HMr. Albert J. Fost

City Attorney

Cigy of Reidsville

unicipal Bullding

220 West orshead Street
Reidsville, ‘iorth Carolina 27320

Dear ¥Mr. Post:

This 1s in reference to the staggered terms for
the City Council of the City of Reidsville {(Rockingham
County), idorth Carolina, sulmitted to the Attorney
General purusant to Section 5 of the Voting Rightz Rct
of 1965, as amended. Your subnission was completed on
June 4, 1979,

We have given careful consideration to the infor-
mation furnished by you as well as to comments from

interested parties. Wo note that the effect of this change

will be to reduce the maximum number of council positions
available in any one election from five to three., Our

analysis reveals that although blacks constitute a sub-

stantial proportion of the population of the City of
Reidsville, and have achieved representation on the ciiy

ccuncil, there is widespread conecern among the black

comuunlty that the restriction en the availlable number
of positlons to be filled at each election will have the

effect of dindnishing the opportunity for blacks to elect

candidates of their cholce. “his concern would appear to
£land support in the fact that all three of the hlack

persons who were elected successively to the council over

the last eleven years initially obtained incumbency by
olacing fifth, a position that would rot have reguvltad in

theilr election under the proposad change.



under theso clrcumsiances, and in tha conbtexk of
sk~largs slecklions with a nluraliey suffizdent for elee-
tion, we are unable to conclude that the Invoasltion of
staggered terms will not have a racially discririnateory
sffact. Avecordingly, ¥ aust on hehalf of the Astorney
cenerel interpose an obhiectlon to the chonge from non-
staggersd to stagyered tarns. <f course, Saectionm ¥
permits seeking approval cof all changes affsoting voting
by the United Ftases tdsirict Conr: for the Tdstrict of
Coluxbia irrespective of whether the changoes have proviously
heen submitted o the sttorney Cuneral, In adaicdesn, the
frocedurss for the Mdiministration of Sertden 5 (38 C,F.R.
531.21¢bY and {c), £1.23, and 31.34) vpernit you o rauosd
the Attoxrney Saneral to reconsider the objsction. Fowever,
untdl such a judgment is rendered by that Tour:z, tha legal
effect of the objaction by the Attoraay Goneral is to
rander the change in gueatien legally unenforeeahlo.

Lo enable this Dopartusent to meet lts respansibility
o anforce the Yoting Tdghts sot pleane forward vour sub-—
rizsion to us, or otkierwiss contact us with respeot o this
natrer, within 20 ldays of your receipt of this latter. If
vou have anv .mestions regardiang (his matter or if we navy
asgist vou in any way, please do not hesitate to contant
3. Linda ilayrvaey (202/724-7403) nf our staff, vho haz bhgen
agsigned to handla this suhniasgsion., Plzase refer to Fila
Ao, 4642 in mny written reaponse to this letter so tnal
rTour correspondence will bo proparly channelled.

Sincereliy,

/s

SO0 . HUTZRTA
Scting Asslstant shtorne; Goneral

ivil rdghta Tivislon




2 2 0CT 1979

Nr. Albert J. Post

City Attorney

Griffin, Post, Deaton & Lorsley
100 South Scales Straet
Reidsville, torth Carolina 27320

Dear Mr. Post:

whis is in reference to your request that the
Attorney Ceneral reconsider his August 3, 1979 objec-
tion under Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act of 1965,
42 U.5.C. 1573¢c to the change to staggerod four year
taermeg for city councilmen, Your request was received
on hugust 23, 1979,

We have carefully reviewed the information that
you have provided to us, as well as comments ancd informa--
tion provided by other intorested parties. Howevor, we
have not found a basis for the withdrawal of the Attoraey
General's objection. Therefore, on kehalf of the Attorney
General, I must decline to withdraw the abjectiom.

Of course, Section § permits you to seck a declara-
tory judgment from the District Court for the District of
Columbia that this enactment has neither the purposc nor
the effect of denving or abridging the right to vote on
account of race or membership in a language winority qrouj;
irrespective of whether the change has previously bhecn
- gubmitted to the Attorney General. As previously anotedq,
until such a judgment is rendered by that court, tho legal
effect of the objection by the Attornay General 1is to
render the change in question unenforceable.

Sincerely,

Prew S. Days III
Agsistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

cc: Public File
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