773-3251

CRITERIA "OR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: April 1981 - Regular legislative session of year ending in "1".

(State legislative districting plan adopted April 13, 1981).

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: No

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Townships and cities

CENSUS AND PRECINCT 30UNDARIES COTERMINOUS: No

OTHER CRTTERI.-i FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Population equality, county boundaries,
protection of minority voting rights, 
compactness, preservation of historical 
districting patterns, equalization as 
geographical sice, socioeconomic 
considerations

DEVIATION: Unknown

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Single member, multimember
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SOUTH DAKOTA

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: Yes - S

‘

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: No

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: Yes - Shannon and Todd counties only

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS 3EF0RE 1990: No

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE FOR APPORTIONMENT 

No

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

State Supreme Court 

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT ?£ APPORTIONMENT

senate rs 

ry district

CURRENT LITIGATION 

CASE NAME 

None 

DISTRICT MAPS

CASE NUMBER
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TEXAS

REAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL P R O V I S I O N

Article 3, Sections 25, 26, 26A, 2S

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legislature/Legislative Redistricting 3oard
of Texas

Committee of the Whole Senate House Regions, Compacts, and
Redistricting Subcommittee Districts Committee

Senate Chairman House Chairman
Sen. H. Tati Santiesteban (D) Rep. Tin Von Dohlen (D)

Established in 1948

5 members: Lt. Governor, House Speaker, Attorney General, Comptroller
and the Commissioner of the General Land Office. The Board 
is to assemble 90 days after legislative adjournment and 
must promulgate a plan within 60 days.

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Legislature

STAFF CONTACT

Robert I. Kelly Mr. Lynn Moak
Director Staff Director

Texas Legislative Council Committee of the Whole Senate
3ox 12128 Redistricting

Capitol Office of the Lieutenant Governor
Austin, TX 78711 ?. 0. 3ox 12068
(512} 475-2736 Austin, TX 78711

(512) 475-3106

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: 1981 - The first regular session after publication of the

U.S. Decennial census

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: No

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: 31ocks

CENSUS AND PRECINCT 30PT)ARIES COTERMINOUS: No

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Compactness, race, geography

DEVIATION: Senate: 1.0% to 4.9%
House: 5.0% to 9.9%



CSG Reapportionment Information Service May, 1981
86

TEXAS

TYPE OP DISTRICT: Single member

HOUSE AMD SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: No

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: Yes - Senators will be
to run for reelection

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: Yes

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS BEFORE 1990: Yes

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE FOR APPORTIONMENT 

Yes - Synercom Technology, Inc.

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

No one court

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT REAPPORTIONMENT

CURRENT LITIGATION

CASE NAME CASE NUMBER

None 

DISTRICT MAPS

required
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UTAH

REAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Article IX

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legislature

Joint Legislative Reapportionment Committee

Senate Chairman House Chairman

Sen. Fred W. Finlinson (R) Rep. Merrill W. Harvard (R)

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Safe

STAFF CONTACT

Richard Strong
Research Analyst

Office of Legislative Research
Room 436, State Capitol
Salt Lake Citv, UT 34114
( 301) 533-5431

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: 1981 - First Legislative session following the decennial census

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: No

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Block

CENSUS AND PRECINCT BOUNDARIES COTERMINOUS: No

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: P a r t y  registration, compactness,

race, geography, registered voters, 
number of legislative districts

DEVIATION: 5.0% to 9.9%

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Single member

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: No

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: Yes - Senators will be required

to run for reelection

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: No

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS BEFORE 1990: Yes
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VERMONT 

REAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Statutory Provisions: 17 V.S.A. Chapters 33, 34, 34A; Vermont
Constitution Chapter 2, Section 13, 18, 73

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legislative Apportionment Board/Legislature

Senate Government Operations 
Committee

House Government Operations 
Committee

Senate Chairman
Sen. William T. Doyle (R)

House Chairman

Rep. Cola H. Hudson (R)

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: One Congressman

STAFF CONTACT

Janet Ancel 
Draftsman
Legislative Council 
State House 
Montpelier, VT 05602
(302) 323-2231

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: 1981 - Advisory Board must report to Legislature by 2/1/31.
House and Senate plans reported by Board to Legislature 
in February. Final legislative action due in 1982.

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: None

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Townships

CENSUS AND PRECINCT BOUNDARIES COTERMINOUS: No

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Compactness, contiguity, geography,
town and county lines, patterns of 

social interaction and trade, 
common interests

DEVIATION: Undetermined

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Single member; multimember

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: No

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: No
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VERMONT

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: No

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS BEFORE 1990: Yes

COMPUTER ASSISTAN CE FOR APPORTIONMENT 

Yes - oper.

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

No one court

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT REAPPORTIONMENT 

CURRENT LITIGATION

CASE NAME 

None 

DISTRICT MAPS

CASE NUMBER
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VIRGINIA

REAPPORTIONMENT PFOFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Article II, Section 6

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legislature

Senate Privileges and 
Elections Committee

House Privileges and 
Elections Committee

Senate Chairman
Sen. Hunter B. Andrews (D)

House Chairman 

Del. John D. Gray (D)

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Same

STAFF CONTACT

Jack Austin 
‘ Legislative Research Associate 

Division of Legislative Services 
P. 0. Box 3-AG 
Richmond, VA 23208 

(804) 786-3591

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: 1981 - First Legislative session following the decennial census
(State legislative plan adopted April, 1981).

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: None

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Cities and parts of counties

CENSUS AND PRECINCT BOUNDARIES COTERMINOUS: Yes with a few exceptions

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Compactness, political boundaries

DEVIATION: Senate: +4.35% aid -6.3%; House: +14.67% and -14.16%

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Senate: Single memaer; House: Single member, multimember,

flotorial

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: No

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: No
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VIRGINIA

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: Yes

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS 3EEORZ 1990: No

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE FOR APPORTIONMENT 

No

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

No one court

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT REAPPORTIONMENT

Cede of Virginia §24.1-12.2 - House of Deiagates 
Code of Virginia 524.1-14.2 - Senate

CURRENT LITIGATION

CASE NAME CASE NUMBER

None

DISTRICT MAPS
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WASHINGTON 

REAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Article 2, Section 3, 6

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legislature

Senate State Government 
Committee

Senate Chairman 
Sen. Jack Metcalf (R)

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Same

STAFF CONTACT

Leslie Goldstein 
Assistant Code Revisor 

Office of the Code Revisor 
Legislative 3uilding 
Olympia, W A  98504 

(206) 753-6804

House Select Committee on 

Redistricting

House Chairman 
Rep. 3ob Eberle (R)

Jerry Shaw 

Research Analyst 
Legislative 31dg 
OlymDia, WA 98504 
(206) 753-1826

Loren Busch 

Leslie McAllister 
Research Analyst 
House Select Committee 

on Reapportionment 
House Office 3uilding 
Olympia, WA 98504 
(206) 753-3153

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: 1981 session - no specific date
(State legislative plan adopted April, 1981).

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: Transient military personnel

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Census tract

CENSUS AND PRECINCT BOUNDARIES COTERMINOUS: No

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Party registration, compactness
race, geography, voting

DEVIATION: 10.0% to 14.9%

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Senate - single member; House - single member, multimember

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: Yes - Senate

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: Yes - Senators will be allowed to
serve oot their terms
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WASHINGTON

VOTING RIGHST STATE: No

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS BEFORE 1990: Yes

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE FOR APPORTIONMENT

Yes - Rose Institute software - University of Washington for hardware 

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

State Superior Court 

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT REAPPORTIONMZNT

CURRENT LITIGATION

CASE NAME CASE NUMBER

None

DISTRICT MAPS
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WEST VIRGINIA 

REAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Article 6, Sections 6, 7, 10 

REAP ',T I ONMZNT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legislature

House Select Committee on R.edistrictingSenate Select Committee on 
Redistricting

Senate Chairman
Sen. Ralph D. Williams (D)

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Same

STAFF CONTACT

Mark W. Stotler 
Legislative Analyst 
Legislative Services 
Room E-132, State Capitol 
Charleston, WV 25305 
(304) 348-2040

House Chairman
Del. Charles H. Damron (D)

William M. Walls 
Attorney
Legislative Services 
Room E-132, State Capitol 
Charleston, WV 25305
(304) 348-2040

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: 1982 - no specific date

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: None

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Census tract

CENSUS AND PRECINCT BOUNDARIES COTERMINOUS: No

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Compactness, geography

DEVIATION: Unknown

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Senate - multimember; House - single member, multimember

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: No

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: Yes - Senators will be allowed to
serve out their terms

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: No

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS BEFORE 1990: No
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WEST VIRGINIA

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE "OR APPORTIONMENT 

No

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

Scare Supreme Court of Appeals

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT RZAPPORTIONMENT

west Virginia Code 3 1-2-2 (Senate)
§ 1-2-2 (House)
§ 1-2-3 (Congress)

CURRENT LITIGATION

CASE NAME CASE NUMBER

None
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WISCONSIN 

REAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Article IV, Sections 3-5 

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

Senate Special Reapporrionnent 
Committee

Chairperson
Rep. William B. Broydrick 

Assembly Reapportionment Committee 

Co-Chairperson
Rep. William 3. 3roydrick (D)

Co-Chairperson 
Rep. Thomas A. Kauke (D)

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: Same

STAFF CONTACT

Dr. H. Rupert Theobald 
Chief
Legislative Reference 3ureau 
201 North, State Capitol 
Madison, WI 53702 
(608) 266-3561/0344

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE .APPORTIONMENT

DATE: 1982 - The first session after each federal enumeration
(The session extends into 1982)

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: None

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Wards (precincts), blocks

CENSUS AND PRECINCT BOUNDARIES COTERMINOUS: Yes in urban areas

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DR-AWING DISTRICTS: Compactness, geography, political
boundaries

DEVIATION: Less than 1"

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Single member

Chairperson
Sen. William A. Baolitch (D)

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legislature

Assembly Elections Committee



CSG Reapportionnenc Infomation Service Mav, 1981

93

WISCONSIN

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: Yes - House

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: Yes - Senators will be allowed to
serve out their tern

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: No

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS BEFORE 1990: No

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE FOR APPORTIONMENT

Yes - Interstate Cooperation Coaaission Staff

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

Wisconsin Supreae Court

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT REAPPORTIONMENT

Ch. 3, statutes - Congressional districts 
Ch. 4, statutes - Asseably and Senate districts

CURRENT LITIGATION

CASE NAME CASE NUMBER

None ,

DISTRICT MAPS
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WYOMING

REAPPORTIONMENT PROFILE

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Article 3, Sections 3, 47, 48, 49; Section 3 (part) ruled invalid 

REAPPORTIONMENT MECHANISM

STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS: Legislature

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS: One Congressman

STAFF CONTACT

Gerald W. Fox 
Senior Research Associate 
Legislative Service Office 
213 Capitol 3uilding 
Chevenne, WY 82C02 
(307) 777-7381

CRITERIA FOR STATE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT

DATE: At the Legislative session next following the Federal census. 
(State Legislative plan adopted February, 1981).

POPULATION: Federal census

POPULATION GROUPS EXCLUDED: None

SMALLEST UNIT OF POPULATION: Counties

CENSUS AND PRECINCT 30UNDARIES COTERMINOUS: No

OTHER CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS: Compactness, geography, county
boundaries

DEVIATION: Senate: +39.5% and -24.4%
House: +29" and -60.3%

TYPE OF DISTRICT: Single member, multimember

HOUSE AND SENATE DISTRICT WITH COTERMINOUS BOUNDARIES: Some - House

Senate Corporations, Elections and 
Political Subdivisions Committee

House Corporations, Elections and 
Political Subdivisions Committee

Senate Chairman 
Sen. Neal Stafford

House Chairman 
Rep. Alan Stauffer
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WYOMING

SENATORS ELECTED IN STAGGERED TERMS: Yes - Senators will be required to
run for reelection

VOTING RIGHTS STATE: Yes - Campbell County (only)

NEW OR REVISED DISTRICTS 3EEORE 1990: No

COMPUTER ASSISTANCE FOR APPORTIONMENT

No

COURT WITH ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

No one court

STATUTORY CITATION OF MOST RECENT ?EAPPORTIONMENT 

Chapter 76 Session Lavs of 1981 

CURRENT LITIGATION

CASE NAME CASE NUMBER

None 

DISTRICT MAPS



CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS CN LEGISLATIVE ANO CONGRESSIONAL REAPPQATIQNmSNT

tab l e  1

St a t e  C o n s t i t u t i o n a l  P r e v i s i o n

Alabama ........................................  S e c t i o n  197-203. Cons t ! t u t  ion o f  1501
Alaska  ........................................... A r t i c l e  V I ,  Se c t i ons  1-11
Ar i zona ........................................  No cons t  I t u t i o n a I  p r o v i s i o n
Arkansas ......................... .... Amendment 23* Amendment k j
C a l i f o r n i a  ................................. A r t i c l e  IV.  Se c t i on  6
Colorado ...................................... A r t i c l e  V, Se c t i ons  kk-kS
Connec t i c u t  ..............................  A r t i c l e  I I I ,  Se c t i on  6
Delaware ...................................... No c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  p r o v i s i o n
F l o r i d a  ........................................  A r t i c l e  111, Sec t ions  I ,  15. 16
Georgia ........................................  A r t i c l e  I I I ,  Se c t i on  I I ,  Paragraph I ,  Se c t i on  I I ,  Paragraph I
Hawai i  ...........................................  A r t i c l e  IV
Idano .............................................  A r t i c l e  3. Se c t i on s  2, A
I l l i n o i s  .................... ................  A r t i c l e  IV,  Se c t i on s  2, 3
Ind i ana ........................................  A r t i c l e  A, Se c t i on s  k# §
Iowa ................................................ A r t i c l e  I I I ,  Se c t i on  5, 3*-37. 35
■Kansas ........................................... A r t i c l e  10
Kentucky ...................................... Se c t i on  33
Lou i s i an a  ...................................  A r t i c l e  . ' I t ,  Se c t i on  6
M-aine .............................................  A r t i c l e  A, Pa r t  3. Sec t ion  1-A
Mary land ....................... .............. A r t i c l e  I I I ,  Sec t ions  A, 5
Massachuse t t s  .........................  Amendment XC11
Michigan ......................................  A r t i c l e  A, Sec t ions  2-6
Minnesota ...................................  A r t i c l e  IV, Sec t ion  2*3
M i s s i s s i p p i  ..............................  A r t i c l e  13, S ec t i on  2?'<
Mi s sou r i  ............... .....................  A r t i c l e  I I I ,  Sec t ions  2, 7, A$
Montana ........................................  A r t i c l e  5. Sec t ion  IA
Nebraska ......................................  A r t i c l e  I I I ,  Se c t i ons  5. 7
Nevada ........................................... A r t i c l e  15, Se c t i on  I } ;  A r t i c l e  A, Sec t i on 5 { r u l e d  i n v a l i d )
New Mimoshi re .........................  ’ a r t  2, A r t i c l e s  ?, 5A, 11, 11-A, 26, 26-a
New Je r s ey  ................................. A r t i c l e  IV, Se c t i on s  I I ,  I I I
New Mexico ................................. A r t i c l e  Ay Sec t ion  3
New York ...................................... A r t i c l e  I I I ,  Sec t i ons  2-5
North Ca ro l i na  .....................  A r t i c l e  I I ,  Sec t ions  3. 5
North Cakoia ..........................  A r t i c l e  I I ,  Sec t ion  25, 35 ( r u l e d  i n v a l i d  by Paul son V. Meier)
Ohio ................................................ A r t i c l e  XI ,  Sec t ions  1-15
Oklahoma ...................................... A r t i c l e  V, Se c t i on  1IA-UE
Oregon ........................................... A r t i c l e  IV,  Sec t ions  6-7, A r t i c l e  16 . Sec t ion  5
Pennsy l v an i a  ............................ A r t i c l e  2, S ec t i on  17
Rhode I s l a n d  ........................... A r t i c l e  V, Se c t i on  I ,  Amendment A r t i c l e  X I I I ,  x I x
South Ca ro l i na  ...................... A r t i c l e  I I I ,  Sec t ions  3*6
South Dakota ..........................  A r t i c l e  I I I ,  Se c t i on  5
Tennessee ...................................  A r t i c l e  2, Se c t i on s  A- 6
Texas .............................................  A r t i c l e  3. Sec t ions  25, 26, 26a , 29
Utah ................................................ A r t i c l e  IX
Vermont ........................................  Chapter  2, Sec t ion  13, Sec t ion  19

. V i r g i n i a  ...................................... A t i d e  I I ,  Se c t i on  6
Washington  ............................ A r t i c l e  2, Se c t i on s  3, 6
West V i r g i n i a  .........................  * A r t i c l e  6 , Se c t i ons  6 , 7, 10
Wi scons i n ...................................  A r t i c l e  IV, Se c t i on s  3*5
Wyoming ........................................  A r t i c l e  3. Se c t i on s  3. 1*7, <*9, kg,  Sec t ion  3 {pa r t  and s e c t i o n  -3 r u l ed  i n v a l i d
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acehcy responsible for.state legislative reapportionnent

TABLE 1»

S c a n I n i t i a l  Pei csor?ionment  Aoencv Seconcarv Aesocort ionment Aoencv
Alaoaraa ................................... L e g i s l a t u r e . . .

