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thiz is in rafsroance o the ¢hianga to @ majoersiny
vobte regquirgemnat and iwplaswentation of the Scuth Ca rolinre
Lama le act by thae Sown of Calhoun TFTalls, Bcuth Tarciiua,
sunmittaed to the abtoznav Gaenernl oursuant o Seetion 5 of

the Votdng xighta Act of 19635, ar aneadaed. Youy zuhmassion
was conpleted on Octouer 13, 1976.

Ve hava given caraful consideration to the inforcaticon
furnisiied by you as well 23 Bureae o7 tha Ceansus Sata aad
ianformatlion and coaanis from interested parties. Cur analysls

revaals that blacks coustituta a sudbetantial preportion of

thz porularinrx of the vown of Calheun Pa2lls and that under

tha agdonted form of govesnsant 31l of tha town's councilman
will be clected at-large. UCader these circumstancaes, recant
couxt decisions, to which we fsal okligated te giva greatb
welght, ludicate that a majority vota requlremont could have
tha potential for abridcing minority voting righta., Z:ua
sindte v, Logester, 412 U.8. 7335 (i873); ¥uitcerd v, Chavix,
{337G.8. 124 (397L).

L rajor consideravion ig vhather voting aelong

rzacial linas (racial bloc voting) oxists. The informa-
tden available to Uus in this rejard nas not baen Jducisive.
Frcm aa’a nrevided us, however, it deas appaar that the one
black candidate in receat tizes {1873) recaived the large
3ajority of kils votes fxomi the voting box where rast of the
Llack voters cast their ballots and that his totmla at bath
boxe3a gsnerally bear a positive coarralation to tha nurmbe
Liack votuers at thosa boxes,
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vnder Section 5 of che Votin Qights Act the

g autlhority has the hurden of proving that a
subicitted change in voting practice arnd procedure doos
ot have a racial;y dlaurlmiratory purpose or effect.
(Guc Ceoraia v. United States, 411 U.S. 526 (1973):
20 C.FLhL L. 19} While rnothing has coamc to our atteﬂtiOﬁ
suggesting a discerisinatoery purpose, in view of the racial

nplications of tLe 1975 election results and the teachings
uf the court decisions cited above we are unable to conclude
that the imposition of the maiority regquirament, in the
context of an at-large e¢lection system, will no: have a
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vacially disgcriminatory effect in Callioun Falls. Accordinaglvy,

on kehalf of the Attorney General I must interpose an
objcction to the implemontation of tho majority vote
requirement for the election of councilmen.

Of course, as provided by Section 5 of the Voting
Rights Act, you have the right to secek a declaratory
juigment from the District Court for the District of
columbia that this change has naither the purpose nor
will have the effect of denving or abridging the right
to vote on account of race or color. In addition,
Sectiong 51.23 to 51.25 of the Attorney General's Scction 5
cuidelines (28 C.F.R. £1.23-51.25) permit reconsideration
of the objection should you have new information bearing
on the matter. Jiowsver, until such time as the objection
may be withdrawn or a judgment from the District of
Colunbia Court is obtained, the leqgal effect of the
objection by the Attorney Ceneral is to make the chanqe
to majority vots legally unenforceablo.

sincarely,

J. Stanley Pottinger
ragistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division




