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Mr. W, Mclean Plees
Pittc, Fitte & Thoawpson
Attoracys at Law

P. O, Draver 537

Selma, Alebans 367461

Eear Kr, Pittss

This is fa xcference to Act 320 (19¢5),
Act 2022 (1571), aad Act 620 (1573) which provide
for the method of electing the goveruing body of
Rale County, Alabama, These acts vere submitted
to tho Attorazy General pursuant to Section S of
the Voting Rights Act of 1905, as ameaded, Your
submissica was recelvad on Novembor &, 1976,

In m3king a determination under the Voting
Rights Act, we apply the lez:l principles developed
by the courtz in the sanc or snalogous sftuations,
We are aware thit 662 of the population in Bile County
{s black and that the black ponulation therefore
constitutes a murerical mijority. As the court stated
1o Craves v, Rasnes, 343 F. Supp. 764, 733 (1972)¢

In the econtext of the Constitution's
guarantee of equal protection “minority™
docs not have 8 mercly munerical denotaticm;
vataer Lt refers to an idcntifisble and
specielly disadvantaged group.

In affirming the District Court's decision the
Supreme Court stated in khite w, Regester, 412 y,.S, 785
- (1573) thit the test ¢c be applied was vheother such o
ainority had been excluded from effective participatiom
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in political 1life. The Court hcld that such a finding
was sufficient to sustain the District Court's decision
that single-member districts were required.

Each of the submitted Acts provides for the
governing body to be elected on an at-large basis as
opposed to the previous method of electing by single~
member districts, Our investigation has resulted in
the conclusion that the black population of Hale County
has been prevented from entering the political process
in a reliable and meaningful manner, This is evidenced
by the fact that in Hale County no black bas ever been
elected to county-wide office,

Under these circumstances, I am unable to conclude,
as I must under the Voting Rights Act, that the use of an
at-large election system in Hale County will not have the
effect of discriminating on account of race. 1 must,
therefore, on behalf of the Attorney General, interpose
an objection to the implementation of Act 320 (1965),

Act 2022 (1971), and Act 620 (1973). Of course, as
provided by fection 5, you have the right to seek a
declaratory judgment from the United States Pistrict

Court for the District of Columbia that these Acts have
neither the purpose nor the effect of denying or abridging
the right to vote on account of race or ecolor,

Finally, in our April 23, 1976, letter of objection
we suggested that should the county decide to use the
present residency districts as single-member districts
from which to elect its commissioners in the future we
would evaluate them as such upon being furnished the
additional information requested therein, While we note
that you have responded to the request for additional
information, there i& no indication that the county
has decided to use these districts as single-member
districts, Consequently we have made no determination
in that regard, ,




.

Pursusnt to ths court order {a lnfrcd Stateg
Ve £or 007 Corfanin, File Coumtr, &labon, et zl.
(¢iv. Action Bo. 7o=403-P), 1 an Seacing a eopy of
thiz letter to that ecourt,

&incerely,

J. &tanley Pottinger
Assistant Attoracy General
Civil Rights bivision