Alaska ..................................... ^appor t i onment  Board
Ar i zona ................................... L e g i s l a t u r e . •.
Arkansas ................................. Board o f  Apport ionment . . .
Ca 11 f  o rn i a ........................... L e g i s l a t u r e . . .
Colorado ................................ Colorado Reapport ionment Commission . . .
Connec t i cu t  ......................... l e g  i s l a t u r e Reapport ionment emi s s i on
Ceiaware ................................ L e g l s l a t u r e
F l o r i d a  ................................... l e g i s l a t u r e S ; i t e  Supreme Court
Georgia ................................... L e g i s l a t u r e . . .

Hawa i I  ................................................................................................. Reaopor?Ionment Commission
Idano ....................................... L e g i s l a t u r e
1 1 1 i no i s ................................. L e g i s l a t u r e L e g i s l a t i v e  R e d i s t r i c t i n g  Commission
I nd i ana .................................... Leg i s l a t u r e . . .

I C V f  . .  • .............................................. . ...................................... Legi s l a t u r e Iowa Suoreme Court
Kansas ..................................... L e g i s l a t u r e . . .

kentucKv .................................................................................... Le g i s l a t u r e . . .

Lou i s i ana  .............................. L e g i s l a t u r e l e u l t i e n e  Supreme Court
na ine .................................................................................................... Adv i sory  Commi ss i on/Leg i s l a ture Supreme J u o l c i a l  Court
na r v i and ................................ Governor/Leg i s l a t u r e . . .

na s s a cn u s e t t s  ............. J o i n t  Soec i a l  Committee E s t a o l i s n e d  to Study New D i v i s i on
Mien loan .............................. ...... Commission on L e g i s l a t i v e  Aooort ionment •  • .

Minnesota ............... ............... L e g i s l a t u r e
Mi S S  i I S  i 0 0  i ................................................................. Leg i s l a t u r e Reaooort ionment Commission
Mi s sour i  .................................................................................... House and Senate Reaooort ionment Commissions
Montana .......................................................................................... Montana d i s t r i c t i n g  and Aooort ionment Commission
Neoraska ..................................................................................... l e g i s l a t u r e . . .

Nevaoe ................................................................................................. Le g i s l a t u r e  '

Sew Mamesnire ................................................... Legi s l a t u r e
New Jc r s e v  ........................... Aooort ionment Commission
New Mexico ........................................................................ Leg i s l a t u r e
New Y o r x  .................................................................................... Legi s l a t u r e
Norm Caro l i na  .............................................. Leg i s l a t u r e
North Denote ........................................................... Le g i s l a t u r e
Ohio ............................................................................................................. Ohio Aooort Ionment Board . . .

Oklahoma .................................................................................... Legi s l a t u r e Aooort ionment Commission
Oregon ..................................... L e g i s l a t u r e Sec r e t a r y  of  St a t e
Pennsy l v an i a .......................................................... L e g i s l a t i v e  Reacoort Ionment Commission . . .

Rhooe I s l a n d  .......................................................... Commission to Reappor t ion tne General  Assemolv/ . . .

South Ca r o l i na  ..............................................
.  .  .  Le g i s l a t u r e  L e g i s l a t u r e

South Daxota .......................................................... Le g i s l a t u r e Aooort ionment Grouo
Tennessee .............................. Legi s l a t u r e
Texas ........................................ L e g l s l a t u r e L e g i s l a t i v e  R e d l i t r i c t I n g  Board
Utah .............................................................................................................. Le g l s l a t u r e . . .

Vermont ....................................................................... ...... L e g i s l a t i v e  Aopor; Ionment Ss s rd (Adv i so r  /L e g i s l a t u r e
V i r g i n i a  .................................................................................... L e g i s l a t u r e . . .

Washington ..................................................... L e g i s l a t u r e . . .

Vest  V i r g i n i a  .................... Leg i s l apu re . . .

Wiscons i n .............................................................................. Le g i s l a t u r e . . .

Wyoming .............................................. ............................................ Leg i s l a t u r e . . .

ESG R e . p po r : i o n men t  I n f o r m . t l o n  S e r v i c e Nercn 1581



ACEHCY AE5P0NS I BL'i FOR CONGRESSIONAL REAPPORTIONMENT

TABLE 2b

St a t e One Conoressman L e q i s l a t u r e Soec i a l  Hoard
Alabama ................................ tee *
Al a ska  ................................... ft e . e
Ar i zona ................................. *
Arkansas *
C a l i f o r n i a  ......................... •
Colorado .............................. ft
Connec t i c u t  ....................... *
Delaware .............................. . e a
F l o r i d a  ................................. ft
" .eorgia ................................. *
Hawai i  ...................................
Idano ...................................... ft
1 1 1 i no i s .............................. ft
I nd i ana  ................................. ft
Iowa ........................................ ft
Kansas ................................... ft
Kentucky .............................. ft
Lou i s i an a  ............................ ft
Naine ...................................... ft
N a r y i a n d .............................. ft
n a s s a c n u s e t t s  .................. ft
Michigan ............... ft
Minnesota .............. ft
-Miss i s s ippi  ............ ft
Mis sou r i  ............... ft
Montana ................
Neoraska ............... f!
Nevada ..................
New Hamosni re ......... ft
New j e r s e v  ............. ft
New Mexico ............. ft
New York ............... ft
North Ca r o l i na  ........
North Dakota ....................
Ohio ........................................ ft
Oklahoma .............................. ft
Oregon .................. ft
Pennsy l v an i a  .......... ft
Rhode I s l a n d  .......... ft
South Ca r o l i n a  ........ ft
South Dakota ..........
Tennessee .............. ft
Texa.  ................... ft
Utah ..................... ft
Vermont ................. *
VI rg i n 1 a ............... ft
Warning ton ............. ft
West V1 rg i n 1 a .................. ft
Wiscons i n ............................ ft
Wyoming ................................. t ...

CSG R e aooo r t i o nm en t  I n f o rma t  i on S e r v i c e



DEADLINE SATES TOR AEAPPOATIONM.ENT BY INITIAL APPORTIONMENT AGENCY
table  3*

I n i t i a l  neaooort  ionr*«nt Sate i s
Sate S t a t e  Acrncv Permi t s  i ve___________Manca t o r v
?cg|

February

Late Februa ry/Ear l y  March

Ap r i l  I

Ap r i l  6

End o f  Apr !1

End o f  May 

June 30

J u l y  1

Arkansas 
New J e r s e y  
Vemon c-Sena t«

Hawai I 
Utah
V i r g i n i a

Alaska
Pennty1vani a

Oklanoma
Washington

Alabama 
Indi ana 
Nevaoa
North Oakota 
South Dakota 
V /rmont-Mouse

Delaware
Illinois

Oregon
New HamosnI re 
North Caro l i na  
South Caro l i na

August  I 

Seoteraoer t

September IS 

October 1 

October S 

Oecember 31

Connect i c u t

Iowa
Michigan

Cal I f o m i e

Mi s sour i

Ohio

Loui s i ana

3/C
6/C
B/L

5/C
L
L

•(a)
•(b)
•(b)

8/C
C/C

•(c)
• ( e )

•(b)
-(b)

I
1

I
I

5/L

•(b)
•(b)
•(3)

•(b)
•(b)
•(b)

*!b)

•(b)

•(b)
•(b)
•(b)

L
!/C

Mb)

J/C M i )

s/c



TABLE 3a

(Cont inued)

Oate S t a t e
I n i t i a l  feappor t i onment  
Azencv

Date Is
Permi ss  i ve ^andatorv

1?92

January  30 Colorado 3/C M a . e )

February New Mexico L •(b)
Wyoming L . . . •(b)

rtarch Georg!a L •(b)
Idaho L •(b)
Mary l and G/L Mi)
•Minnesota L •(b) . . .
West V i r g i n i a L •(b) . . .
M i s s i s s i o p i i . . . Mb)

Apr i 1 Nebraska L •(b)
Tennessee L Mb) . . .

-.av Bhooe I s l a n d L •(b)

June Ar i zona L Mb)
F l o r i  da L •lb) . e e
Wiscons i n L Mb) . . .

1983
January Montana 3/C *

Apr! 1 Xentucky •Mb)
Maine 3/L *

i ? 8 6

Massachuse t t s 2/C • ft

'989

'lew York ft

Xansas L «

Xav

L L e g i s l a t u r e
3/C Soard or  Commission
G/L Governor snd L e g i i l a t u r e
3/1 Board ana L e g i s l a t u r e
(a) Es t ima ted dat e 0 / mandator/ de ad l i ne
(b) Es t ima ted o r  a c t u a l  dat e o f  l e g i s l a t i v e  adjournment
(e) Date i s  c o n t l g e n t  on r e c a i o t  o f  census da t a

CSG B e a o s o r t i o n n e n t  I n f o r m a t i o n  S e r v i c e ma r ch ,  l ?8l



ANTICIPATED CRITERIA 'JS£D FOR STATE LE5ISIATIVE REAPPORTION.IcNT
TASLE 3S

S t a t e  -i
Census 

ce r a i  Dtner
r ep u t a t i on s  Exc l uces  

None Student  M i l i t a r y Other
S«jaI l e s t  uni  t 
o f  9S5 u!f t t ion

•ensus anc P re c i n c t  
Boundar ies  Co temi nous

A l a s a r a .................. a  ,  .  , « H.A. HO
A la s ka ............................ u . . . . . .  . . .  4 ED's HO
i r i  zona................. 5 t  m m Slocks NO
Arkansas ............... - * H.A. Yes
Ca 1 i f o m i a .......... <1 . . . U . . .  . . . CGD's t  BG Ho
Color aco ............... fi * . . . H.A. Yes
Co nn e c t i c u t . . . . * . . . * . . . H.A. Yes
Oel a-are ............... ft , , , H.A. N. A. H.A. H.n. S l ock s ,  ED's Mos t l y
r l o r i d a ................. o 11  % ft . . . . . . Vot ing P re c i n c t No
Georg i a .................. ft a . . .  . . . Sl ocks HO
Hawai i .................... (a) . . .  ••• . . . (b,c) Vot ing P r e c i n c t HO
Idaho...................... « . . . H.A. H.A. H.A. H.A. Vot ing P re c i n c t Yes
I 1 1 i no•S............... i» . . . u . . . Sl ocks HO
I n d i ana ................. ft . . . ft Blocks Some
I owe........................ ft . . . ft . . .  . . . Vot ing P re c i nc t Most l y
■.ansas.................... .1 . . . Vot ing Prec i nc t HO
Kentucky ..................... so Vot ing P re c i nc t NO
Loui s i an a ............ ft . . .  . . . . . • Vot ing P re c i nc t MO
s a i n * ............................... .i . . . (b ) H.A. H.A.
* a r v l a n e ..................... «  . . . a H.A. NO
Ma s s a c hu s e t t s . . . . . Vot ing P re c i nc t NO
hi c n i gan ..................... a  . . . % . . . P o l i t i c a l  Boundary Yes
Minneso ta .................. •> * SIocks , EC's ,  Prec . *es
**i ss i s s i o o i . . . . j  . . . ii  . . .  . . . 3 locks HO
h i s s o u r i ............... • u  . . .  . . . . . . H.A. *es
Montana................. ft . . .  . . . . . . Slocks Yes
h e o r ama ............... ft B l ocks ,  EC's Yes
Sevaca ................... V' . • • Blocs , s :*s NO

\ew nanssn i r e . . ir . . . >1 ft 5 locus No
sew j e r s e y .............. if . . . •< • • . P re c i n c t s NO
stw n e x i c o .......... ii . . . 0 • .  • Pre c i nc t s NO
sew r o r k ............... ft . . II . . .  , ,  , Blocks NO
North Carol  ina. ft . . . II . . .  . . . Count i es NO
•lortn Dakot a . . . - " . •. Blocks NO
CMO......................... - 3 locks No
Dxlanona............... •f . . . Blocks NO
Oregon.................... . . . . . .  . . . . . . Blocus Unknown
?ennsv 1 v a n•a . . . ' S1 ocxs No
vhoce i s l a n d . . .  
South Caroi  ina ft . . . ,

8 locks 
Slocks

Most l y  
Most l y

South Dako t a . . . •i . . . - . . . ED's NO
Tennessee ............ i> . . . Vot ing P re c i n c t HO
Texas ...................... ft . . . A Slocks HO
Utan......................... ii . . . ft . . .  . . . • • • Slocks HO
ver inont ................. ft ; t ) S . A. H.A, H.A. H.A. Townsh i ps HO
V l r g i n i a . ............ u “ Blocks most l y
-as-hington. . . . «• " . . .  . . .  4 Census Trac t s HO
•esc V i r g i n i a . . ” . . . Census Trac t s NO
W i s c on s i n ............. . . . P r e c i n c t s  (Wards) Yes
■ voni  r g .............. ED'S NO

s A. • *<o? a vA ' i a s l e  o r  net  *et ae t e r n i ne c  
a) Huhpar o f  v o t e r s  r e g i s t e r e d  in tne l e s t  p reced ing genera l  e l e c t i o n
;  J Non*'*. S C i t i j e n
c,  ‘«on-'egi s : e r ed vo t e r s

i t !  S t a te  census
c *"♦ reuse o f  Aeore se nt e : I v e s  i s  a oco r t ioned  on ny/noer " l e g a l  v o t e r s "

ISG f t a ; s o r : <c*-j m  m ' s rma t i o n  Serv i ce ha r cn .  l ? 8 l



tab l e  3c

ant i c i pated  c r i t e r i a  used for state leg i slat i ve  REAPPORTIONMENT

