
mis ie ia rcgeronce to  ~ c t~6 IS^ 5). 
A c t  2022 (1971). a d  A c t  620 (1973) s t~ ichp m L &  
for the me thud of electing tbe go~erahqbody of 
Ekle County, Alabama. T k s s  a c t s  war6 ru'azltted 
t o  thc ~ ' t t o n c gW r o l  pursuant t o  S e e t i m  5 of 
the. Voting iitghts A c t  of 19G5, as mwCed. Yarn: 
a i l a a i s s t ~ ~was receivad m bfmedxr 4. 1976. 

lo m- r dcternbtlm wber the Voting 
Pfg%trAct, w e  apply the lep1 principles developed 
by the c w t a  in t b  w~eor maslogour sLaotLoao, 
Ye arc aware tt23t 662 of fir populatfm kr BjLc County 
i s  black aaG t h a t  the black ppZatlc#r t'ncreforr 
cmrtitutes a wsertcal rsjority, As tb court emcud 
b Crnres ve & C I ~ S ~343 P. Suppa 7G4, 733 (1072)t 

'Ia aff- the D i r k k t  ~aurt'a decirtort t k  
Supreaxe C a s t  atbted in  Vhl te  r. p m ~ t e r ,112 U.S. 755 
(1973) t b t  the t e s t  Lo be clp?lied was , 

PlDQThy brd.kcd excluded ftca effective putktpttoo 



%npolitica't. life.. The C a r t  held that such a finding 
was sufficient t o  sustain the District Court's decision 
thzt  slngle-mmber dictr ic ts  were required. 

Each of the eu'mitted Acts  provides for the 
govcrnm body to be elected on an at-fare basis as 
opposed to  the previous nethod of electing by single-
encmber districts. Our LnvestQation resulted in 
the conclusion that the black population of HaleCounty 
has been prevented from entering the pol i t ica l  process 
in a reliable and meaningful mnner. This is evidenced 
by the f a c t  that Ln k l e  County no black bas ever been 
elected t o  county-uide office. 

Under these circumstances,I am unable to conclude, 
as I must under the Voting Bights Act, that the use of an 
at-Urge election system Sn )tale County will not have the 
effect of discrlmlnathg on account of race. I rmrst, 
therefore, en behalf of the Attorney General, interpose 
an objection to the implementation of Act 320 (1965). 
A c t  2022 l(1971), and Act 620 (1973). Of course, as 

- .  

provided by Fection 5, you bve  the right t o  reek 8 
declaratory judgment £ran the O n t t d  State8 District 
Court  for the District of Columbia that fheae Acts have 
neither the purpose nor Che effect of &nykrg or abrtdgiag 
the right to Wte on account of race or color. 

Finally, in our Apri l  23, 1976, letter of objectLon 
ve r u e e s ted that 8hould the cotrntp decide t o  use the 
present residency districts as r~lememberdistrict8 
f r a u  oohLch to elect Lts ca~nissimersin the future we , . 

would evaluate them as such upen being furnished the 
additional  informatian requested therein. While w e  note 
that you have responded t o  the request for additional 
bformation, them Fcr no Lndicatba that the cuuatJ 
bas decided to use these districts  as r i n g l e e r  
districts. Consequently we bwe m& no detardmtLoP 
in that regard. 



masu:nt to t i t2  w-;rf orCsr h L r d u € ~ . t @ B  
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