. Corporatica Couasel '

| re»eive.d on. July 2 1974. ;
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'rhia 13 mrefa:m :aymwbniaaionuade:
Sectica 5 of the Voting Rights Act o£.1965 of 25
aanexaticns £o the ity of Charlestan, Scuth Caxolina,

‘oubmit.edtothaAt:omcyGemalmmttoSecmnS

of the Voting kights Act of 196$n?'ionr_8ubmia.-ion was

In examinﬁaz, amxat:ums ‘undes Sec:inn 5 of
the Votiag Rights Azf, it'is incumbent on’ the Attomey
Geae.almdeteminam:harthcawatims elther
mmammg,macmncmmmwmm
voting. In making this evaluation we apply the legal
pzincipleawhich tha: ccu::shavesievalomd in the sams
or analogous sitvardlons,  Hopowves, it is~dsosigaiiicanT
that Sectiocn 5 cnly prohibits: mplmatazica of chingas
affecting voring and providaes that such chsuges may aot
be enforced without receiving'paior.approvel by the
Atmmeycmenlorb?themm‘mm:ha '
District of Columbia, Cur pxoper: socncexa then i3 not

‘mmvammgzmmemmmmm,m
mwﬁawwhichpwmm :

"’M»N

The £m.mwing i:able dali.mw ea..h aanesaticn, "

»madatnituaaaccmplished ‘the population by raca as

of the 1970 Census (based oa datd supplled thricugh youxr
office;, and the totzl nopulstion of each anaexssiog,




Asnexaiion | . whica ';.'"-.f'” Black Total
LDate ‘ - Po m;atiou Povnlation ~ Pooulaticn -

i

B 1
o}

IRE NV PLENY VY o l

:

¥ov, 10, 1964 - 1275
Dec, 22, 1564 -
- Dece 22, 1964
Hov. ¢, 1565
Dec. 28, 1985
' ‘May. 22, 1966
Maz., 22, 1866 - . -
- 8% Jaa. 10, 1967 - ... "
9w May 23, 1967 - L -
10 Dec. 17, 1968 - .
1is Dec. 30, 1963 ~ :
12 Aug. 19, 1969
13% Sgpt. 16, 1963 -
14 _‘_"‘H' G@cc 16’ 1969
15 - QOct. 14, 1869 :'z'f',
RV Gct. 43 1869 -
17 - Aug. 15, 1972 ;.
18 - Jaly 17, 1973 . %
19 Jwe 26, 1973
20 - Juas 26, 1973 .
L -Jwme 26, 1973 e
22 C June 26, 1973000
23 . Seat. 6, 1973
24 - ADT, 23, 1974 ;-
25 T ApT. 23, 1974;}_.;"
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Immaticn snppliad :h:oudz ymn: afﬁca indi.a:ca v
:ha: tha prasent population of paxticular camexaticns is |-
sigaificanfly diffarant fzcm the 1970 Census data you
suppllied. The praseat popula:icn nfomnd.m £or thess
dcnexatioas 15 as x’nllms. e

(ﬁccmo:a con:inuad}




. ',i(..aotnm contimed :E::an pase 2)

. Zssed ca the 1970 Census Jdata peganding the
aznezaticns included in your subndssicn as amended

"+ by the infommation which you supplied, the Attoxasy

Gomeral will latorgoss no ocujectica $o those smexaticas
of axzaas which aze not populated (amnaxstica nuxbers 5,
12, 13, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23 and 24) slace the additioca
of thosa axsns 4o nol dfac:vo:in.gui:hmm City <o£

B ok SEa-C it

Chazlastea. Nor will odjection be dintaxposad £o anncxation

aumbers 2, 3, 6, 7, 10 and 14 since tha effect of those
mmtmmwmmm%ogmmapmrs :
to be minimal zivea the nuxbex of persoas in those iress,

oT to ganexztlca aumbers 13 and 16, nincr.'. nai.:he. ‘.dwa-sel; .