Comoac: 6 Race or
Par t y Cof.t i guous E t hn i c Vot i ng

Scare R e s i s t  r a t  ion Oi s t r i c t s C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s Ceecraonv Ot*er
Atacama....................... N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A.
A l a s k a ......................... N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A.
Ar i  zona ....................... » * ft
A r k an s a s .................... N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A.
Ca 1 • fo rn i a ............... * ft • . . .
Co l o r ado .................... # * * P o l i t i c a l  Roundar i es  

Community o f  I n t e r e r r
Conn e c t i c u t ............. N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A.
De l aware .................... * *
F l o r i d a ....................... . . . * ' r ' o l i t i ca i  Boundar ies
Georg i a ....................... • * P o l i t i c a l  Boundar ies
Hawai i ............. ............ • . . . • Soc io Economic f a c t o r s
I daho ............................ * . . . •
1 1 1 i no i s .................... * ft . . .
I n d i a n a ....................... • ♦ •
iowa.............................. t 3o l i t i c a l  Bcuncar i es
< an s as ......................... * ft
Kentucky .................... • . . .
L o u i s i a n a ................. • •
Maine ............................ N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A.
Mary l a n d .................... ft 9o l i t i c a l  6 Na tu r a l  Boundar ies
Ma s s a c h u s e t t s . . . . • . . .
Mi c h i g a n .................... * P o l i t i c a l  Boundar ies
Minneso ta .................. » . . .
M i s s i s s i o o i ............. ft i» . . . County Boundar ies
Mi s s o u r i .................... ft ft . . .
Montane....................... * ft P o l i t i c a l  Boundar ies
Nebraska .................... * V  • P o l i t i c a l  Boundar ies
Nevada............... ft ♦ County Boundar ies
Sew Hamoshi r e . . . . ... "own 6 C i ty  Ward Boundar ies
New J e r s e y ............... a . . . P o l i t i c a l  S u o d i v i s i on s
Sew Mexi co............... i . . .
New York.................... N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A.
Norm Carol  ina.  . . ft . . . County “ unda r i e s
North Oaxota.......... • ft . . .
Ohio.............................. • . •. » P o l i t i c a i  Boundar ies
Ok 1anoma.................... N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A.
Oregon......................... ft ft ft Comnuni ty o f  I n t e r e s t
P e nn s y l v a n i a .......... ft t . . . t P o l i t i c a l  Boundar ies
Rhode I s l a n d .......... N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A.
South Carol  1n a . . * • ft
South Dakota .......... * . . . . . . . . . Lounty Boundar ies
Tennes see .................. . . . ft . . . Po l i  t i c a l  Boundar ies
Texas ........................... * • ft . . .
Utah .............................. * • • * ft . . .
Vermont ....................... ft ft ft County Lines
V I r g i n i a .................... • . . . . . . . . .
Wash ing ton ............... • « ft « ft . . .
Wes: V i r g i n i a . . . . 4 « . . .
Wi scons i n .................. ft . . . * P o l i t i c a l  Boundar ies
Wyoming.............. ft .. . ... County Boundar ies

K.y:
N.A. • not j v i i l a s l e  c r  -lot y e t  s e t e 'm l n . d

CSC R e . p po r : i o n m« n :  I n f o r n v t d o n  S e r v i c e  “e r e n ,  1 ?8S



PERCENT OF ANTICIPATED DEVIATION Yc 9£ USED ^ R  OISTRICTS

Less tnan 1.05 •r*o4
t

o S . 05 to 5.55 10.05 to I k , 95 15.35 or  more Unce teminen

A r i  zone Coloraco Georgia Idano Vyomi ng Alaoaoa

C e l i f o r n  ie 1 1 1 Inoi  s Massachuset ts  - Alaska
House

F l o r i d a Ind i  ana Kentucky Washington Arkansas

Mich i gen Iowa Lou i s i ana West V i r g i n i a Connec t i cu t

Oklahoma Massachuse t t s  • Nevada Delaware
Senate

M i s s i s s i p p i North Caro l i ne Hawai i

Neorasxa North Dakota naine

New Hampshire Pennsy l van i a  - Mary land
Senate

New Mexico South Caro l i na Minnesota

Ohio Texas - Mi s sou r i
House

Pennsy 1 van i a Ut an Montana

South Oaxota Wlscons in New Jersey

Tennessee New vom

Texas * Oregon
Senate

Rhode I s l and

Vermont

V1 rg i n i a

* Next reappor t ionment  to Pe he l d in 1®8$

CSC Reapport ionment In fo rmat i on Ser v i ce naren,  1 SS1



table  } e

TYPES OF OIST»t:TS

SENATE MOUSE

St a t e

Number
o f
Seat s

Number
o f
D i s t r i c t s

Number
o f
Mu l t i -
Memser
D i s t r i c t s

Lar ses  t 
Number 
o f  Seat s
in
D i s t r i c t

Number
of
Seats

Numaer
o f

Number Mu l t i - 
o f  Member 
D i s t r i c t s  D i s t r i c t s

Larges t  
Nvmoe r 
o f  Seats 
i n
D i s t r i c t

Mouse and 
Senate 
O i s t r i c t  
Boundar i es  
Coterminous

Alabama ............... 35 35 0 1 105 105 0 1 Yes
Al aska ................. 2 0 1 6 3 3 2 2 1 0 6 N.A.
A r i s o n i  ............... 30 30 0 1 6 0 30 30 2 Yes
Arkansas  ............ 35 35 0 1 1 0 0 8 L 1 0 3 wo
C a l i f o r n i a  . . . . LO L0 0 1 30 30 0 1 No
Coloraoo ............ 35 35 0 1 65 65 0 1 No
Connec t i c u t  . . . 35 36 0 1 151 151 0 1 N.A.
Oelaware ............ 2 1 2 1 0 1 Li Li 0 1 No
F l o r i d a  ............... LO '9 IL 3 1 2 0 L5 2 1 6 No
Georgia ............... 55 56 0 1 1 8 0 ISL 17 k No
Hawai 1 .................... 25 3 7 u 51 27 22 3 NO
icano .................... 35 35 0 i 70 35 35 2 Yes
I l l i n o i s  ............ 55 59 0 i m 3 59 59 2 Yes
Ind i ana ............... 50 50 0 i 1 0 0 73 20 3 NO
! owa ...................... 50 50 0 i 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 Yes
Kansas ................. LO LO 0 i 125 125 0 1 No
Kentucky ............. 38 38 0 i ICO 1 0 0 0 1 No
Lou i s i ana  .......... 39 39 0 i >05 105 0 1 No
Maine .................... 33 33 0 1 151 H9 11 1 0 NO
Mary land ............ L7 L7 0 1 IL l L7 L7 3 res
Massachuse t t s  . LO L0 0 i 160 loO 0 t NO
Michigan ............. 38 33 0 i 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 YftS
Minnesota .......... 57 57 0 1 3 L 1 3 L 0 i Yes
M l s s i i s i p o i 52 52 0 1 2 2 1 2 2 0 1 No
Mi s sou r i  ............ 3k 3L 0 t 153 153 D 1 No
Montana ...............
Sg o r j s  k l

50
L9
2 0

50
Lo
1 0

a*w i
i

ICO too 2 1 res

Nevada .................
u
3 7 L0 L0 D i NO

New HamDShi re . 2L 2L 0 1 LOO 1 6 127 1 1 NO
New Je r s ey L0 L0 0 1 30 L0 L0 2 Yes
New Mexico . . , . L2 L2 0 1 70 70 0 1 NO
New York ............. 60 6 0 0 1 150 150 0 1 NO
North Ca r o l I na . 50 27 1 8 k 1 2 0 L5 35 NO
North Dakota . . 50 L9 1 n 1 0 0 LO Lg U ves
Ohio ....................... 33 33 3 1 99 99 0 \ Yes
Oklahoma ............. L3 L3 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 NO
Oregon .................. 30 30 0 1 6 0 50 0 1 Yes
Pennsy l v an i a  . . 50 50 0 1 203 203 0 1 No
Abode I s l a n d  . . 50 50 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 No
South Ca ro l i n a . L6 1 6 13 S I2L 12 L 0 1 No
South Dakota . . 35 2 8 3 c 70 23 23 10 Yes
Tennessee .......... 33 33 0 1 39 99 0 1 NO
Texas .................... 3' 3' 0 1 ISO ISO 0 1 NO
Utan ...................... 29 29 0 1 75 75 0 1 NO
Vermont ............... 30 13 1 1 6 ISO 72 33 i s NO
V i r g 1n i a ............ L0 33 1 3 1 0 0 52 23 No
Washington . . . . L9 L9 0 1 98 LO -9 2 Yes
v es t  V i r g i n i a . . IL 17 17 2 1 0 0 36 25 13 No
Wi scons i n .......... 33 33 3 I 99 99 0 1 Yes
Wyoming ............... 30 1 6 Q 5 62 23 12 11 NO

CSS Aeaaoor : ionment  I n f o rma t i on  Se r v i c e “ a r c h ,  i?Sl



Ta s i E 3f

STATES WITH NULTIhEHSEA OISTRICTS

Senate
Le g i f l a v o r s  Must Aun 
Prom Enumerated Seats

L e g i s l a t o r s  Must Aun 
House Prom Enumerated Seats

A I S < < s o Alaska No

. . . . Ar i zona (x2) No

Arkansas re s

pl o r i d a Yes Pl o r i  da Yes

Georgia res

Hawai i NO Hawai• NO

idano (x2 ) Yes

. . . I nd i ana NO

naine Yes

••arv .and NO

Nevaca NO

. . . New Hamosnire NO

New j e r s e v  1x 2 ) NO

North Caro l i na NO NO

South Caro l i na res

South Cakota NO Soutn Gaxota NO

Vermone NO Vermont NO

/i r g i n i a NO Vi r g i n i a No

. . . Washington (x2) Yes

«es t  V i r g i n i a NO west V i r g i n i a NO

Wyoming NO Wvomi ng NO

CSC * « » 5 9 0 r : i onn.nt  ! n ? c r r . a c  Ion S e r v i c . • a r t " ,  ! « ! l



EFFECT OF ^APPORTIONMENT ON TERNS OF SENATORS
TABLE 3g

St a t e

A l l  Senator s  
E l e c t e d  at  
Same Tlrte

Senator s  E l e c t e d  
in St aggered 
Terms

Senator s  Wi 11 b- 
Requi red to Run 
fo r  R ec l e c t i on

Senator s  wi i 1 se 
Al lowed to Serve 
Out Term

Alabama .................. a
A l a s ka  .................. . . . ft » . . .

Ar i zona ............... a
. . .

a .Kansas  ............. a 9

C a l i f o r n i a  . . . . • . . ft . . . f t

Co lo r ado ............... . • • * . . • ft
Connect i c u t . . . . a . .  • . . . . . .

De l awa re ............... ft ft . . .
F l o r i d a  ............... . . . ft ft . . .
Georg i a ............... a . . • . . .
Hawai1.................... ft ft
I daho .................... • ft . • . . . .
t i l t  n o•s ............. *(a) .  .  . . . .

I nd i ana  ............... . . . N.A.
Iowa ....................... >(b)
Kansas .............................................. a

. .  •

Kentucky ................................. f t .  .  . a

Lou i s i an a  ........... 9
. . .

Naine .................... . . . .  .  . . . .

Nary l a n d .................................. 9
. .  •

M a s s a c h u s e t t s . . 9 . . . •  •  .

Mich i gan ............. ft . . . . . .

Minneso ta ............. ft .  .  . . . .

M i s s i s s i p p i . . . . ft .  .  . .  • .

Mis sou r i  ............. n ft
Montana ............... •»(c) a . * •
Nebraska ............. ft •»
Nevaca ..................
New ■'amoshlre.. ft •. •
New Je r s ey  . . . . ft . . .
New hexi  co . . . . ft ft
New York ............. ft . •.
North Caro l i na . ft . . . •. . . . .
North Oaxoca . . ft a •. •
O h i o ....................... ft <»
Oklahoma ............ ft a
Oregon ................. ft a
P ennsy l v an i a  . . ft a
Rhode I s l a n d  . . ft . •.
South Carol  ina. ft . *.
South Dakota . . ft •. •
Tennessee .......... ft a
Texas .................... ft •
U t a h ...................... ft ft . . .
Vermont ............... ft . . .
Vi r g i n i a ............ ft . . .
Washington . . . . ft a

West V I r g i n i a  , . . . f t . . . v

Wiscons i n .......................... . . . ft • %

Wyoming ............... . . . ft a . . .

Key: N.A. •  not a v a l l a b l e  or not  yet det ermined
fa) -  a l l t e r ns  end in
' [ 3) • u n l e s s  2 o r  more incumoents are p l aced in sane d i s t r i c t
(c) • a f t e r  each r eaooo r t ionmen t , l o t s  w i l l  be drawn *or j  the s ena to r s  to s e r ve  an i n i t i a l  2 -year term, 

Suoseguent  e l e c t i o n s  w i l l  be fo r  i*-year t e r n s .

CSC R e a p p o r t i o n n e n t  I n f o r m a t i o n  S e r v i c e Marcn, 1^81



JURISDICTIONS COVERED UNOER SECTION 5 OF THE VOTING RIGHTS ACT
TABLE

St a t e -overage jaie
Covered Staca Coverage va:e

Cove-ed

Alabama............... Novemoer \, 156*4

A la s k a ................. Novemoer 1 . 1572

A r i z o na ............... Novemoer 1 1972

Merced County 
nonterey County 
Yuba County

Novemoer
Novemoer
Novemoer
Novemoer

1. 1972 
\  1972 
1 . 1 5 6 8  
1 . 1963

Co lor ado ............ . . .  El Paso County Novemoer 1. 1972

Connec t i cu t  . . .  Groton Town 
■Mansfield Town 
SouthOury Town

Novemoer
Novemoer
Novemoer

1 . 1963 
l .  >968 
l .  i 9 6 0

“ l o r i  <*h.............
Hardee County 
Hendry County 
Hi 1 1  soorougf 

County 
nonro« County

""wenoer
••ovemoer
Novemoer
Novemoer

Novemoer

’ , ’ 972 
’ 972 

I .  ’972 
1. ’ 972

1. ’ 972

Georg i a ............. St a tewide Novemoer 1 . 1 5 6 L

Hawai i ............... nono!ui  u Countv Novemoer 1, ’ 56-

»i a n o ................. Elmore County Novemoer ’983

Loui s  i a n a . . . . St a t ewide Novemoer ’ 36*.

n a s s a c n u s c t t s .

Hi ch i gun ............

Mississippi... 

New Mamoshl re.

Amnerst Town Novemoer 1, 1568
Ayer Town Novemoer ) , ’ 988
Belener town Novemoer 1, 1583
Bourne Town sovemoe r 1, ’ 963
Harvard Town Novemoer 1, ’ 388
Sandwien Town November ) , ’ 583
Sh i r  l ev  Town Novemoer 1, ’ 58o
Sunder l end Town Novemoer 1, ??63
Grantham Town Novemoer \, ’588

Buena V i s t a Novemoer 1, 1972
Townsh1 p

Clvde Townihio Novemoer *• ’572

Stacewide Novemoer 1, ’ 96*

Antr im Town Nowamoer 1. ’588
Benton Town November 1, ’ 588
M l l l s f  l e l d November 1, ’ 968

Towntn i 0
Newington Town November 1, ’ 983
°inKnams Grant November 1, ’ 563
Rinoge To*n Novemoer ’ 588
Stewart s town Novemoer 1, ’ 965
S t r a t f o r d  Town Novemoer 1 , i?8o
'Jni tv Town Novemoer I . ’ 582

New Yor* Bronx County 
Kings Countv 
New York County

Norm Carol  i na.

