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THE QUESTION IS WHETHER THE DISTRICT JUDGE ERRED IN
CONCLUDING THERE IS NO CONSTITUTIONAL VIOLATION,
NOT WHETHER HE ABUSED HIS REMEDIAL EQUITABLE

DISCRETION.
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II. THEDISTRICT COURT ERRED IN CONCLUDING THAT THE
RACIALLY MOTIVATED PROPERTY TAX PROVISIONS HAVE

NO SEGREGATIVE EFFECTS, EITHER AS A FINDING OF FACT
OR AS A CONCLUSION OF LAW.
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STANDING ISWITHOUT MERIT.

&

hah

6 > 6% —
.6 ld &
05 & %

.6 &

& Hunter v. Erickson 6

%>

hooo>

E Ok

6 &

"6 6 .%E

n % &

E 4 %4.—

& 6
b % 6=
o> "t b

& & 9 4&
4 6& 4 &
5 b

4. &

-06 .

4

h6 6 .% &

& 9 4& -

& 6

0> &

>

6& 6 0.

6=

&% > 6

6& 4 >

5 &&4& %

6 6
& 48 %
) &

&> % 6%

b 6&
h6 6 .4

b

6



6 5% 6%H6 % 6& 4& . — 6 6. & & 6. 6 6
6 . 4% 4 6 — b . 6 6
6 1l 4% H. % —

Gratz v. Bollinger "#2 $$ ( ("* "t & & 5& &

6 % . 4 % . H. 6> 6 % %
6= EO0O > 6& 4 E e >
6% — > 6 & . 0 %<6 & 6 — J IN - 6
4 6 > b 6 6% L& & % 0> E h4
6 — %6 6% — 1 & 6 h — & 04 4 &
9 4& - & A& 6& 4 dejure 4% 4 Ok
0 - J& 9 4& 6 & 4% 4 5 > 6
Oh % 6 6> 5& .h -6 & — > & 6.4
6 6 6 .06&4&% .6 0— bk
4 5 && 6 6 0% 40 6=6 P L Knightv. Alabama,
supra ; - . & h6 6 .% 4 & 9 4& - &
Ok 0 6 6 S5& 61 & — bk 6 6 4
> 0 6= . 6. >0.J 0 6=6 P 0 - L 1d
Fordice . H. 6 6 —— & h 6 % —. 5¢

6 6 > 6% — > 6 b > & >4 &



E . h.6 % &= . & "6 6 . —>6 6.

& &% U .6 > "6 60 — h 6 4 4
4% 4 0. & . > W & - . & 6
4 B & - Ol ->0 6 B % 6& & —
CONCLUSION
& & 6& 4 % %> O Wb & 0 -
8 ] & 4 . & & W6 6 % 4 & &>51%
— 0> [ U 6 -%6 %v-. 4& 4
6 ) 6& % .1 & ) & 4% .
& &> 4%& & he > 6% — > 6 &h &
. & " 6% % 5 h— > & 6% — > 6
06 . 5. 0 - 0 <. 6 > hoh — 6% h—
5& &% & 4  %E oo h—& % k> "> —h 6 &
6 6% — . 0> & 6 6 .%
,H. % 6 & 5 4. % 0> & 8 . & 2
6 0 > . & "6 6 WE % . & &
4 6 0 & 6 . & . 0% % &
- h&. 0% - 5& 46 & & "6 6 .6 .6 .6&
h 6 4 - 6 d& 6 b — > 6% &



| 71, 2 89 ,
" H#$ 4
h& "$( " h& 6&% W 4
& ) o+ $( h— 486 — vt
n)* +--#- # * + "
, — )& — /0 & s I (G

,— )0 6=&% >— 66
’!’ 12 ,3

2 13 .,
h— 48 - " ( #& b A
A A I 0- " # & )r o+
Mo+t $ S T
,— )5 0% %/ 6 - ,— ) " 50 &

PPV

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE

16% >& & O 6 — 5¢&& > [ h &
L L & O% 6 S
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
1 &%0>6% > & 6 > & %4 4 6.— 5 % ; &
5 46 . 6 U 7.> ; 0> % 6 — 0> &
8 h @ PT P8 .h ¥ % "$ 55 @ " "$0
72 13 5 Y ¢ (0
2)
b @h > > @% > "Lt =4 (" W



- > T "o, 4 - "( HH##30

h— % (8&.%6& nh "( 8&%h 8
# 0
2 ) 80 5 hh— - > & 6 8 &2 b >
0O- > - ;5:;2 4% > 6 "$ 0
s 6 >8& 6 )
7 %> - & ,5%v"@ W # L& >
T 4 - ( %
2) > " 4 -0 "( o0
, Dl | U 7& . 8 -0 " (
h— 4& — ' 0
GI)
7 3& > T ) = " (8 h— 4& —
' S0
b 6& 7% : 6 8 & U h— 4& —
w l$(0
2)
3 - vHm>m$ h& & % . h— 4& —
L l0
3 —-:-@% "3 -9 & - "5 ( h— 4& —
L ;I(O
23 )
16 @9 6= 04%= 3344 4 " & &
h— 4& — 0
2) 7h- &@ - . P %, .6 U 4

6 2 7. 6 "(#;3 & 4 8 to#



)

4 W @k 4k 44 6 @ % 8.
’-6 — I@% % 4 mw
Vo4 - (" 0
21) 8% ,78& ™ & 8 GT& "t %S
h— 48 — "0
)
0 ¥ N AN 1 % 8 'k
h— 486 — " $ 0
7& > - ;4 - . . g
%_ 4&_ ] I"(O

h>9 47& 7 %= 6 & ho>@ % 0 —

.&2 ] T 4 — % (T 0
3 >S@% 4% % > 4 G3& % - . ;
T 4 — % ( $3%° 0
)
7 3= 6=Hh2 B> h > 2 B> . & 0 — -
- 4 10 (G50
)
& — 1 2 Y >8 . 2 " "o % 6
l(l O
— 6)
P 4= 0 0 G O Vv T 4 — %
C (@
0% 4 8 6 645 G@ "%
T 4 — % "( '$

PP ??????777?7??7






