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Supreme Court Signals Possible Shift on
Voting Rights in Louisiana Redistricting Case
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The U.S. Supreme Court has issued an order suggesting it may
reconsider the legality of Louisiana’s congressional map, which was
redrawn to include a second majority-Black district under federal court
direction. The case, Callais v. Louisiana, raises constitutional questions
about whether creating such districts based on race violates the Equal

Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment.



On August 1, the Court requested supplemental briefs from the parties,
asking them to address whether race-conscious redistricting, used to
comply with Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act, could itself be
unconstitutional. The move signals that the justices are weighing a
significant shift in how federal law balances minority voting protections

with the Constitution’s race neutrality.

The redistricting map in question was adopted in early 2024 after lower
federal courts found that the original configuration likely diluted Black
voting power in a state where nearly one-third of the population is Black.

In response, lawmakers added a second majority-Black district.

Opponents of the map, including a group of non-Black voters, argue that
state lawmakers improperly prioritized race over traditional districting
principles such as geographic compactness and political continuity. A
three-judge panel had previously sided with the challengers, ruling the

map an unconstitutional racial gerrymander.

Legal analysts suggest the Court’s latest move could reshape
redistricting practices nationwide. Critics of the potential shift warn that if
the Court limits the use of race in crafting districts, it could significantly
weaken the Voting Rights Act’s protections against minority vote dilution.
Some legal experts have called the implications “enormous,” suggesting

a turn toward a more rigidly colorblind interpretation of constitutional law.

The Court’s final ruling may redefine the legal standards governing race
and representation in electoral maps. Any change to the precedent could
alter how states address both federal mandates and constitutional

constraints in future redistricting efforts.