Novemoer I ,  IJnB 
November I ,  1 ®6 8  
Novemoer I ,  196»l

Anson County November I , 1 A
Beaufor t  County Novemoer t . :56k
Be r t i e  County Novemoer 1 , 1961*
Bladen County Novemoer 1, IS6 k
Cameen County Novemoer 1 , ’ 96**
Caswel l  County Novemoer 1 . 136*4
Chowan County November 1 , 198*4
Cleve l and Novemoer 1. 136*4

County
Craven Count' November t . 156*.
Cumocrland November I , 136*4

County
Edgecomoe Novemoer 1 , 136*4

County
• ran*I  in County November 1 , ’ 38*4
Gaston Countv November ! t ’ 96*.
Gates Countv November 1 , 15644
Granvi  11 e November 1 , 158*4

Countv
Greene County November 1 , ’ 58*4
Gu i l f o r d  Countv November 1, 156*4
hi  1!fax Countv November 156*4
Mirnt t? County November 1, ’ 96k
n t r t f o r d  County November ’ 58*4
Hoke County Novt-aer 1, 1 9 6 L
•'ICkSOn Countv November 1, ’ 96*4
Lie Countv November 1. >96*4
L i n o i r  Countv November 1. 1 ;6*»
" . i r t l n  County November 1, 156*.
N.isn Countv November 1 . ’ 58*4
Northampton November 1 , * 58*.

Countv
0nsiow Countv November 1, 138*4
Riiscuotanw Novemoer 1, ’ 56*.

Countv
Ri i rauimans November 1. 156*4

Count y
Rurson Countv November 1, 19S6
R; t*. Coup tv Novem-er 1 . ’ 56*.
A'.lbtson Counts Noverber 1, ’ 58*.
*(ic* ingnam November 1, 196*4

County
St.O". l ane Countv November 1, ’ 9 6 *.
Uf. icn Countv November 1, ’ 56*
Vince Countv November 1, 1 9 5 ;
mi s n 1 ngton November 1, 1 9 6 G

Ccuntv
'J|vnt County November 1, *
J l l l O h  County November 1, ’ 58*.

South Ca r o l i n a . .  S t i ’ ewiac November I, ’96*4

South Da ko t a . . . ,  S^nnon Ccuntv November \, ’ 572
Todd County Novemoer I ,  1572

Texas ......................... St a tewide

V i r g i n i a . . .   St a tewide

N ovem oe r  I ,  ’ 96*4 

Novemoer I ,  196*4

Wyoming ............ .. CamtbeM Countv Novemoer I ,  1365

CSG * eao oo r : i o n me n t  I n f o r m a t i o n  S e r v i c e Ka r e n ,  19S ’



TA8LE I*

LEG I SLAT!y£ R£A?PORTICKm£NT DATA PROCESSING ASSISTANCE 

S t a t e  Data P roces s i ng A s s i s t a n c e  Computer Graphi cs

Alabama.............................................  Yes • Un i v e r s i t y  o f  Alabama
A l a s k a ................................................  Yes • Open
A r i z o n a .............................................  Yes * Oataool ,  Phoenix ,  Ar i zona
Ar k an s a s ........................................... Yes * Un i v e r s i t y  o f  Arkansas .  I n c u s t r i a l  Research l  Ex t ens i on Center
C a l i f o r n i a ...................................... Yes - Open
Co lor ado ........................................... Yes * S t a t e  Computer System
Conn e c t i c u t ...................................  Yes • Market Opinion Research
De l aware ........................................... Yes - Unknown
F l o r i d a .............................................  Yes * L e g i s l a t i v e  Data P roce s s i ng  Center
Geo rg i a .............................................. Yes - I n s t i t u t e  o f  Government ,  Un i v e r s i t y  o f  Georgia
H a w a i i . . . ........................................  Unknown
Idaho ..................................................  No
111 i n o i s ........................................... Yes • Open
I n d i a n a .............................................  Yes • Open
lowa .................................................. Yes • Pro f .  Jonn Li 5 t t s c hwa g e r , Un i v e r s i t y  o f  *owa
Kansas ................................................ No
Kentucky ........................................... ves * S t a t e  Data P roce s s i ng
Lo u i s i a n a ........................................  Yes - S t a t e  Pl ann ing O f f i c e
Maine ..................................................  Unknown
Mary l and   Yes • Open
Ma s s a c n u s e t t s ............................... No
M ich i gan ........................................... Yes - Open
Minne so t a ........................................  Yes • APT
M i s s i s s i p p i . . . ............................ Unknown
M i s s o u r i ........................................... Yes • Open
Montana.............................................  Unknown
Nebraska ........................................... Yes * S t a t e  Cent ra l  Data P roc es s i ng
Nevada................................................ Yes - S t a t e  Cent ra l  Data P roce s s i ng
New Hampshi re..............................  No
New J e r s e y ...................................... Yes • Ooen
New Mex i co ...................................... No
New York ........................................... Yes - L e g i s l a t i v e  Adv i so r y  Task Force on Raaobort ionment
North C a r o l i n a .................. . . .  Yes - Open
North Dakota  .................. Yes • Open
Ohio ..................................................... Yes • Open
Oklanoma...........................................  Yes • S t a t e  Oata P roce s s i ng
Oregon................................................ Yes * S t a t e  Oata P roces s i ng
P enn s y l v a n i a ................................. Yes - S t a t e  L e g i s l a t i v e  Oata P roces s i ng Center
Abode I s l a n d ..............................  Unknown
South C a r o l i n a ............................ Yes * S t a t e  Oata P roc es s i ng
South Oakot*................................. No
Tennes see ........................................  No
Texa s    Yes - Synercom Technology,  Inc .
U t ah   Yes • S t a t e  Systems P l ann i ng ;  Wang La oor a t o r i e s  , I nc .
Vermont  Yes * Ooen
V i r g i n i a ...........................................  No
Wash ing ton ...................................... Yes - Open
West V i r g i n i a ..............................  No
W i s c o n s i n   ....................... No
Wyoming............... ....................... No

CSG Reapport ionment  i n f o r * ' l i o n  Ser v i ce -arch ,  1«9''
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A  L E G A L  V I E W  O F  R E A P P O R T I O N M E N T  

A C r o n o l o g y  of S u p r e m e  C o u r t  R e a p p o r t i o n m e n t  

a n d  Vo t i n g  R i g h t s  D e c i s i o n s

C I T Y  OF ROM E  v s . U N I T E D  S T A T E S , 64 L Ed 2nd 119, 100 S Ct. 1548 (1980) (GA - 

Local)

V o t i n g  Rights Act

Sec. 5 of the V o t i n g  R i g h t s  Act was not u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  as e x c e e d i n g  

C o n gress' power u n de r  the F i f t e e n t h  A m e n d m e n t  by p r o h i b i t i n g  v o t i n g  chan g e s 

that h ave only a d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  effect; the Act, instead, b e i n g  an a p p r o p r i a t e  

means for c a r r y i n g  out C o n g r e s s '  power, u n d e r  Sec. 2 of the F i f t e e n t h  

A m e n d m e n t  to e n f o r c e  the A m e n d m e n t ' s  C o m m a n d  that the right of U n i t e d  States 

c i t i z e n s  to v o t e  s hall not be de ni e d  or a b r i d g e d  o n  a c c o u n t  of race, and the 

Act be i n g  c o n s o n a n t  w i t h  all p r o v i s i o n s  of the C o n s t i t u t i o n .

C I T Y  OF M O B I L E  v s . B O L D E N , 64 L Ed 2nd 47, 100 S. Ct. 1491 (1980) (AL - 

Local

The city's a t - l a r g e  e l e c t o r a l  s y s t e m  for cit y  c o m m i s s i o n e r s  did not viol a t e  

14th and 15th A m e n d m e n t s  and did not warr a n t  r e p l a c i n g  w ith a m a y o r  c o u n ci l  

government.

Votl lg Rights Act

1. Since N e g r o e s in the ci t y  r e g i s t e r e d  and v oted w i t h o u t  h i n d e ra n c e ,  the 

court erred in h o l d i n g  that the 15th A m e n d m e n t  was v i o l a t e d  by the a t - l a r g e  

vot in g  practice,* s ince the 15th A m e n d m e n t  does not e nt a i l  the right to hav e  

N egro candi d a t es  e l ected, but p r o h ib i t s  only p u r p o s e f u l l y  d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  

d e n i a l  or a b r i d g e m e n t  by the g o v e r n m e n t  of the f r e e d o m  to vot e  on accou n t  of 

race, color, or p re v i o u s  c o n d i t i o n  of servitude.

2. The courts b e l o w  ha d  er r e d  in r u l i n g  that the 14th A m e n d m e n t  was v i o l a t e d  

by the a t - la r g e  v o t i n g  practice, since there can be no v i o l a t i o n  of the 14th 

A m e n d m e n t ' s  e qu a l  p r o t e c t i o n  cla u s e  in regard to ra c ia l  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  in 

vo t i n g  if there is no p u r p o s e f u l  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  in voting, and the ev i d e n c e  in 

the case at bar fell short of s h o w i n g  that the a t - l a r g e  v o t i n g  p r a c t i c e  was a 

purpo s e f u l  d e v i c e  to furt h e r  racial d i s c r i m i n a t i o n .

M I S S I S S I P P I  v s . U N I T E D  S T A T E S , 444 U.S. 1050  62 L Ed 2nd 739 (1980) (MS - 

Leg)

Vot in g  Rights Act

The st a tu t o r y  plan e n a c t e d  in 1978 had the i m p e r m i s s i b l e  eff e c t  of d i lu t i n g  

b lack vo ti n g  strength.
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N E V E T T  v s . S I D E S , 571 F 2nd 209 (1979) (5th Cir. 1979) (AL - Loc a l)

U.S. Court of A p p e a l s  A t - L a r g e  E l e c t i o n s .

C L A R K  v s . M A R E N G O  C O U N T Y , 469 F Supp. 1150 (1979) (AL - L o c a l )

A t - L a r g e  D i s t r i c t s

A t - l a r g e  sc h e m e  for e l e c t i o n s  of m e m b e r s  of C o u n t y  C o m m i s s i o n  an d  C o u n t y  Board 

of E d u c a t i o n  c a n n o t  be h e l d  to be per se u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .

C O N N O R  v s . F I N C H , 469 F Supp. 693 (1979) (MS - Leg)

L e g i s l a t i v e  r e a p p o r t i o n m e n t  p r o m u l g a t e d .  D i s t r i c t s  wer e  d r a w n  u s i n g  federal 

ce n s u s  p opulation, p e r c e n t  v a riance, perce n t  b l a c k  p o p u l a t i on ,  p e r c e nt  black 

voting age p o p u l a t i o n.

D O U G H E R T Y  C O U N T Y  B O A R D  OF E D U C A T I O N  v s . W H I T E , 439 U.S. 32 (1978) (GA - Leg) 

E m p l oy e e  r e qu i r e d  to ta k e  a leave of a b s e n c e  to run for s t a t e  L e g i s l a t u r e .  

Voting Rights Ac t

Sec. 5 of the V o t i n g  R i g h t s  Act mus t  be g i v e n the b r o a d e s t  p o s s i b l e  scope, 

e n c o m p a s s i n g  the s u b t l e  as well as the o b v i o u s  forms of d i s c r i m i n a t i o n .

W I S E  v s . L I P S C O M B , 437 U.S. 535 (1978) (TX - Local).

1. When the D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  i n v a l i d a t e d  the p r o v i s i o n s  of the Da l la s  c it y  

c h a r t e r  m a n d a t i n g  C o u n c i l  elec t i o n s ,  the c i t y  had the d u t y  to d e v i s e  a 

s u b s t it u t e  plan r a t h e r  than to leave the m a t t e r  to the D i s t r i c t  Court.

2. No reason e x i s t e d  w h y  the D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  wa s  not e n t i t l e d  to c o n s i d e r  the 

City C o u n c i l' s  s u b s t i t u t e  p lan u n d e r  the p r i n c i p l e s  a p p l i c a b l e  to 

l e g i s l a t i v e l y  a d o p t e d  r e a p p o r t i o n m e n t  plans.
\

3. The Co u n ci l ' s  o r d i n a n c e  should not be r e g a r d e d  as a c o u r t - o r d e r e d  pla n 

subj e c t  to a l evel of s c r u t i n y  m o r e  s t r i n g e n t  than r e q u i r e d  by the 

Constitution.

A d d i t i o n a l  O p i n i o n  - R e n q u i s t ,  Burger, Stewart, P o w e l l

The case at bar d i d  not present, and the court did not decide, the q u e s t i o n  

w h e t h e r  the us e  of multimeraber d i s t r i c t s  for c it y  g o v e r n m e n t s  was 

u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  as d i l u t i n g  the v o t i n g  s t r e n g t h  of racial g r o u p s .
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U N I T E D  STATES v s . B O A R D  OF C O M M I S S I O N E R S  OF S H E F F I E L D , 435 U.S. 110 (1978)

(AL - Vote)

V o t i ng  Ri g h t s Act

Sec. 5 a p p l i e d  to all e n t i t i e s  having power over a n y  a s p e c t  of the el e c t o r a l  

process w i t h i n  c o v e r e d  ju r is d i c t i o n s,  not only to c o u n t i e s  or to w h a t e v e r  

units of s tate g o v e r n m e n t  p e r f o r m e d the fu n c t i o n  as r e g i s t e r i n g  vo t e rs  and, 

therefore, Sec. 5 r e q u i r e d  the city to ob t a in  p r e c l e a r a n c e  of a v o t i n g  ch a n ge  
e v e n  though it h a d  n e v e r  c o n d u c t e d  v oter r e g i s t ra t i o n .

U N I T E D  J E W I S H  O R G A N I Z A T I O N S  OF W I L L I A M S B U R G , I N C . v s . C A R E Y , 4 3 0  U.S. 144 

(1977) (NY - Leg)

Voting Ri gh t s  Act

T h e  H a s id i c  J e w i s h  c o m m u n i t y  sued, a l l e g i n g  that the s t a t e ' s  use of racial 

c r i t er i a  a n d  q u o t a s  in d e v e l o p i n g  a r e d i s t r i c t i n g  pla n  a c c e p t a b l e  to the U.S. 

J usti c e  D e p a r t m e n t ,  (65% n o n - w h i t e  p o p u l a t i o n  m a j o r i t y )  v i o l a t e d  their rights. 

T he U.S. S u p r e m e  co u r t  u p h e l d  a d i s mi s s a l  of their suit.

M O R R IS  v s . G R E S S E T T E , 4 3 2  U.S. 491 (1977) (SC - L e g  - Senate)

Vo t i n g  Ri g h t s  Act

Is the US A G 's  d e c i s i o n  not to object to a cove r e d  s t a t e ' s  p r o p o s e d  ch a n g e  in 

its laws, s u b m i t t e d  for his c o n s i d e r a t i o n  u n de r  Sec. 5, s u b j e c t  to judicial 

review?

