8. Treva G. Ashworth 26 SEP 1973
Senior Assistant khttorney General

State of South Carclina

wade Hampton Office Building

Post Office Box 11549

Columbia, South Carolina 235211

Dear Ms. Ashworth:

This is in reference to Act R293 of the 19279 Souih
Carolina General Assembly, which provides for the holding
of elections for Chester County council rembers not later
than bDecember 1, 1979, oxr if not held by that date, for
the holding of county council elections at the time of
the 1980 General Election, subrmitted to the Attorney General
pursuant to Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act of 1965, as
amended. Your subnission was receiveé on kugust 27, 1678,
In accordance with your reguest expedited consideration has
been given this submission pursuant to the procedural guide-
lines for the administration of Section 5 (28 C.P.R. 51.22).

We have bean informed that the Chestar County Council
has decided not to hold elections in 1979. &As a result, the
effect of Act 1293 (August 21, 1979) is to mandate the next
election of the Chester County Council in Xovember, 1980.

On October 28, 1977, the Attorney General objected
to the change from single-member districts to at~large
elections in Chester County. This objection was enforced
in United States v. County Council of Chester County, Civ.
Action No. 78-881 (D. S.C. June 8, 1973). Subseguently the
South Carolina General Asserbly enacted RZ48 (1979}, which
established single-member distriects for Chester County to
be implemented on the second Tuesday in Hovember, 197S.
This statute was preclared pursuant to Section 5 onr
Augqust 21, 197S.
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Since the county council has chosen pot to conduck
elections in 1373, Act K293 operates to exten & the terms ¢f
those bholding over in office, whe wore elected under the
objected to at—large method of election. Hy October 23,
1977 letter of objection stated that the Attormey CGenerail
was unable to conclude that thc change to at-large elections
would not have a racially discriminatory effact in Chezter
County. Thus, Zct P293 has tho effect of extending the
ters of office for another year of those county council
mpenbers slected under a plan which was illecally implemented
in violation of section 5 and which may derny meaningfgl
access to the political process to the black residents of
CThester County.

Accordingly, on behalf of the Attorney General, I
must cbiect to the cperation of Act R293 inasrmuch asg it
extends the tern of office by one additional ysar of those
alected under the at-larce systen: in viclatior of scction 5.

Of course, as provided by Section 5 of the Voting
Eights Kot, you have the right to scel a declaratory jude-
sent from the United States Disirict Court for the District
of Columbia that this chance has meither the purpose nor
will have the effect of denying or abridging the right to
vote on account of race or color. Irn addition, the Proce-
dures for the Administration of Baction 5 (28 C.P.R. 51.21(bL)
and (c), 51.23, and 51.24) permit vou to reguest the Attorney
Gencaral to reconsider the objection. Howsver, until the
objection {s withdravn or the juigment from the District of
Colurmbia Court obtailned, the effect of the objecticn by the
Attorney General is to make the extension of the terms of
those holding over on the Chester County Council for one
additional vear legally unenforceakble.

To enable this Department to meet its responsibility
to enforce the Voting Rights Act, please inform us
immadiately upon receipt of this letier of the course
of action the State of South Carclina anéd Chester County
plan to take with respect to this mattar. If you have any
questions concerning thie letter, please feal free to call
Sohn P. Hacioon, Director of the Sectdion 5 Unit, at 202--
724~74359,

Bincerely,

Drev 8. Days III
Asgistant Attornev General
Civil Richts nivision




