
UNPUBLISHED ORDERS AND STIPULATIONS OF DISMISSAL
IN DECLARATORY JUDGMENTS ACTIONS 

UNDER SECTION 5 OF THE VOTING RIGHTS ACT
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

THE STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA,

Plaintiff,

v.

JOHN ASHCROFT, in his official capacity
as Attorney General, and THE UNITED
STATES OF AMERICA,

Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Civil Action
No. 1:03CV02477 (RBW MBG RCL)

Three-Judge Court

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

In this action, Plaintiff State of North Carolina sought a declaratory judgment from this

Court that its 2003 redistricting plans for the North Carolina Senate and House of

Representatives contained in Sections 1 through 4 of Session Law 2003-434 (Extra Session)

were entitled to preclearance under Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act, 42 U.S.C. 1973c.  Docket

#1.   On March 30, 2004, Defendant Attorney General of the United States made an

administrative determination to interpose no objection pursuant to Section 5 of the Voting Rights

Act to the same voting changes at issue in this declaratory judgment action in response to an

administrative submission made by the State.  Docket #23.  Based on the case law under Section

5 and on longstanding practice in this Court, the parties are in agreement that the Attorney

General’s administrative preclearance determination moots the State’s request for judicial

preclearance in this Court because it effectively granted the State the same relief it was seeking in

this action.  Accordingly, the parties hereby stipulate, pursuant to Rule 41(a)(1)(ii), Fed.R.Civ.P.,

that all claims in this action are hereby dismissed as moot.  Each party shall bear its own costs.
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