1. W hen the A t t o r n e y  G e n e r a l  failed to i n t e r p os e  a ti m e l y  objec t io n ,  a federal 

D istrict Court did not h a v e  j u ri s d i c t i o n  to re v i e w  the A t t o r n e y  G e n e r a l s '  

a c t i o n  u n d er  Sec. 5.

2. C o m p li a n c e  wi t h  Sec. 5 is m e a s u r e d  solely by the a b s e n c e  of a timely 

o b j e c t i o n  by the A t t o r n e y  General.

BRIS C O E  v s . B E L L  (1977), 432 US 404 (TX - Vote)

V oting Rights Act

1. Under Sec. 4(b) of the Act, j u dicial re v i e w  of c o v e r a g e  d e t e r m i n a t i o n s  by 

the A t t orney G e n e r a l  and the d i r e c t o r  of the ce n s us  was 'Absolutely barred, the 

only p r ocedure a v a i l a b l e  to T e x as  b eing a "bailout" suit u n d e r  Sec. 4(a) to 
seek t e r m i n a t i o n  cov e r a g e.

2. In e n a c t i n g  Sec. 4(b), C o ng r e s s  a cted w i t h i n  its " p o w e r  to e n f o r c e  the 

fourteenth a n d f i f t e e n t h  a m e n d m e n t s  by a p p r o p r i a t e  l e g i s l a t i o n . "
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C O N N O R  v s . F I N C H  (1977), 431 US 407 (MS - Leg).

P o p u l a t i o n  V a r i a n c e

1. T h e  D i s t r i c t  C o u r t ' s  r e a p p o r t i o n m e n t  p l a n  u n d e r  w h i c h  t h e r e  wer e  m a xi m u m  

p o p u l a t i o n  d e v i a t i o n s  of 1 6.5% in the S e n a t e  d i s t r i c t s  and 1 9 . 3 %  in the House 

d i s t r i c t s  w e r e  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l ,  and such a d e p a r t u r e  from c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  

r e q u i r e m e n t s  was not j u s t i f i e d  as r e f l e c t i n g  d e f e r e n c e  to the state's historic 

r e s p e c t  for the i n t e g r i t y  of c o u n t y  b o u n d a r i e s  e s p e c i a l l y  w h e r e

(a) the c ourt had  failed to i d e n t i f y  any u n i q u e  f e a t u r e s  of the state 

p o l i t i c a l  s t r u c t u r e  to s u p p o r t  the plan's m o r e  than de m i n i m u s  variations,

(b) the c ourt ha d  b e e n  p r e s e n t e d  with a m o r e  s t a t i s t i c a l l y  a c c e p t a b l e  plan 
w h i c h  f r a g m e n t e d  fewer c o u n t y  boundaries.

V o t i n g  D il u t i o n

2. W i t h  resp e c t  to c h a l l e n g e s  of the plan i m p e r m i s s i b l y  d i l u t i n g  Negro voting 

s t rength, the c o u r t  s h o u l d  e it h e r  dr a w  l e g i s l a t i v e  d i s t r i c t s  that would be 

r e a s o n a b l y  c o n t i g u o u s  and compact, so as to e l i m i n a t e  s u s p i c i o n s  that N egro 

v o t i n g  s t r e n g t h  was b e i n g  i m p e r m is s i b l y  d i l u t e d  or e x p l a i n  p r e c i se l y  why in a 

p a r t i c u l a r  i n s t a n c e  suc h  a g oal could not be a c c o m p l i s h e d .

K I R K S E Y  v s . B O A R D  OF S U P E R V I S O R S  OF HINDS C O U N T Y , MS (1977), 54 F 2nd 139 

(Court of A p p e a l s )  (MS - Local).

R e d i s t r i c t i n g  plan is c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y  i m p e r m i s s i b l e  as r a c i a l l y  

d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  if it Is r a c i a l ly  m o t i v a t e d  g e r r y m a n d e r  or if it perpetuates 

e x i s t a n t  d e n i a l  of a c c e s s  by racial m i n o r i t y  to p o l i t i c a l  process. The court 

o r d e r e d  a plan of v o t i n g  d i s t r i c t s  for e l e c t i o n  of c o u n t y  o f f i c i a l s  by single 

m e m b e r  distr i ct s .

B E E R  v s . U N I T E D  S T A T E S , 425 U.S. 130 (1976) (LA - Local)

M u l t i m e m b e r  d i s t r i c t s

S i n c e  the two a t - l a r g e  c it y  c o u n c i l m a n i c  seats, h a v i n g  e x i s t e d  since 1954, 

c o u l d  not be r e v i e w e d  in a p r o c ee d i n g  to o b t a i n  a p p r o v a l  for the 

r e a p p o r t i o n m e n t  plan u n d e r  Sec. 5 of the V o t i n g  R i g h t s  Act, the plan could 

not be r e j e c t ed  s o l e l y  b e c a u s e  it did not e l i m i n a t e  the two a t - l a r g e  seats.

V o t i n g  Rights Act

The plan did not h a v e  the effect of d e ny i n g  or a b r i d g i n g  the right to vote on 

a c c o u n t  of race or c o l o r  u n d e r  Sec. 5 since u nder a prior plan, none of the 

five c o u n c i l m a n i c  d i s t r i c t s  had a clear N e g r o  m a j o r i t y  of r e g i s t e r e d  voters 

and no Negro h a d  bee n e l e c t e d  to the City C o u n c i l  but, u n d er  the plan for 

w h i c h  appro va l  ha d  b e e n  sought, Negroes w o u l d  c o n s t i t u t e  a m a j o r i t y  of the
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C O N N O R  v s . W A L L E R , 421 U.S. 656 (1975) (MS -  Leg)

V o t i n g  R i g h t s  Act

T h r e e  judge panel, s i t t i n g  for the U.S. D i s t r i c t  Court for the S o u t h e r n  

D i s t r i c t  of M i s s i s s i p p i ,  e r r e d  in ruling the M i s s i s s i p p i  s t a t u t e s  

r e a p p o r t i o n i n g  the state l e g i s l a t u r e  w ere no t  l e g i s l a t i v e  e n a c t m e n t s  subject 

to f e d e r a l  a p p r o v a l  p u r s u a n t  to Sec. 5 of the V o t i n g  Ri g h t s  Act.

C H A P M A N  v s . M E I E R , 420 U.S. 1 (1975) (ND -  L e g - Sen)

P o p u l a t i o n  V ar i a n c e

A p o p u l a t i o n  v a r i a n c e  of 20.14% between the largest and s m a l l e s t  Se n at e  

d i s t r i c t  c o u l d  not be j u s t i f i e d  on the g r o u n d s  of a b s e n c e  of e l e c t o r a l l y  

v i c t i m i z e d  m i n o r i t i e s ,  the s t a t e 's  sparse p opulation, the d i v i s i o n  of the 

s tate by a r i v e r  or the g oal of obs e r v i n g  g e o g r a p h i c a l  and p o l i t i c a l  

b o u n da r i e s ,  since none of such factors had b e e n  e x p l i c i t l y  s h o w n  to 

n e c e s s i t a t e  the s u b s t a n t i a l  popul a t i o n  d e v i a t i o n  ...

M u l t i m e m b e r  Di s t r i c t s

A b s e n t  p e r s u a s i v e  j u s t i f ic a t i o n ,  a federal c o u r t ' s  r e a p p o r t i o n m e n t  plan for a 

state l e g i s l a t u r e  should a v o i d use of multiraember districts, and sho u l d  

o r d i n a r i l y  a c h i e v e  the goa l  of p o pulation e q u a l i t y  w ith .little m o r e  than de 

m i n i m i s  v a riation.

T A Y L O R  v s . M C K E I T H E N , 499 F 2nd 893 (1974) (LA - Leg)

Long h i s t o r y  and c o n t i n u i n g  v i t a l i t y  of w a r ds  in voting d i s t r i c t s  in New 

O r l e a n s  e n t i t l e d  ward b o u n d a r i e s  to respect in draw i ng  d i s t r i c t  lines.

C o n s t i t u t i o n  e x t e n d s  e qual p r o t e c t i on  of the laws to people, not to interests.

W H I T E  v s . R E G I S T E R , 412 U.S. 755 (1973) (TX - Leg - House)

P o p u l a t i o n  V a r i a n c e

H ouse d i s t r i c t s  of 71,597 to 78,943 or 9.9% o v e r a l l  d e v i a t i o n  plan upheld. 

M u l t i m e m b e r  D i stricts

The c o u r t  i n v al i d a t e d  the use of two large m u l t i m e m b e r  d i s t r i c t s  in two 

m e t r o p o l i t a n  co u n t i e s  b e c a u s e  the Black and Chic a n o  c o m m u n i t i e s  had bee n  

" e f f e c t i v e l y  e x c l u d e d  from p a rt i c i p a t i o n  in the D e m o c r a t i c  prim a r y  selection 

p r o c e s s " .
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p o p u la t i o n  in two of the five d i s t r i c t s  and a c l e a r  m a j o r i t y  of the r e g i s t e r e d  

voters in one of them, m a k i n g  it p r e d i c t a b l e  that at l east one and p e r h a p s  two 

Negroes could be e l e c t e d  to C i t y  Council. A n  i m p e r m i s s i b l e  ef f e c t  is c r e a t e d  

w h e n ev e r  a r e a p p o r t i o n m e n t  pla n  has the ef fe c t  of d i l u t i n g  e x i s t i n g  b l a c k  

voting strength.

EAST C A R R O L L  P A R I S H  S C H O O L  B O A R D  vs. MAR S H A L L ,  42 4  U.S. 636 (1976) ( L A  - 

Local)

M u l L i m e m b e r  d i s t r i c t s

The S u pr e m e  C o u r t ' s  p r e f e r e n c e  for s i n g l e - m e m b e r  d i s t r i c t s  in court o r d e r e d  

a p p o r t i o n m e nt  plans is e x t e n d e d  to d i s t r i c t s  in a local j u r i s d i c t i o n .  The 

pr e c l e a r a n c e  p r o c e d u r e s  of Sec. 5 of the V o t i n g  R i g h t s  Act w e r e - n o t  a p p l i c a b l e  

when a D i s t r i c t  Court a d o p t e d  a r e a p p o r t i o n m e n t  plan s u b m i t t e d  to it by a 

local l e g i s l a t i v e  body that was covered by the Act.

Mc G I L L  v s . G A D S D E N  C O U N T Y  C O M M I S S I O N , 535 F 2nd 277 (1976) (FL - Local) (Court 

of Appeals)

At L arge D i s tr i c t s

P l a i n ti f f  failed to e s t a b l i s h  that a t - l a r g e  vo t i n g  sc h e m e  used to e lect 

members of C o u n t y  C o m m i s s i o n  d i l u te d  b l a c k  v o t i n g  strength.

W HITE v s . R E G I S T E R , 422 U.S. 935 (1975) (TX - Leg). ( F o l l o w - o n  c a s e  to W h i t e  

v. W e i s e r .)

The T e x as  L e g i s l a t u r e  a d o p t e d  a single m e m b e r  r e d i s t r i c t i n g  p l a n  for the 

m u l t i m e m b e r d i s t r i c t s  at q u e s t i o n  s u b s e q u e n t to W H I T E  v s . R E G I S T E R . On d ir e c t  

appeal, the U.S. Supr e m e  C o u r t  vacated the D i s t r i c t  Court j u d g m e n t  and 

remanded the case for further co n s i d e r at i o n .

CITY OF R I C H M O N D , V I R G I N I A  v s . UN I T E D  S T A T E S , 422 U.S. 358 (1975) (VA - 

Local)

Voting Rights Act

The effect of a n n e x a t i o n  did not d eny or a b r i d g e  the N e g r o e s '  r i g h t  to v o t e  in 

the p o s t a n n c x a t i o n  c o m m u ni t y ,  since the fa ir l y  d e s i g n e d  w a r d  plan a f f o r d e d  

them r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  r e a s o n a b l y  e q u i v a l e n t  to t heir p o l i t i c a l  s t r e n g t h  in the 

enlarged c ommunity.
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M u l t i m e m b e r  D i s t r i c t s , R a c i a l  D i s c r i m i n a t i o n

f

In o rder to s u s t a i n  a c l a i m  that raultimember l e g i s l a t i v e  d i s t r i c t s  are b eing 

u sed i n d i v i d i o u s l y  to ca n c e l  out or m i n i m i z e  the vo t i n g  s t r e n g t h  of ra c i a l  

groups, it is not enou g h  to s h o w  that the racial g roup a l l e g e d l y  d i s c r i m i n a t e d  

a g a i n s t  has not ha d  l e g i s l a t i v e  seats in p r o p o r t i o n  to its voting p otential. 

E v i d e n c e  mus t  be p r o d u c ed  to support f in dings that the p o l i t i c a l  p r o c es s e s  

l eadi n g  to n o m i n a t i o n  and e l e c t i o n  were not e q u a l l y  open to p a r t i c i p a t i o n  by 

the group in q u e s t i o n  - that its m e m b er s  had less o p p o r t u n i t y  than did o t h e r  

residents in the d i s t r i c t  to p a r t i c i p a t e  in the p o l i t i c a l  p r o c e s s e s  and to 
elect l e g i s l a t o r s  of their choice.

G A F F N E Y  v s . C U M M I N G S , 412 U.S. 735 (1973) ( C T  - Leg)

P o p u l a t i o n  V a r i a n c e

S enate 83,441 to 84,973; total 1.81%

House 19,297 to 20,870; or 7.83%.

Plan upheld.

P a r t i s a n  G e r r y m a n d e r i n g

T h e  plan was b a s e d  on a " p o l i t i c a l  fairness" principle, w h i c h  was d e s i g n e d  to 

reflect the r el a t i v e  s t r e n g t h  of the m a j o r  p o l i ti c a l  parties, by c r e a t i n g  a 

c e r t a i n  number "safe" of "safe" d i s t r i c t s  for each p ar t y  and  a c e r t a i n  

num be r  of "swing" d i s t r i c ts .

Court H o l dings

M i n o r  d e v i a t i o n s  from m a t h e m a t i c a l  e q u a l i t y  a m o n g  state l e g i s l a t i v e  d i s t r i c t s  

are i n su f f i c i e n t  to make out a prima facie cas e of in v i d i ou s  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  

under the E q u a l  P r o t e c t i o n  Clause.

The p o p u l a t io n  v a r i a t i o n s  in this case are so m i n o r the s t a t e  need not justi f y  

them.

Th e  pr i n c i p l e of "polit'.ca f a i rness" is not i n v i d i o u s l y  d i s c r i m i n a t o r y .

C o n g r e s s i o n a l  d i s t r i c t s  are to be judged by s t r i c t e r  d e m i n i m u s  sta n d a r d s  than 

are state l e g i s l a t i v e  d i s t r ic t s .

G E O R G I A  v s . U N I T E D  S T A T E S , 411 U.S. 526 (1973) (GA - Leg)

V o t i ng  Rights Act

State r e a p p o r t i o n m e n t  plans are s p e c i f i c a l l y  i n c l u d e d  in Sec. 5 p r e c l e a r a n c e  

requirements. D e s p i te  the lac k of any a f f i r m a t i v e  f i n d i n g  by the A t t o r n e y
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G e n e r a l  to the e f f e c t  that the r e a p p o r t i o n m e n t  plan had a r a c i a l l y  

d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  p u r p o s e  or effect, the A t t o r n e y  G e n e r a l  h a d  p r o p e r l y  

p r o m u l g a t e d  and a p p l i e d  a r e g u l a t i o n  s t a t i n g  that the b u r d e n  of proof was on 

the s u b m i t t i n g  party, and that the A t t o r n e y  G e n e r a l  w o u l d  r e f r a i n  from 

o b j e c t i n g  o n l y  if his r e v i e w  of the m a t e r i a l  s u b m i t t e d  s a t i s f i e d  h i m  that the 

p r o p o s a l  ch a n g e  d i d  not h a v e  a r a c i a l l y  d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  p u r p o s e  or effect.

