MAK 20 1972,

SPECIAL DELIVERY

lr., W. d. Fedric

City Attorney

City of Grenada

Crenada, Miessissippi 338901

Lear lr, Fedric:

This is in reference to your submission wmder
Sestion 5 of the Voting Rights Act of 1965 of chanmges
in election laws with regard to City Council elections
in tue City of Greneada, Miselusippl.

Your submission was initislly received oo
Jaauery 17, 1971, end additional information necessary
to evaluste the gubmissiocn was recelved om Februexy 19,
1572. As you requested, however, we have expedited our
consideration of the submission in view of your upcoming
election schedulae.

After a careful analysis and review of the
demographic facts involved and receut court declisioms,
ve are unable to conclude, &s8 we must under the Voting
Rights Act, that the changes submitted will not have a2
raclally discriminstory effect. All candidates for
city council now must run st-large whereas defore four
of the six were elected by districtg. We note that two
of thege candidates 8ls¢ must run for numbered posts,
It is our understanding also that & msjority of votes
is required to win, and that approximately 43%i of
Grensda's population is black.
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Our analysis of recent federal court decisions
dealing with issues of this nature, &nd to vhich we
feel obligated to give greet weizht, leaves us unable
to conclude, with respect to these changes, that the
combination of at-large election, nuwrbered posts, and
a msjority requirement would not occagion an abridge-
ment of minority voting rignts in Grenada., The
reesoning of these recent cases is illustrsted by the
decision of the federal district court im Korth Carelins
wiich cozmented with respect to numbered posts in
multi-menber districts, (which imvolve at-larpe election),
“It is clear that the numbered sest law may have the
effect of curtailing sinority voting power.' (Scott v.

Cunston, E.B. B.C., Bo. 2666-Civil, €lip Opinion, n. % at

p. 17, (Jan. 10, 1972)). Similariy, the three~judze
court considering the Texas legislative reapporticament
found both the wajority requirarent and the anumerical
post requirement tended to abridge minorTity voting
power and "highlight the raclsl element where it does
exist." Graves v. Barnes, W.D. Tex., MNo. A-l7-CA-142,
§1lip Up. at p. 38. Geec, also, Sius, Faorr, snd U.5 A,
v. Aros, No. L744~5, (M.D. Als., Jasuary 3, 1972);
Bugsie v. The Governor of Louisians, No. 71-202 E,D.
La., August 24, 1971. And the Supreme Court, while
not holding the at~larpe election feature of multi-
wenmber districts wnconstitutional, per se, has
recognized the potentially discriminatory effect such
forn of elaction can have by cubmerging & cognizadie
racial minority into 2 white majority. See ¥hitcomb
v. Chavig, 433 U.5. 124 (1971).
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For the foregolog reasons, I must on behalf of
the Attorney General interpose an objecticm to the
change to at-large clecticn of the four previous ward
councilmen and the gddition of the post requirement to
the fomser at-large positions. We have vreached this
conclusion reluctantly Secause we fully umderstand the
complexities involved in devising a respportionment
plan to satisfy the needs of the City snd its citizaens
and, simultanecusly, to comply with the mandatas of
ths Federal Comstituticn and laws. We are persuaded,
however, that the Voting Rights 4ct compels this
result.

Of course, Section 5 pormits sseeking approval
of all changes effcecting voting by the United States
Diatrict Court for the District of Columbia irregpective
of vhether the¢ changes have previocusly dbeen submitted
to ths Attorney General.

Sincerely,

DAVID L. NBMAK
Assistant Attorney Ganeral
Civil Rights Division