i}

.aZfscLs blaeka' Wtiﬂé‘ z:i@.r.s. r--;;; o

»pc\

1'harmainin,,8evana¢.ch3253wtimsum

.umidamdmbaoﬁchtmmhmmofm B
cha mcmwm,mmwnywum

lighc of fedaml coxt dacisicas which have invalved -

quastions of amnexaticna’ racielly’dilutiva affect whexs

solitical subdivisions ceaduct’ cLﬁc:ims o3 an: ag~large
bnsis. "1:2‘. of Rishmond v. United Scates, 376 7. lupp.
Ve w

qecmsmmmdpmvmmmmmvmmu

have ac xaslal purposa and have had oF will have no racial
ef@ammmwmmm:y Geor-'iav. |

walee . Black. Total

' Ne. 0 Ponulastion = W Populatien au"ﬁl‘ ation
8 226 , & . s 272
9 &9 @ L LASE
i1 375 ' o . 376
13 0 1367 1367
15

26 03 157
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- x.ourc statad at page. 3.031.

United States, 411 U.S. 52§ (1973);. city of Richmond v.
Unicted '\tztes, guora: City of ’Potarsburg v, Uanitad Stutes,

: Acccz:ding to tha data wmmincd the major
anncxaticns uwader considersticn now Inclnde 3554 white
secple and 93 black necpla to tha ity of Charisstcm. ‘
Cuz infomation regarding clections in the city demenstratas
this net addition of %56 white people appeazrs to hove hud
2 gubstantial ispact ca voting in:(harleston when vicwed in .
combination with the close city electiona’in 1971 and with
tho readily appareat pattexy of zacial blsc voting ia = - -

' Chaxleston. We have also xeceived.allegationa, uhich we

have bheen waable ‘toiconcluaively’prove or disprove, that '
aanexationo mmﬂesmcmmmwctcrof
zaclally motivsted annexations in- 1960 which changed the
majority posulation af the city Leom- blactto whi.te

"‘1‘ fa(ﬁwt.a-

Undex t.hasa dr:xmsmm;:gmnamm wi:h the

decisicas cited above we canaoticoaclude that the majox

annexations taken together have not bad a dilurive effect -
e voting in Charleston. Accoxdingly, X must ca bebalsf

of the Atiomey Gensral intarposs an objectim to the
submirged aanexat:icn wﬂ.;’é; 3.“'9, "1%, 18 and 25.

,.'<_ ,r e

Ia City of Zetersbug V. Ujét‘e,d ‘itates, ﬁunm: w

| 'V"‘Thauamt:comludasm.-.in
_‘,.,._,acmmm‘\wm’a
cane - Eladings, that this annexation can be -
e apymved mlymzhccmdimmt S
vmmeex.est“vsaiblamamezmt
upon the political pazticipation of hamk
- vekexs are acdopted, l.a.,that the -
oladntiff ghift from an ate~laxge to a
wadd Jgystom of electiang {ts city counciluen.




Ci. Cit7 of Rishmond v, United States, 1Ia ¢his conneciica,
shculd the city undsrzaks o elect ita counclloen Som
siagle-genber disfzicts, ¢ should the coasolddatica of
ths&:yandtmmtyofcmﬂasmbamadymplst&
mmmuaammwmmrmmmz
regulazly schedulad city clectionsds mAa:ameyuencul
wilgwﬁuhisdaummmm&iamr. | :

As you know, :h&dw‘&ﬁamaﬁanam:esub-

 adtred simuitanecusly under Spotion:5 desplts the fact that

the individual’ apaexagtions weze accsmplished throughout tha
pexricd within which Secticn: S has been in eifact, inciuding -
scme anmezations which wese accomplished msaxly ten yeaxs: o
ago. 1 am aot wuamindfnl of the fact that our consideration
undey Sastica ¥ regaxding the individual annexations may
havc:aml:edinajudmcwxgpmww

- abava, mmmm meﬂyupcn .

