fhiomac il. Crawiford, Jr., Log.

Cooper, Mltch & Crawford

Suite 201 = 409 North 21lst Stroot 1 FED 1950
Dirmdinghiam, Alabama 35203

Dear Mr. Crawtord:

*his is in reference to the annexation of land o
the City of Pleasaat Grove, Jafferson County, Mlabaaa, by
Act Ho. 79-419 (1979) of the 2labama Leglslature, sulinltied
to the Attorney Ceneral pursuant to Section 5 of the Votiay
Rights act of 1965, as amended. Your submiseicn was completed
on becamher 3, 1979.

Ve have givoan careful consideration ©o itlic materials
you have submitted, as well as information and comments of
othier interested rarties. We note that thie City of Pleacant
- Grove today contains some 6,500 pcrsons, all of whom arc
white; that areas adjacent to the annexed arca have been
developed for exclusively white residential use; that similar
developnent is planned for tha annezxed arca, and that scveral
idontifliably blaclk areas have petitioned for annexation Lo
+the City of Pleasant Crove, but that the city has taken no
steps to annoex tlwse areas, despite the passage of a consider-
able length of time. Ve have aleo noted raports of activiticos
indicating the presence of considorable antagonism toward
black persons in the vicinity of Pleasant Grove.

Under Saction 5 of the Voting ldghts Mot tha sulmitiing
authority has the burden of proving that a submitted cheuge
has no discriminatory purpose or affect. Sce, e.q9., Georyia v.
United States, 411 U.S. 526 (1973); 25 C.F'.R. 51.19. "See algo
Gomililon v. Lightfoot, 364 U.S. 339 (1950). In ligat of the
considerations discussed above, I cannot conclude, as I nuast
under the Voting Rights Act, that that burden has boen sustained
in this instance. ‘herefore, on bshalf of the Attornecy Ceneral,
I nust object to tho annexation to the City of Pleasant Grove
embodied in Act lio. 79-419 (1975) of tha Alabama Legislaturec.
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Gf course, as provided by Secvion b of the Votlaw
Rights Aot, you have tiie right to seak a dgclaratory judg-
ment from the United States District Tourt for the Bistrict
of Columbia that this change has neither tiic purxrmose nor
will have the effect of denyving or abridging the right to
vcte on account of race, color, or manberchip in a lanuace
minority group. In additlon, the Procedures for the Adimduis-
tration of Scection 5 (2¢ C.P.1. 51.21(L) and (c), 21.23,
and 51.24) permit you to request the Attommey Ganeval o
roconsider thie objection: such a roconsideration weould o
anpropriate 1f and when the City of Pleasant Grove demon-
strates that its annexation policy is free of rarial
selectivity. However, until the cbjection iz withdrawm
or ¢the juldgment from the District of Columuiz Court
obtained, the effect of the objection by the Attornay
General is to make the annoxation leqally unonforcoahle.

‘Yo enable this Dopartment to meet its rosponsibility

o onforce tha Voting Rights Act, please inform us within
tuwenty days of yowr receipt of this letter viat gowrae of

actlion the City of Fleagsant Grove rlans to tako wlih waspect
o thie matter. If you have any quaestions councerning this
letier, pleasc fecl froe to cail iHr. John K. Tanner (:02--
724~7359) of our ctaff, who has been assignnd to handla
this submilssion.

Sincorely,

MWW S. 2AYC III
Asggistant Attorncy Ganacrul
Civil Richts Livision

cc: Lynda Krndght, ¥sg.
Assistant Atitorney ceneral