M A H A N  v s . H O W E L L , 41 0  U.S. 315 (1973) (V A  - Leg)

P o p u l a t i o n  V a r i a n c e

L e g i s l a t i v e  r e d i s t r i c t i n g  p lans are not to be jud g e d  by the m o r e  s t ringent 

s t a n d a rd s  a p p l i c a b l e  to C o n g r e s s i o n a l  r e a p p o r t i o n m e n t ,  but jud g e d  agai n s t  

E q u a l  P r o t e c t i o n  Clausa.

S o m e  d i v e r g e n c e s  f r o m  a strict p o p u l a t i o n  s t a nd a r d  are c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y  

p e r m i s s i b l e  w i t h  r e s p e c t  to the a p p o r t i o n m e n t  of seats i n  e i t h e r  or bot h 

h o u s e s  of a b i c a m e r a l  state leg is l a t u r e ,  w h e r e  such d i v e r g e n c e s  are based on 

l e g i t i m a t e c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  i n c i d e n t  to the e f f e c t u a t i o n  of a r a t i o n a l  state 

policy.

M a i n t e n a n c e  of p o l i t i c a l  s u b d i v i s i o n  l ines in the a p p o r t i o n m e n t  of le g is l a t i v e  

s eats is not an i r r a t i o n a l  s tate policy; t h o u g h  such a policy, h o w e v e r  

r ational, c a n n o t  be p e r m i t t e d  to e m a s c u l a t e  the g oal of s u b s t a n t i a l  e q u a l i t y  

of r e p r e s e n t a t i o n .

T e s t e d  by such s t an d a r d s ,  the p o p u l a t i o n  d i s p a r i t i e s  a m o n g  the H o u s e  dis t ri c t s  

c r e a t e d  by the V i r g i n i a  G e n e r a l  A s s e m b l y  (+6 . 8 %  to - 9 . 6 %  or 1 6 . 4 %  o v e rall), 

though a p p r o a c h i n g  t o l e r a b l e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  limits, do not e x c e e d  them.

W H I T E  v s . W E I S E R , 412 U.S. 783 (1973) (TX - Cong)

P o p u l a t i o n  V a r i a n c e

4 5 8 , 5 81  to 4 7 7 , 8 5 6  for a sp r e a d  of 4 .1% is u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  (2.43% & 1.70% 

a v e r a g e  d e v i a t i o n  a m o n g  d i s t r ic t s ;  .745% or 3,421 pers o n s ) .

A l t h o u g h  the p e r c e n t a g e  d e v i a t i o n  in the l e g i s l a t i v e  pl a n  are s m a l l e r  than 

those in K i r k p a t r i c k  & W e l l s , they were not " u n a v o i d a b l e” and the dis t r i c t s  

w er e  not as m a t h e m a t i c a l l y  e q u a l as r e a s o n a b l y  possible.

A v o i d a b l e  v a r i a t i o n s  must, if possible, be avoided.

P a r t i s a n  G e r r y m a n d e r i n g

T h e  drawi n g  of d i s t r i c t  b o u n d a r i e s ,  in a wa y  that m i n i m i z e s  the nu m b e r  of 

c o n tests b e t w e e n  pres e nt  incumbents, does not of itself e s t a b l i s h  

i n v i d i o u s n e s s .
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G O I N E S  v s . H E I S K E L L , 362 F Supp. 313 (1973) (WV Leg  - House) (U.S. D i s t r i c t  

Court)

P o p u l a t i o n  D e v i a t i o n

16.179 m a x i m u m  p e r c e n t a g e  p o p u l a t i o n  v a r i a n c e  a m o n g  the d e l e g a t e  d i s t r i c t s  was 

t o l e r a bl e  and a c c e p t a b l e ,  a n d  did not v i o l a t e  "one m a n  - one v o t e”.

M u l t i m e m b e r  D i s t r i c t s

S t a t ut  a p p o r t i o n i n g  m e m b e r s h i p  in H o u s e  of D e l e g a t e s  of the W e s t  V i r g i n i a  

L e g i s l a t u r e  d i d  not a r b i t r a r i l y  d i s c r i m i n a t e  a g a i n s t  some vo t e r s and favor 

o t h e r s  in c r e a t i n g  m u l t i m e m b e r  d i stricts.

6 7 T H  M I N N E S O T A  S T A T E  S E N A T E  v s . B E E N S , 406 U.S. 187 (1972) (MN - Leg)

Federal Court I n t e r v e n t i o n ;

I n s o f a r  as p o s sible, a fe d e r a l  court in r e a p p o r t i o n i n g  a s tate l e g i s l a t u r e  

s h o u ld  a c c o m m o d a t e  the r e l i e f  o r d e r e d  to the a p p r o p r i a t e  p r o v i s i o n s  of state 

c o n s t i t u t i o n s  a nd  state s t a t u t e s  r e l a t i n g  to the l e g i s l a t u r e ' s  size.

In a fede r al  d i s t r i c t  c o u r t  a c t i o n  for r e a p p o r t i o n m e n t  of a s t a t e ' s  

l eg i s l a t ur e ,  a c o u r t - i m p o s e d  m i n o r  v a r i a t i o n  f r o m  the s t a t e ' s  p r e s c r i b e d  

figures as to the p r o p e r  size of the l e g i s l a t ur e ,  is p e r m i s s i b l e  w h e n  the 

c h a n g e  is s h o w n  to be n e c e s s a r y  to meet c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  r e qu i r e m e n t s ;  but 

c u t t i n g  a s t a t e  Se n a t e ' s  siz e  al m o s t  in hal f and the H o u s e  size by n e a r l y  1/4 

is more  than a m e r e  m i n o r v ar i a t i o n .

C O N N O R  v s . W I L L I A M S , 404 U.S. 449 (1972) (MS - Leg)

M u l t i m e m b e r  D i s t r i c t s

T h e  S up r e m e  C o u r t  a f f i r m e d  its p r e f e r e n c e  for an e m p h a s i s  upon s i n g l e - m e m b e r  

d i s t r i c t s  in c o u r t - o r d e r e d  reapport! minent plans.

A B A T E  v s . H U N D T , 403 U.S. 182 (1971) (N Y  - Local)

P o p u l a t i o n  V a r i a n c e  ^

P o p u l a t i o n  v a r i a n c e s  of 11, 57 7  to 13,0 2 0  or + 4 . 8 %  to -7.1%, or total of U . 9 % ,  

are c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y  p e r m i s s i b l e  in light of the ab s e n c e  of a b u i l t - i n  bias 
tending to f a v o r  any  p a r t i c u l a r  area or i nt erest and the l o n g s t a n d i n g  local 

g o v e r n m e n t a l  s t r u c t u r e s  in w h i c h  the towns and the c o u n t y  wo rk e d  in close 

c o o p e r a t i o n  to p r o v i d e  o v e r l a p p i n g  pub l i c  services.
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W H I T C O M B  v s . C H A V I S , 403 U.S. 124 (1971) (I N - Leg)

P o p u l a t i o n  V a r i a n c e  

M u l t i m e m b e r  d i s t r i c t s

T h e  use of multimeraber state l e g i s l a t i v e  d i s t r i c t s  is not per se 

u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  u nder the E qu a l  P r o t e c t i o n  Clause, but Is s u b j e c t  to 

c h a l l e n g e  w h e r e  c i r c u m s t a n c e s  of a p a r t i c u l a r  cas e  m a y  o p e r a t e  to m i n i m i z e  or 

c a n c e l  out the v o t i n g  s t r e n g t h  of ra c i a l  o r  p o l i t i c a l  e l e m e n t s  of the v o t i n g  
p o D u la t i o n .

R a c i a l  D i s c r i m i n a t i o n

M i n o r i t i e s  are not ipso f acto a n d  per s e , e n t i t l e d  to r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  in 

p r o p o r t i o n  to n u m b e r  or to r e l i e f  e v e n  in multimeraber d i s t ri c t s ,  b as e d  o n l y  on 

the fact of their racial or p o l i t i c a l  m i n o r i t y .

E L Y  v s . K L A H R , 403 U.S. 108 (1971) (AZ - Leg)

P o p u l a t i o n  Base

The use of v oter r e g i s t r a t i o n  as a b asis is a l l o w a b l e  o n l y  if it p r o d u c e s a 

" d i s t r i b u t i o n  of l e g i s l a t o r s  not s u b s t a n t i a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  from tha • w h i c h  w ould 

h a v e  r e s u l te d  f r o m  the use of a p e r m i s s i b l e  p o p u l a t i o n  b a s i s”.

P a r t i s a n  G e r r y m a n d e r i n g

Plan tried to insure inter a l i a , that no i n c u m b e n t  w o ul d  run for r e - e l e c t i o n  

a g a i n s t  a n o th e r  incum b e n t . C ourt held that "the i n c u m b e n c y  fa c t or  has no 

place in any r e a p p o r t i o n m e n t  or r ed i s t r i c t i n g " ,  and found " i n a p p o s i t e "  the 

c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of p arty s t r e n g t h s  as a factor.

C O N N O R  v s . J O H N S O N , 4 0 2  U.S. 690 (1971) (MS - Leg)

M u l t i m e m b e r  Dis t r i c t s

W h e n  U.S. D i s t r i c t  C o u r t s  are forced to fashion s ta t e  l e g i s l a t i v e  

a p p o r t i o n m e n t  plans, " s i n g l e - m e m b e r  d i s t r i c t s  are, as a g e n e r a l  matter, 

p r e f e r a b l e  to l arge multimeraber d i s t r i c t s " .

P ERKI N S  v s . M A T T H E W S , 400 U.S. 379 (1971) (MS - Local)

V o t i n g  Rights Act

Definitional refinement of Sec. 5.
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Any ch a ng e  in e l e c t i o n  procedure, no ma t t e r  h o w  small, is s u b j e c t  to Sec. 5 

s crutiny.

The local d i s t r i c t  courts do not have  j u r i s d i c t i on  to r e v i e w  Sec. 5 cases; 

o nl y  the U.S. A t t o r n e y  G e n e r a l and the U.S. D i s t r ic t  Court for the D i s t ri c t  of 

C o l u m b i a  m a y  r e v i e w  these cases.

O R E G O N  v s . M I T C H E L L , 400 U.S. 112 (1970) (OR - Elec t i o ns )

Fe d e r a l l y  i m p os e d  v o t i n g  e l i g i b i l i t y  r e quirements:

Congress has the right to e s t a b l i s h  natio n a l  sta n d a r d s  for v o t i n g  e l i g i b i l i t y  

in federal e l e ct i o n s .

T h e  p r o v i s io n  l o w e r i n g  the m i n i m u m  voting age from 21 to 18 wa s  valid as 

a p p l i e d  to f e d e r a l  elections.

Co n g r e s s  c ould not lower the vo t i n g  age from 21 to 18 in s tate and local 

elections.

The pr o v i s i o n  s u s p e n d i n g  the use of l it eracy tests for both fede r a l  e l e c t i o n s  

and state and l ocal ele c t io n s  is valid.

Provi s i o n s  p e r t a i n i n g  to r e s i d e n c y  requ i r e m e n ts  and a b s e n t e e  r e g i s t r a t i o n  and 

vo t i n g  in a p r e s i d e n t i a l  and vice p r e si d e n t i a l  e l e c t i o n  are valid.

H A D L E Y  v s . J U N I O R  C O L L E G E  D I S T R I C T , 397 U.S. 50 (1970) (M0 - Local) 

P o p u la t i o n  V a r i a n c e

Po p u l a t i o n  e q u a l i t y  is ne c e s s a r y  in a c o n s o l i d a te d  ju n i o r  c o l l e g e  d i st r i c t  

from which t r u s t e e s  are elected.

G A S T O N  CO U N T Y  v s . U N I T E D  S T A T E 'S, 395 U.S. 285 (1969) (NC - Local)

Vo t i n g  Rights Act

The D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  could p r o perly c o n s i d e r  the c o u nty's p r a c t i c e  of 

e d u c at i o n a l  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  in d e t e r m i n i n g  w h et h e r  its l it e r a c y  test had the 

effect of d i s c r i m i n a t o r i l y  d e n y i n g  the franchise.

It was not c l e a r l y  e r r on e o u s  for the District Court to c o n c l u d e  that the 

c o u n t y  had not met the bu rd e n  of prov in g  that the e d u c a t i o n  it p ro vided had no 

such d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  effect.

Adult Negroes who had received in f e r i o r  edu c a t i o n w e r e  d i s c r i m i n a t o r i l y  

af f e c t e d  by the use of this l i t e r a c y test, despite impa r t i a l  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  of
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the v o t i n g  r e g i s t r a t i o n  law  a n d  recent p r o g r es s  t o w a r d  e q u a l i z i n g  and 

i n t e g r a t i n g  the c o u n t y ' s  school system. E d u c a t i o n a l  levels c a n  have some 
ef f e c t  on the v o t i n g  r e g u l a t i o n s  u n d e r  Sec. 5.

M O O R E  v s . O G I L V I E , 394 U.S. 814 (1969) (IL - E l e c t i o n s )

E l e c t i o n  N o m i n a t i o n  P r o c e d u r e s

A  s ta t e  s t a t u t e  p r o v i d i n g  that the 2 5, 0 0 0  or m o r e  s i g n a t u r e s  of qua li f i e d  

vo t er s  p r e s c r i b e d  for n o m i n a t i n g  p e t i t io n s  of i n d e p e n d e n t  c a n d i d a t e s  for 

o f f i c e s  Lo be f i l l e d  by v o t e r s  at large mus t  I n c l u d e  the s i g n a t u r e s  of 200 

q u a l i f i e d  v o t e r s  f r o m  e a c h  of at least 50 of the 102 c o u n t i e s  in the state: 

n o t w i t h s t a n d i n g  that it was d e s i g n e d  to r e q u i r e  a s t a t e w i d e  s u p p o r t  for 

l a u n c h i n g  a n e w  p o l i t i c a l  p a r ty  rather than s u pp o r t  from a few localities, 

v i o l a t e s  the e q u a l  p r o t e c t i o n  cl a u s e  of the 14th A m e n d m e n t  in that it applies 

a rigid, a r b i t r a r y  f o r m ul a  to s p ar s e l y  s e t t l e d  c o u n t i e s  and p o p u l o u s  counties 

alike, c o n t r a r y  to the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  theme of e q u a l i t y  a m o n g  c i t i z e n s  in the 

e x e r c i s e  of t heir p o l i t i c a l  rights, d i s c r i m i n a t e s  a g a i n s t  the r e s i d e n t s  of the 

p o p ulous c o u n t i e s  in favor of rural s e c t i o n s  ...

W E L L S  v s . R O C K E F E L L E R , 394 U.S. 542 (1969) (NY - Cong)

P o p u l a t i o n  V a r i a n c e

A  d i f f e r e n c e  of + 4 3 5 , 0 0 0  to - 3 9 0 , 0 0 0  is u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .

