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Honorable A. ¥F. bumner
Attomey General

State of liiesiselppi
Jackson, Hississippl 39205

Lear Mx. Attorney Geasral:

This is in respoase to your letter of October 1,

1975, in which you subnitted Scction 37-3-13 of the

Mississippl Code of 1972 to the Attornsy Ceneral pursusnt . ]?j‘§~

to Section S of ths Voting Rights Act of 1565,
submissicn wes received cu October 2, 1973.

Your

Since the statute applies to 12 couaties, my
reeponses are nupbered gccording to the subsections of
the statute.

(1)(n) Jackspn County

This part of the statute wzs paseed and fumplemented
prior to Rovember 1, 1964, the effective date of Sectiom 3
of the Voting Rights Act. Thexefore, this subsection 18
not subject to review under Sectiom 3.

~

(1)(b) EBolivar County

This subsectica was previously subnitted by the -

_ecunty to the Attorney Gemeral pursuant to Sectimm §, ana;

by letter of April 8, 1975, the Attomey General inter-

posed an objection to the changes made in this aubsectiup;
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A copy of our letter of objectica is attached. This
change and the objection are involved $n a pending

lawsuit, United States v. Bolivar Coum Fississipnl
et el. (N.D. Niss, C.A. Ko, DC 75-52R). Under these

circunstancee I must continue the objection to this
change o~ behalf of the Attomey Geaeral.

(1){c) Kemper County

Thise change §s involved in the case of United

States v. Kemper Coumty (S.D. Miss., C.A. No. 74-65C) . P
Evidence in that case shows the exlsteace of raclal blec ;. %
voting In Eemper County. The population and voting
statistics show that Beate 1 and 2 are majority black,
whereas the county is majority white., This chunge will
therefore have the effect of making it more difficult
for Regro votexs, 1f they choose to vote for a Regro
candidzte, to elect a candidate of their choice. In such
a situation, we cannot conclude that this change will not
have the racial effect which is prohibited by the Voting
Rights Act of 1965. Allen v. Boord of Elections, 393

S. 544.(1969); Etevart v. Waller (N.D. Miss., C.A. No.
EC 73-42-5). Therefore, on behalf of the Attorney Ceneral,
I must interpose an objection to subsectica (1){(c) of the .
statute.

(1) (d) Heshoba County

- Neshoba County officials submitted this changa to
the Attorney General on April 28, 1975. Ca June 9, 1975,
we rtequested additional infomatim A copy of that :
letter is attached. To date the requested add!.:imal ‘
information has not becn recelved. .o
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(2)(a) Linccln County

C This change was submitted to the Attomey General
‘oa May 2, 1975. On June 9, 1975, we requested additional
information. A copy of that letter 48 glso attached, -
To date the requested additional information has not been
recelived. , :

(2){b) Lefayette County

After a prelininary review of this subsecticn, we ', ..
have concluded that additional information will dbe KR
nccessary In order for us to properly evaluate the change. -
Accordingly, would you please send us the following S
information:

1) The population by race of each beat.

2) A statcment as to whether any elections for
the Board of Education have been held at-large since
Novenber 1, 1964. If g0, please provide the names of
the candldates for each Board of Education election since
Rovember 1, 1964, their race, and the result of each
election contest by beat.

(2)(c) Warren County

Warren County i presently under & court order to
draw an scceptable redistricting plan. (United States v.
Warren County, Mississipni, S.D. Miss., C.A. No. 73H~48(N)).
Hovever, the districts as they existed in 1968 contain * -
three majority black districts, sand we believe that
majority black districts would result from a fairly
drawn districting plan; the county as a whole is majority -
.white (5972). Therefore, we believe the submitted change
will have the effect of diluting the black vote in these
districts. On behalf of the Attorney General, I must
interpose an objection to this subsection of the statute. .
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(2)(d) Rsncock County e
: Additional information will be necessary ia
. order to properly evaluate this subsection. Would
you please send us the following information: R

1) The population by race of each beat.

2) A stztement &€ to whether eny elections for
the oard of Ecucation have beea held atelarge since
November 1, 1964. If so, please provide the names of
the candidates for each Eoard of Educaticn election €ince
Novemnber 1, 1964, their race, and the result of each o
election contest by beat. -

(3)(a) Earshall Cecunty

Our evaluation shows that Marshall County has
four black majority beats. While Marshall County 1s
62.0% black, the voting age population 18 55.9% black.
With two exceptieas, black candidates have never won
county-wide office whereas black voters have been success~
ful in electing black candidates to beat-wide offices,
Also, our analysis of electliocn recults in Marshall County
shows & very strong pattern of racial bloc voting in the
county. Under these circumstances, the change in Marshall
County to an at-large systex of election of school board
weubers Wy have an imperuissible racial effect, end
therefore 1 must object to this subsection of the
statute.

. Yo 0
S
.

{(3)(b) Benton County I ,if‘f:}}

I

o Our investigation shows that Senton Countf'haz'f.f
two majorlity black districte, slthough {t is a majority -
vhite county. The change will therefore have the effect
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£
of eliminating the possibility of black voters aloas -t

electing a candidate of thoir cholce in those two
districts, Accordingly, on Eghalf of the Attorney
General I muet interpose an objection to this sub~-
sccticn of the statute, :

(4) Leake {ommty

'I'his change ‘'was the subject of & l.awsuit (ﬁnﬂ:
States v. Leake County, Micsissipni, et al., §.D, Kiss.,
C.A. No. 4771) in vhich the court held the change void
because it had not been submitted for federal pre-
clearance under Section 5. Leake County has not
attemnted to edminister this change since then.

Cue district (District 3) in Leake County has
a2 black mejority in population, voting agze populatiom,
and possivly rezgistered voters. No Negro cendidate has
ever been elected to county-wide office in Leake County.
The effect of the change is to sulnacrge this viable black
wejority into a heavily white msjority canstituency.
Therefore, on behalf of the Attomey Geaeral, I must
object to this subsection of the statute.

(5) Lowndes County

Officlals of Lowades County subaitted this change
to the Attorney Geneval, and, by letter of June 23, 1975,
ve objected to the change. A copy of that letter is
ettached. I omust continue the objection to this change
oa behalf of the Attomey General.

.../
-t

‘ Where we have requcsted additicnal infomttm. .
such as Neshoba, Lincoln, Lafayette and Hancock Counties,
the (GO0~day period which the Attorney Geaeral 1s given in
the Act for consideration of @ submitted change will
begin to run as acon as we recefve the addicional
inforzmtion.

—
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If you have any questions conceming this
letter, please do mot hesitate to contact Sidney

R. Bixler, vhose number is 202--739-2183. 5

Sincerely, ??;

J. Stsnley Pottinger
Assistant Attcrey General
€ivil Rights DPivision
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