Mr. Jolnnie Henderson
Superintendent

Forney Independont School Pistriet
E., 9. Box 939

Forney, Tezas 75126

Dear My, Hapdoram:

This is in reference bto the imposition of
majority vote and numbered post voting regulrements
in Soard of Truscees’ elections, submitted to the
Artorpey Gemeval »ursuaant to Section 5 of the Voting
Riphis Act of 1363, ag amended, Tour submisslon

was received on January 9, 1378,

We have given careful comsideration to the
subulzzed changes and the supnorting information as
vell as the data cowpiled by the Bureau of the Census
and information snd comments frow interested parties.
After a caraful examination of these factors az well
as su snalysis of recent court decigzlons, we are
unable to conclude, as we must under the Voting
RBights Acr, that the lmposiclon of che majoricy vote
and numbeved post voting requirements in the covtext
of the ai-larze mamd staggered elections for tae
Board of frustees will not tave a racially discyrimi-
natory elfect, Recent Bupreme Court decisionsg, Lo
which we feel obilgated to give zgreat welght, ilndicate
that the Qowbinacion of the sbove features would
have the effect of abridging minority voting righes,
The reasoning of thege recent casas 1is i{llustrated
by the Suorene Court's decision 1n Juae 5f 1973 whieh
held that the wulti-membar election gvstem, pucbgical
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pogt and majority vote requirement of Dallas and
Bexar Coumties, Texas, tended o abridge minoricy
votingz power and therefore vioelated the Fourtzentch
Amendment. Wilte v. Regester, 412 U.S. 753 (1973).
See alse, Whitoomwb v. Chavis, 403 4.8. 124 {1371),

Foy tre foregolny reasons, [ wust on behelf
of the Attorney General intarmoge an objection ro the
nueered post and majorlty vote features mentioned
above. We Lave reached thiz sonclusion reluctantly
beecause we fully understand rha complexities involvad
In devising 8 nlan of ¢his nature so a3 o satiefy
the needs of the sehosl distriet and its citizeas
and simulianeously, to comply with the wandares of
ke Federal Constitution znd laws. Ve are persuaded,
howaver, that the Voting Rights Act compels thig
regult.

3% course, Zection 5 permits seeking approval
aof all chaupes sffecting woting by the Uniced States
Pistrict Court for the Distvict of Colwmkis lrrmspec-
tive of whether the changes heve previcusly beem sub-
mitted to the Attorney CGenerzl., However, until such
a judgment is rendered by that court, the lezal effeect
af the sbjection by the Attorney General is to render
tlve changes 1o question legelly unenforceable,

Sincerely,

J. Stanley Pottinyer
Asslgtant Actormey General
Uivil Rights Division



