
Mr. Mrtin Ray 
FicQueen, Ray & Allison 
Attorneys a t  Law 
P. 0 .  Box 65 
Tuscaloosa, ALabar;a 35401 

Dear Mr. Ray: 

This is in reference t o  the reapportionment 
of the Ptclccns County Board of Education (effected 
by Act  No. 72 of the 1975 A l a b w  Legislature), 
which was mbraitted t o  the Attorney General pursuant 
t o  Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act  of 1965. 
Your aubnilssion was received on February 16, 1976. 

First, we note that A c t  no. 41 of the 1966 
Ala- Legislature, under which legislation the 
Pickens County W r d  of E ~ s t i ~was previously 
apportioned, has never met the preclearance require-
ment# of Section 5. We hrther note that prior t o  
1966, the Pickene Camty Soard of Education electad 
five menibere fxxm flve 8Lngle ~~entberdistrict#. 

T u r n 4  to the merit8 of thia  uubmiraion, 
a the b s f r  of our consideration of the relevant 
dwgrsphic  and geographic &ta,  and c-tr 
from interested parties, ue cannot conclude aa  we 
aarst mder the Voting Rights Act, that the elect-
of the Pfckens County Board of Education orr ua at-
large baris codincd with aajority vote require-
ment, sumbered pasts, and rtaggered termrr, w t l l  mt 
&ve r racially discriminatory afgect. E ~ L C C P ~  
Supr- Court decisioxm, to rblch we feel obligated. 
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to give weight, indiczite t i iat the  cm5ination of the 
above fcutures m y  b v s  the effect oi abridging 
~ i o o r i t yvoting rights in Pickens County: E.?,. ,Y h i t e  
v. kei;ester, 412 U S ,  755 (1973j; i.:hitco::!b V. I;is~vis, 
433 U . 6 .  124 (197fj. We note that; the use of single 
rria~berdistricts (used previously t o  elect school board 
w ~ 5 c r s ) ,i f  fairly drs& and p&i;e+ly apportioned, 
might elt~inciteany racially discriscinatory effect, 

For the fore~cingreasons, 1 &st on behalf of 
the Attorney GenerGl interpose an objection t o  the 
cozbination of at-large election systeu, majori ty vote, 
nubered post an3 stauered t e a  reqcirments. We have 

-	 reached t h i s  conclusion reluctantly because we ful ly  
unclerstanrl the aq3lexities Zrrvolved i n  devising a plan 
of this nature so as t o  satisfy the nee,& of the county 
and its citizens and s h l t a n e o u s l y ,  to  c o q l y  vith 
the asandates of the Federal Constitution aad laws. 
We are persuaded, &owwet, that the Voting Rights Act 
cotqels this  result. 

Because I s rues  relating ta this  matter ate 
presently pending before the United States District 
Court for the Northern District of Alabarra in -Corder 
v. Kirksey, C i v i l  A c t i o n  Nu. 73-X-lob6 (bl. D. Ala . )  , 
I arir taking the liberty of providing the Court wtth 
a co?y of t h i s  reewnse. Of course, Secttoa 5 permits 
reeking approviil of a l l  chaages afcect- votlng by 
the United Sta tes  District Court for the District of 
Colrriabia irrespective of whether the changes baoc 
previously been aubnitted to the Attorney General, 

Sincerely, 

. * . 

J ,  Stanley PottLager 
AesLstant At torney  Geztazal  

Civil Right8 of~f8iOll 