its completion. " Howeves, once’ confronted with tha
sipnltanecus submission of 29 annaxations, andﬁs.cadwizh
the questica of whethar an dnpexmisaible dilution uadexr

ths law has occurred in Charxlestona as ths result of

'anmatim,wahavemaltemﬂ.vahm:ommm

submiaaion and to callactively considertoeannexaticas
to detaxmine :haizoﬁfac:mdc:jud&czallyemm.amd
st.anda:ds.-' ‘

' &mse.%m@bysmmSthavathe-"
*igh:mzeekadeclmmzyjudmzfrm:hemmdsmo

.- . District Court for the Distyict of Columbia that these ..
' :_iggab._.gin~chaﬁ.gh.:ow:ammafmm:golgr
In any event we wokld be plsased to'discuss with you &y -

questicns yaumyhnveincmdmwiththiswzer
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- T aota that":hé.m i3 acwgandiag almui: in :
the Tnited Stoles DMstrics Court ia South Caxolina . - -

Jarguant o ¢ur policy ulers o substmice of objecsicas
wnder Fekiicnm 5 bears am apparent relatiooshly to fassvas
and/ow questions of relief in peading cases, I am vcnde
ag & sopy of this letter To thak) ’

PRa)




My, Werwic L. Roson

Corporaticn Counsel

?. &, Dox 527

45 Broad Swrect

Charleston, Scuth Carolima 29402

.

t;

. P oy . M .. &
Q2a¥ I, Roscn:

Thig ls dn pefereace to the nHuoposed plan
Iox veapportioning the City of Charleston, Sou?
Caxolina, submitied to the Attoruey Gesexal
pursuead o Scotdon 9 of the Votlug BIghts Ace v
1565, Your sutmission was ccccived an dareh 31,
1975, Ia accordance with your request, cxpaedited
congideratica hes bewn givea to this submission
pucsuant to tho procedursl guicclinies fox the
adwinlstration of Sccticn 5 (286 C.¥F.R. 51.22).

Tae Attosuey Ceaueral Qoes aot duterpodse wuy
objectloa to the change in question. Uowever, we
fegl a veaspoaoniblility o poiut out that Scctiom 5
of the Votlay Kighis sct eupresasly provides that
tue failuwe of the Attorney Ueneral to obhjcel dovs
aot bar suy subsequent judicial action to enjoin
the enforcement of such change.

Tou will xecall thoet upan dnterpoding «u
cobjecilon on behalf of the Attormawy General to the
lmplamentatioa of several anacxatlons to tho Clty of
Chawleston I advisced you ia wy letiex of ucptamber 20,
1974, thet cuould the City uadertale Lo olest 1ts

[



>“ "ch: U. S. District Court for the

A

councll frow siugle~menber disipicis the Attosuey
Gemeral would weconslder that objection. On Vsceuwber 19,

while advisiuyg you thaet the Avtormey Juneral did aot
object to that pian under Sectioa S, I pointed out
potencial Veouriconth Avuwndueat problcus with the sinjle-~
rember plan then under cousidevatica. Thus, oy
Feovruary 18 Llotier uoted that Ywe are preparcvd o uador-
tolke @ veconsideraticn of vhe ammexation objection ai
such Tlme ¢s This or anotuer acceptable siugle-wmaber

39

plan is approved by the court in youv peuding livigaciown.’

It is our undewsstandiny that the Blstricc Court
dld not epprove the siuglce-member plan previously sub-
mitted to the Attoraey Ceaeral but did approve the plan
praseatly wider suualsalon., fn view of:that Lact oud
our finding tiat the instant plan is wot objectionzble,
o behall of the attowney Geacral I am withdrawing the
cojectlon to the seven enucnatlons tuterposed on
September 20, 1974.

J. dtaaley Potiiagesw
Aesistant ACtorney Ganexal
CLvii Rignte Divisiocn

District of South Carolina

1974, zuch @ plen was subdmditted and oa ebruary 18, 1975, .

.
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