C o m m u n i t y  of I n terest

To accept p o p u l a t i o n  v a r i a n c es ,  l arge or small, in o r d er  to c r e a t e  

Co n g r e s s i o n a l  e l e c t i o n  d i s t r i c t  w ith s pe c i f i c  i n t e r e s t  o r i e n t a t i o n s ,  is 

a n t i t h e t i c a l  to the b a s i c  prem i s e  of the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  c o m m a n d  to provide 

equal r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  for e q u a l  numbers of p. >ple.

K I R K P A T R I C K  v s . P R E I S L E R , 394 U.S. 526 (1969) (M0 - Cong)

P o p u l a t io n  V a r i a n c e

Dis tr i c t s  v a r y i n g  in p o p u l a t i o n  from 4 2 0 , 0 0 0  to 4 4 5 , 0 0 0  w e r e  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n al .  

"Limited p o p u l a t i o n  v a r i a n c e s  a mong C o n g r e s s i o n a l  d i s t r i c t s  are 

c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y  perraissable only if they are u n a v o i d a b l e  d e s p i t e  a good - f a i t h  

ef f o r t  to a c h i e v e  a b s o l u t e  e q u a l i t y  or if j u s t i f i c a t i o n  for t h e m  is shown".

There is no de m i n i m u s  s t a n d a r d  for c o n g r e s s i o n a l  d i s t r i c t i n g .

A cceptable r e a s o n s  must just i f y  each variance, no m a t t e r  ho w  small.

U n a c ce p t a b l e  j u s t i f i c a t i o n s  include;
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o a v o i d e d  f r a g m e n t i n g  areas with d i s t i n c t  e c o n o m i c  and s o c i a l  

interests;

o a r e a s o n a b l e  l e g i s l a t i v e  c o m p r o m i s e  r e s o l v i n g  p r a c t i c a l  p o l i t i c a l  

problems;

o a d j u s t m e n t s  m a d e  on e l i g i b l e  v o t e r  p o p u l a t i o n  don e on a h a p h a z a r d  

basis;

o p r o j ec t e d  p o p u l a t i o n  shifts not a p p l i e d  s y s t e m a t i c a l l y  g e o g r a p h i c  
comp a c t ne s s .

A L L E N  vs. S TA T E  B O A R D  OF ELECTIONS, 393 U.S. 544 (1969)

(M S .V A  - Local)

V oting Rights Act

A p p r o v a l  r e q u i r e m e n t s  of Sec. 5 were a p p l i c a b l e  to:

o c h a n g e s  from d i s t r i c t  v o t i n g  to a t - l a r g e  v o t i n g  for c o u n t y  

s u p e r v i s o r s ;

o changes m a k i n g  the office of c o u n t y  s u p e r i n t e n d e n t  of e d u c a t i o n  

from an e l e c t i v e  to an a p p o i n t i v e  one in c e r t a i n  c o u n t i e s ;  

o i n c r e a s i n g  the r e q u i r e m e n t s  for an i n d e p e n d e n t  c a n d i d a t e  to gai n  

p o s i t i o n  on a g e n e r a l  e l e c t i o n  ballot; and 

o a b u l l e t i n  issued by the S tate Board of E l e c t i o n s  o u t l i n i n g  new 

p r o c e d u r e s  for c a s t i n g  w r i t e - i n  votes.

A V E R Y  v s . M I D L A N D  C O U N T Y  T E X A S , 390 U.S. 474 (1968) (TX - Local) 

Cou nt y  P r e c i n c t s , P o p u l a t i o n  V ar i a n c e

One-man, o n e - v o t e  a p p l i e s d  to local units of g overnment.

L UCAS v s . R H O D E S , 389 U.S. 212 (1967) (OH - Cong)

P o p u l a t i o n V a r i a n c e

U n o f f i c i a l  p o p u l a t i o n  p o p u l a t i o n  statis t i c s  are i n s u f f i c i e n t  to j u s t i f y  the 

d i s p a r i t y  a mong d i s t r i c t s  b e c a u s e  they are too u n r e l i a b l e  and not a va i l a b l e  

for all areas. However, seven years a f te r  the initial c e n s u s  c o u n t such 

figures may be used.

K I L C A R L I N  v s . H I L L , 386 U.S. 120 (1967) (TX - Leg - House) 

P o p u la t i o n  V a r i a n c e

54,384 to 71,301, or +14.84% to -11.64%.
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The S u p r e m e  C o u r t  a c c e p t e d  the rul i n g of the D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  s u s t a i n i n g  the 

a l l o c a t i o n  of a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  to a smaller but mor e  r a p i d l y  g r o w i n g  d i s trict.

M u l t i m e m b e r  D i s t r i c t s

Th e  use of m u l t i m e m b e r  a n d / o r  flat e r i a l  d i s t r i c ts  in state l e g i s l a t i v e  

r e a p p o r t i o n m e n t  p lans is not u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  per se.

D U D D L E S T O N  v s . G R I L L S , 385 U.S. 455 (1967) (IN - Leg)

Case r e m a n d e d  to D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  in light of: S W A N N  vs. ADAMS, W E S T B E R R Y  vs.

S A N D E R S , and R E Y N O L D S  v s . SIMS

S W A N N  vs. ADAMS, 385 U.S. 4 4 0  (1967) (FL - Leg)

P o p u l a t i o n  V a r i a n c e  Senate: +15.09; -10.56; House: + 1 8 . 2 8 ;  -15.27.

D e v i a t i o n s  ar e  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .

KA T Z E N B A C H  v s . M O R G A N , 384 U.S. 641 (1966) (NY - E l e c t i o n s )

V o t i n g  Rights Act

Sec. 4 (e) - b a r r i n g  E n g l i s h  l a n guage p r o f i c i e n c y  and l i t e r a c y  tests as a 

c o n d i t i o n  of v o t i n g  is c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .

B URNS v s . R I C H A R D S O N , 384 U.S. 73 (1966) (HI - Leg)

P o p u l a t i o n  Base

H a w a i i ' s  use of a r e g i s t e r e d  voter base is upheld only b e c a u s e  on this record 

it p r o d u c e d  a d i s t r i b u t i o n  of l e g i s l a t o r s not s u b s t a n t i a l l y  d if f e r e n t  fro m 

that w h i c h w o u l d  h a v e  r e s u l t e d  from the use of a s tate c i t i z e n  po p u l a t i o n  base 

or a n o t h e r  p e r m i s s i b l e  p o p u l a t i o n  base.

M u l t i m e m b e r  D i s t r i c t s

T h e  e q u a l  p r o t e c t i o n  c l a u s e  does not require that at l east one h o u s e  of a 

b i c a m e r a l  s t a t e  l e g i s l a t u r e  c o n s i s t  of s i n g l e - m e m b e r  l e g i s l a t i v e  d i stricts.

P a r t i s a n  G e r r y m a n d e r i n g

D r a w i n g  d i s t r i c t  b o u n d a r i e s  "in such wa y  that m i n i m i z e s  the number of e l e c t i o n  

c o n t e s t s  b e t w e e n  pres e n t i n c um b e n t s  does not in and of i t s e l f  e s t a b l i s h  

i n v i d i o u s  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n " .
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of the state's p o p u l a t i o n  w o u l d  elect a majority.

House: 21,825 to 9 5 , 0 6 4  +  4 0 . 5 %  of the state ' s  p o p u l a t i o n  w o u l d  e l e ct  a 

majority.

M A R Y L A N D  C O M M I T T E E  F O R  F A I R  R E P R E S E N T A T I O N  vs. TAWES, 377 U.S. 656 (1964)

(MD - Leg)

P o p u la t i o n  V a r i a n c e

N e i t h er  house, e v e n  a f t e r  the r e a pp o r t i o n m en t ,  was a p p o r t i o n e d  s u f f i c i e n t l y  on 

a popul a t i o n  b a s i s  to be c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y  s u s t ainable. Ho u s e :  6,541 to 37 , 87 9  

and 35.6% of the s t a t e ' s  p o p u l at i o n  w o u l d  e lect a m a j o ' i t y .  Senate: 15,481 to 

492,428 and 14.1% of the stat e 's  p o p u l a t i o n  w ould e lect a m a j o r i t y .

W M C A , I N C . v s . L 0 M E N Z 0 , 377 U.S. 633 (1964) (NY - Leg)

Popul a t i o n  base

Case upheld N e w  Y o r k ' s  use of a c i t i z e n  p o p u l a t i o n  base w h i c h  e x c l u d e d  

resident aliens.

Popul a ti o n  V a r i a n c e

A p p o r t i o n m e n t  b a s e d  on 1960 figures. S tate A s s e m b l y m e n  r e p r e s e n t i n g  3 7 . 5 %  of 

the state's c i t i z e n s , a nd  Senators r e p r e s e n t i n g  3 8 . 1 % of the s t a t e ' s  ci t i z e n s , 

w ould c o n s t i t u t e  a m a j o r i t y  in each chamber. P o p u l a t i o n  in A s s e m b l y  d i s t r i c t s  

would vary f r o m  14 , 9 7 4  to 190,343. P o p u l a t i o n  in Senate d i s t r i c t s  would v ary 

from 162,840 to 4 25 ,000. P o p u l a t i o n  v a r i a n c e  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .

REYNOLDS v s . S I M S , 377 U.S. 533 (1964) (AL - Leg)

The equal p r o t e c t i o n  c l a u s e  requires that the seats in b o t h  h o u s e s  of a 

bi c ameral state l e g i s l a t u r e  be a p p o r t i o n e d  on a p o p u l a t i o n  basis.

Some d e v i a t i o n s  f r o m  the e q u a l - p o p u l a t i o n  p r i n c i p le  are c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y  

permissible, with  r e s p e c t  to e i t h e r  or both houses of a s t a t e  l e g i s l a t u r e ,  so 

long as such d e v i a t i o n s  are based on l e g i t i m a t e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  i n c i d e n t  to the 

e f f e ct u a t i o n  of a r a ti o n a l  state policy.

W E S B U R Y  v s . S A N D E R S , 376 U.S. 1 (1964) (GA - Cong)

Population V a r i a n c e

The federal C o n s t i t u t i o n  r e q uires that C o n g r e s s m e n  be c h o s e n  by "the people of



G E R M A N O  v s . K E R N E R , 378 U.S. 560 (1964) (IL - Leg)

P o p u l a t i o n  v a r i a n c e  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .

N O L A N  v s . R H O D E S , 378 U.S. 556 (1964) ( O H  - Leg)

P o p u l a t i o n  v a r i a n c e  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .

W I L L I A M S  v s . M O S S , 378 U.S. 558 (1964) ( O K  - Leg)

P o p u l a t i o n  v a r i a n c e  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .

M E Y E R S  v s . T H I G P E N , 378 U.S. 554 (1964) ( WA  - Leg)

P o p u l a t i o n  v a r i a n c e  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .

L UCAS vs. F O R T Y - F O U R T H  G E N E R A L  A S S E M B L Y  OF THE S TATE OF C O L O R A D O ,  377 U.S. 713 

(1964) (CO - Leg)

P o p u l a t i o n  V a r i a n c e

P o p u l a t i o n  v a r i a n c e  in the s ta t e  S e n a t e  was u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .  19,983 to 

71,871 + 3 3 . 2 %  w i t h  the m a x i m u m  p op u l ation.

V a r i a n c e  ratio in H o u s e  1 .7:1 4 4 5 . 1 %  to elect a maj o r i t y .

R O M A N  v s . S I N C O C K , 377 U.S. 695 (1964) (DE - Leg)

P o p u l a t i o n  V a r i a n c e

P o p u l a t i o n  v a r i a n c e  in bot h  r e a p p o r t i o n m e n t s  w e r e  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .

Senate: 4,177 to 6 4 , 8 2 0  +  22%; 4,177 to 64,820 +  2i%

House: 1,643 to 58 , 2 2 8  +  18.5%; 1,643 to 20, 0 4 0  +  28.0%

D A VIS v s . M A N N , 377 U.S. 678 (1964) (VA - Leg)

P o p u l a t i o n  V a r i a n c e

P o p u l a t i o n  v a r i a n c e  was u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .  Senate: 6 1 , 7 3 0  to 163,401 +  41.1%

CSG Reapportionment Information Service February, 1982
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CSG R e a p p o r t i o n m e n t  I n f o r m a t i o n  S e r v i c e

SOUTH C A R O L I N A  v s . K A T Z E N B A C H , 383 U.S. 301 (1966) (SC - E l e c t i o n s )  

Vo t in g  Ri gh t s  Act

The Vo t in g  R i g h t s  A c t  is u p he l d  as c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .

W M C A  INC. vs. L O ME N Z O ,  382 U.S. 4 (1965), 238 F. Supp. 9 1 6  

(NY - L e g J "

Po p u l a t i o n  Base

A p p o r t i o n m e n t  on c i t i z e n  p o p u l a t i o n  does not v i o l a t e  the f e d e ra l  Const i t u t i o n . 

Partisan "g r r y m a n d e r i n g "  m a y  (not) be subj ec t  to f e d e r a l  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  

at t a c k  under the F o u r t e e n t h  A m e n d m e n t .

FORI S O N  v s . D O R S E Y , 379 U.S. 4 3 3  (1965) ( G A  - Leg)

M u l t i m e m b e r  D i s t r i c t s

Ab s e n t  any c o n t e n t i o n  that there was not s u b s t a n t i a l  e q u a l i t y  of p op u l a t i o n  

among the d i s t r i c t s ,  or e v i d e n c e  to s u pp o r t  the a s s e r t i o n  that the scheme was 

intended to m i n i m i z e  or c a n c e l  out the v o t i n g  s t r e n g t h  of racial or po l itical 

elements of the v o t i n g  p o p u l a t i o n ,  a s t a t u t e  c r e a t i n g  raultimember d i s t r i c t s  is 

c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .

HIL L  v s . D A V I S , 37 8  U.S. 565 (1964) (IA - Leg) 

Population v a r i a n c e  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .

P INNEY v s . B A T T E R W O R T H , 378 U.S. 564 (1964) (CT -  Leg) 

P o pulation v a r i a n c e  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .

H EARN v s . S M Y L I E , 378 U.S. 563 (1964) (ID - Leg) 

Popu l a t io n  v a r i a n c e  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .

M A R S H A L L  v s . H A R E , 378 U.S. 561 (1964) (MI - Leg) 

Population v a r i a n c e  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .
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the several stat e s  w h i c h  requi re s  that, as n e a r l y  as p r a c t ic a b l e ,  one man's 

vote in a C o n g r e s s i o n a l  e l e c t i o n  must be w o r th  as much as another's.. Near 

m a t h e m a t i c a l  p r e c i s i o n  in C o n g r e s s i o n a l  r e d i s t r i c t i n g  is n e c e s s a r y  under the 

Equal P r o t e c t i o n  C l a u s e  of the F o u r t e e n t h  Amend m e n t.

G R A Y  v s . S A N D E R S , 372 U.S. 368 (1963) (GA - E l e c t i o n s )

C o u n t y  unit s y s t e m  in c o u n t i n g  votes in D e m o c r a t i c  p r i m a r y  for n o m i n a t i o n  of 

U.S. Sena t or  v i o l a t e d  the E q u a l  P r o t e c t i o n  C l a u s e  of the F o u r t e e n t h  A mendment.

Co u n t y  unit s y s t e m  ca nn o t  be equated to states in c o n d u c t i n g  e l e c t i o n s  and, 

therefore, the E q u a l  P r o t e c t i o n  Cl a u s e  requires that e v e r y  v ot e r  is e qual to 

every other v o t er  in the state w h e n  h r  casts his ballot in a s t a t e w i d e  

election.

