7 partment.
2S, MONDAY, MAY 31 1971 | “Whenever it appears to the
Attorney General,” the regula-

. MITCHELL DETAILS tions read, “that disclosure, of
. |the identity of an individual
who provided information re-
YOTING L AW PL AN garding a change affecting vot-
3 ing could jeopardize the per-
z sonal safety, employment or
economic standing of the in-
ividual, the identity of the|
individual shall not be dis-
‘closed to any person outside
: the Départment of Justice.;

. To insure further the widest
Byéﬁﬁ}ﬂ‘%&,ﬁgyg& Jr. public knowledge of each case
WASHINGTON. 11 g coming before Mr. Mitchell,

Att ’ ay 30— the guidelines provide that the
ttorney  General John N.II file on each questionable statute |
N{tltchell has_given the details|!! il be open for inspection and
of a plan for enforcing the|l (opying except for confiden-|
section of the Voting Rights tial communications.
Act of 1965 that is designed|: The number of these voting
to block discriminatory elec-|" rights cases to come before the
tion law changes in the South.| Attorney General is about twice ;
Since Mr. Mitchell person-| o5 large this year as last, re.|
ally ‘opposed extension of this flecting recent court ‘decisions
program by Congress, the 34 ithat included reapportionment|
pages of guidelines he issued| a4 annexation statutes as re-
last week came generally as a| .quiring review for possible dis-|.
pleasant surprise to civil rights| criminatory effect. ;
organizations in both their| " If the guidelines are strictly|
9kfentation and scope. - ‘applied, they could resolve one|:
. A major new feature of the| | ="ihe serious problems under|’
guidelines is the establishment|i |ipo oyt States that begin en-|.
of a registry in the Justice De-/: forcing their election law
partment to_insure that civill | ;.;0c5 pefore they have been|
rights organizations are noti- ‘cleared in Washingtdn.
fied each time a proposed state| ° The guidelines require the
election law is submitted to the ‘state or local official sending|
Attorney General for clearance. ‘a proposed change to Mr. Mit-
Under the Voting Rights Act,| ;015 include “a statement!
no state or local law affecting| certifying that the change af-|.
registration or voting, directlyl .ot voting has not yet been|
or indirectly, can go into effect! o ) 24 or administered.”
in eight southern states until it One objection that civil
has been screened as nondis- rights attorneys have had to-
criminatory by the Attorney| oii enforcement of the Vot-
General or a federal court in| o Rights Act is that the Jus-
Washington. tice Department has not exer-
Any individual or group that cised its power to compel the
asks to be listed in the registry| ,ffected Southern states to
will” be notified when a .state comply, preferring to confer
law is submitted to the Jus-| yith them rather than going
tice Department and given an| in+o court.
opportunity to offer evidence Under the guidelines, the At-
of its own as to whether the| {50y General “may bring suit
new law would result in dilut-| {5 enforce compliance” where a
ing the black vote. : state has not submitted a ques-
The guidelines also provide| (jonaple new law for clearance
personal protection for anyone| ,nd has begun enforcing it, but
Wwho reportsdiscriminatory ac-|. ficre ‘s no further assurance
tivity resulting'from new state| he will ) .
election laws to the Justice De-|i. ~~pe civil rights lawyer said
) that the guidelines represented
a large improvement over an
.earlier “terrible” version of
three months ago but declined
to give the Justice Department
any particular credit for what
he said had been achieved by
oo outside pressure. ;
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Offers Guidelines to Enforce
Key Section of '65 Act
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