BAKER v s . C A R R , 369 U.S. 186 (1962) (IN - Leg)

F e d e r a l  Courts h a v e  jurisdictj .n in such p o l itical q u e s t i o n s  as l e g i s l a t i v e  

m a l a p p o r t i o n m e n t ,  w h i c h  v i o l a t e s  the E q u a l  P r o t e c t i o n  C l a u s e  of the F o u r t e e n t h  

Amendment.

G O M I L L I O N  v s . L I G H T F O O T , 364 U.S. 399 (1960) (AL - Local)

Pr escribed racial g e r r y m a n d e r i n g  under the Fif t e en t h  A m e n d m e n t ;  h el d  

F o u r t e e n t h  A m e n d m e n t  to be i. applicable.

C O L G R O V E  v s . G R E E N , 323 U.S. 549 (1946)

C o n g r e s s i o n a l  d i s t r i c t i n g  held to be a r.on-justiciable p o l i t i c a l  issue
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FOREWORD

T h i s  B i b l i o g r a p h y  is the se c o n d  in a se r i es  of r e s o u r c e  

m a t e r i a l s  to be r e l e a s e d  by the R e a p p o r t i o n m e n t  I n f o r m a t i o n  

S e r v i c e  of T h e  C o u n c i l  of S t a t e  G o v e r n m e n t s .  T h e  first 

d o c u m e n t  r e l e a s e d  in D e c e m b e r  1980, w a s  a D i r e c t o r y  of p e o p l e  

a n d  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  a c t i v e l y  i n v o l v e d  in r e a p p o r t i o n m e n t .

T h e  B i b l i o g r a p h y  i n c l u d e s  p u b l i s h e d  a n d  u n p u b l i s h e d  

m a t e r i a l s  on r e a p p o r t i o n m e n t ,  l e g i s l a t i v e  d i s t r i c t s ,  e l e c t i o n s  

a n d  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n .  It c o v e r s  the y e a r s  f r o m  the e a " l y  1970's 

to th e  p r e s e n t  c o m p r e h e n s i v e l y .  C i t a t i o n s  to e a r l i e r  d o c u m e n t s  

r e f l e c t  t heir l o n g  t er m  r e l e v a n c e  to the u n d e r s t a n d i n g  of the 

c u r r e n t  r e a p p o r t i o n m e n t  process.

T h e  B i b l i o g r a p h y  is o r g a n i z e d  into two parts. T h e  first 

p art is a n u m b e r e d , a l p h a b e t i c a l  l i s t i n g  of al l  entries. T h e  

s e c o n d  part is a b r i e f  i ndex d i v i d i n g  e n t r i e s  into b r o a d  

s u b j e c t  areas.

F o r  a d d i t i o n a l  i n f o r m a t i o n  on the 1981 R e a p p o r t i o n m e n t  

p r o cess, i n t e r e s t e d  p e r s o n s  s h o u l d  c o n t a c t  C a r o l y n  L. Kenton, 

D ir e c t o r , R e a p p o r t i o n m e n t  I n f o r m a t i o n  Servi c e ,  T h e  C o u n c i l  of 

S t a t e  G o v e r n m e n t s ,  P. 0. Bo x  11910, L e x i n g t o n ,  K e n t u c k y ,  4 0578 

(606) 252-2291.
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Reapportionment— Dividing the Power
B Y  C A R O L Y N  K E N T O N ,  C S G ,  L e x i n g t o n

T h e  d e c e n n ia l  s t r u g g l e  f o r  c o n t r o l l i n g  
p o l i t ic a l  p o w e r  a n d  i n f l u e n c e  is in  fu ll  
s w i n g .  T h e  p r o c e s s  o f  r e c a r v i n g  the 
p o l i t ic a l  p ie ,  w h i c h  is c a l le d  re d is t r ic t in g ,  
w a s  t r ig g e r e d  b y  t h e  1980 c e n s u s  o n  the  
c o n g r e s s i o n a l  a n d  th e  s t a te  le g is la t iv e  
levels .

C o n g r e s s i o n a l  R e d i s t r i c t i n g
T h e  p o l i t i c a l  c o m p o s i t i o n  o f  C o n g r e s s  

w i l l  b e  a l te r e d  b y  th e  r e d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  
s e a ls  a m o n g  th e  s t a te s  d u e  t o  p o p u l a t i o n  
s h i f t s .  In  a d d i t i o n ,  it a p p e a r s  a s  t h o u g h  
m o s t  s t a te s  wil l h a v e  r e d r a w n  c o n g r e s ­
s i o n a l  d is tr ic t  l in es  p r i o r  t o  t h e  198 2 e le c ­
t io n s .  S i x  s ta te s  w il l  h a v e  o n l y  o n e  
c o n g r e s s m a n  a n d  r e q u ir e  n o  d is tr ic t in g  
— A l a s k a ,  D e l a w a r e ,  N o r t h  D a k o t a ,  
S o u t h  D a k o t a ,  V e r m o n t  a n d  W y o m i n g .  
A n o t h e r  1 4 s t a te s — A l a b a m a ,  A r k a n s a s ,  
I d a h o ,  I n d i a n a ,  I o w a ,  M i s s i s s i p p i ,  
N e b r a s k a ,  N e v a d a ,  N o r t h  C a r o l i n a ,  
O k l a h o m a ,  O r e g o . t ,  T e n n e s s e e ,  T e x a s  
a n d  V i r g i n i a — h a v e  r e d r a w n  c o n g r e s ­
s i o n a l  d is tr ic t  l in es  t o  c o n f o r m  t o  the 
1980 c e n s u s  f ig u r e s .  O f  th e  r e m a i n i n g  30 
s ta te s ,  s i g h t  a r e  e x p e c t e d  t o  a d d r e s s  the  
issu e  b e f o r e  th e  f u s t  o f  th e  y e a r .

T h e  s t a n d a r d  f o r  d r a w i n g  c o n g r e s ­
s i o n a l  d is tr ic ts  is s im p le  a n d  s t r a i g h t f o r ­
w a r d .  T h e  d is tr ic ts  m u s t  b e  as n e a r l y  
e q u a l  in  p o p u l a t i o n  as p o s s ib le .  S o  fa r ,  
t h e  U . S .  S u p r e m e  C o u r t  h a s  n o t  been  
w i l l in g  t o  in te r je c t  a n y  o t h e r  c r i te r io n  
e x c e p t  th at  i m p o s e d  b y  t h e  V o t i n g  
R ig h ts  A c t  a n d  th e  e q u a l  p r o t e c t i o n  p r o ­
v is io n s  o f  th e  14th  a n d  15 th  A m e n d ­
m e n ts  t o  th e  U . S .  C o n s t i t u t i o n .

T h e  n e w  c o n g r e s s i o n a l  d is tr ic ts  a p ­
p e a r  t o  b e  s a t is f y in g  th e  c o u r t ’ s r e ­
q u i r e m e n t s  fo r  “ o n e  m a n ,  o n e  v o t e . "  
E i g h t  o f  th e  14 n e w  c o n g r e s s i o n a l  p la n s  
h a v e  a n  o v e r a l l  p o p u l a t i o n  d i f f e r e n c e  
b e t w e e n  th e  la rg e s t  a n d  s m a l l e s t  d is tr ic t  
o f  less t h a n  1 p e rc e n t .  T h e  r e m a i n i n g  six 
h a v e  a  p o p u l a t i o n  d i f f e r e n c e  o f  2-3 p e r ­
c e n t  o r  less.

G e r r y m a n d e r i n g  C h a r g e d
T h e  r e l ia n c e  o n  p o p u l a t i o n  e q u a l i t y  

g iv e s  r e d is tr ic t in g  c a r t o g r a p h e r s  l e e w a y  
in  d r a w i n g  l in es a n d  le a v e s  th e  d o o r  
o p e n  t o  g e r r y m a n d e r i n g .

P a r t i s a n  b att le s  in  th e  s ta te s  h a v e  been  
in te n s e .  In s tates  c o n t r o l l e d  b y  a  s ingle  
p a r t y — g o v e r n o r  a n d  le g i s l a t u r e — the 
p a r t y  o u t  o f  p o w e r  a n d  s o m e  p o l i t ic a l  
o b s e r v e r s  h a v e  a c c u s e d  t h e  c o n t r o l l i n g  
p a r t y  o f  g e r r y m a n d e r i n g .  R e p u b l i c a n  
G o v .  J o h n  S p e l l m a n  o f  W a s h i n g t o n  
c o n s i d e r e d  the  R e p u b l i c a n - d r a w n  plan  
s o  b a d l y  g e r r y m a n d e r e d  t h a t  h e  v e t o e d

it . In  I n d i a n a ,  t h e  le g is la tu r e  a n d  g o v e r ­
n o r  a p p a r e n t l y  tried  t o  c h a n g e  th e  c o n ­
g r e s s io n a l  d e l e g a t i o n  f r o m  th e  p r es en t  
6-5  D e m o c r a t i c  e d g e  t o  a  7-3 R e p u b l i c a n  
e d g e  ( I n d i a n a  lo s t  o n e  c o n g r e s s m a n ) .  T o  
a c c o m p l i s h  th is ,  t w o  e x i s t in g  D e m o ­
c r a t ic  d is tr ic ts  w e r e  d i v i d e d  in t o  f o u r  
n e w  o n e s  a n d  th ree  D e m o c r a t i c  c o n ­
g r e s s m e n  w e r e  p l a c e d  i n t o  o n e  d is tr ic t .

S t a t e s  w ith  d i v i d e d  p o l i t ic a l  c o n ­
t r o l — o n e  o r  m o r e  h o u s e s  o f  t h e  leg is­
la t u r e  c o n t r o l l e d  b y  t h e  o p p o s i t i o n  p a r ­
t y — h a v e  a l s o  s u f f e r e d  p r o b l e m s .  
D e m o c r a t i c  G o v .  R i c h a r d  L a m m  o f  
C o l o r a d o  h a s  v e t o e d  t w o  c o n g r e s s i o n a l  
p la n s  d r a w n  b y  the  R e p u b l i c a n  le g is ­
la t u r e  a l t h o u g h  th e  la rg e s t  a n d  s m alles t  
d is tr ic ts  h a d  a  p o p u l a t i o n  d i f f e r e n c e  o f  
o n l y  4 1  p e o p l e  in  o n e  p la n .

T h e  g o v e r n o r s  o f  I d a h o ,  O r e g o n  a n d  
T e n n e s s e e  a l l o w e d  th e  o p p o s i n g  leg is­
la t iv e  p a r t y ' s  c o n g r e s s i o n a l  p la n s  to  
b e c o m e  l a w  w i t h o u t  th e ir  s i g n a tu r e s .

T h r e e  s t a le s — Il l in o is .  M i n n e s o t a  a n d  
M i s s o u r i — h a v e  su its  p e n d in g  w h i c h  
v/ould  d e c l a r e  th e  e x i s t in g  c o n g r e s s i o n a l  
d is tr ic ts  in v a l id ,  t h e r e f o r e  r e q u ir in g  that  
t h e y  b e  r e d r a w n  b e f o r e  n e w  e le c t io n s  
c o u l d  b e  h e ld .  T h e s e  suits  w e r e  fi led 
a f t e r  a n  a p p a r e n t  p o l i t ic a l  im p a s s e  o n  
th e  e n a c t m e n t  o f  a  p la n  d e v e l o p e d  b y  th e  
p a r t ie s  in  th e  le g is la tu r e  a n d / o r  th e  
g o v e r n o r .

T h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  c o n g r e s s i o n a l  d istr icts  
wil l b e  r e d r a w n  t h r o u g h  t h e  n o r m a l  
le g is la t iv e  p r o c e s s .  T h e  e x c e p t i o n s  a rc  
H a w a i i  a n d  M o n t a n a ,  w h e r e  c o m m i s ­
s io n s  a r c  r e s p o n s ib l e ,  a n d  C o n n e c t i c u t ,  
w h e r e  a  c o . o m i s s i o n  w i l l  be a p p o i n t e d  t o  
d t a w  t h e m  b e c a u s e  th e  le g is la tu r e  w a s  
u n a b l e  t o  m e e t  an  A u g .  1 d e a d l in e .

P l a n s  w i l l  b e  p r e p a r e d  in I o w a  b y  the 
L e g i s l a t i v e  S e r v i c e  B u r e a u  a n d  in 
M a r y l a n d  b y  th e  g o v e r n o r ,  b u t  the  le g is ­
la t u r e s  m u s t  st ill  a c t  o n  th e m .  G e n e r a l l y  
s p e a k i n g ,  h o w e v e r ,  c o n g r e s s i o n a l  
d is tr ic ts  a re  m u c h  e as ier  fo r  s t a te  le g is ­
la t o r s  to  r e d r a w  t h a n  a re  leg is lat ive  d i s ­
tr icts .
L e g i s l a t i v e  R e d is t r ic t in g

S t a t e  l e g i s l a t u r e s  h a v e  d o g g e d l y  
p l u n g e d  a h e a d  w it h  th e ir  o w n  r e d is tr ic t ­
in g .  R e d is t r ic t in g  is e x p e c t e d  t o  b e  c o m ­
p le te d  b e f o r e  th e  n e xt  le g is la t iv e  e le c t io n  
in all s ta tes  e x c e p t  K a n s a s ,  K e n t u c k y ,  
M a i n e ,  M a s s a c h u s e t t s ,  M o n t a n a  a n d  
N e w  Y o r k .  T o  d a t e ,  22 s ta te s  h a v e  
a d o p t e d  a  p la n  fo r  o n e  o ;  b o t h  leg is­
la t ive  h o u s e s .

T h e  T e x a s  a n d  V i r g i n i a  h o u s e  p lan s 
h a v e  b e en  r u led  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l .  T h e  
T e x a s  S u p r e m e  C o u r t  ru led  t h e  h o u s e  
p la n  s p l i t  c o u n t i e s  u n n e c e s s a r i l y  in v io la -  
t i c i  o f  t h e  s t a te  c o n s t i t u t i o n .  T h e  T e x a s  
p la n  will  n o w  be d r a w n  b y  t h e  L e g i s ­
l a t iv e  R e d is tr ic t in g  B o a r d  v h ic h  will  a ls o  
d r a w  the  s e n a te  d is tr ic ts .  In V ir g in ia ,  a 
t h r e e - j u d g e  f e d e r a l  d is tr ic t  c o u r t  r>’ led 
the  h o u s e  p lan  in va l id  b e c a u s e  o f  th e  
l a t g c  d i s p a r i t y — o v e r  26 p e r c e n t — b e ­
tw e e n  th e  largest  a n d  sm allest  d is tr ic ts .  
T h e  c o u r t  a l l o w e d  th e  e le c t io n  fo r  
d e l e g a t e s  to  th e  h o u s e  to  p r o c e e d  o n  
s c h e d u l e  this fa l l ,  but  s h o r t e n e d  their  
te rm s  to  o n e  y e a r  a n d  r e q u ir e d  the  
le g is la tu r e  to r e d r a w  the  h o u s e  p la n  
b e f o r e  F e b .  1982.
S t a t e  L e g is la t iv e  C r i t e r i a  D i f f e r s

T h e  rule s g o v e r n i n g  leg is lat ive  re- 
d is tr ic t in g  as set o u t  b y  the  U . S .  S u -

( c o n t in u e d )
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