
C. Nathan Davis, tsq* 

LAe and Davis 

P. 0. BOX 1376 

Albany, Georgia 31702 


Dear M r .  Davir t 

Thir i r  i n  referenca t o  tha rediatr ict lng of colamirrionar 
d i s t r i c t s  i n  Dougherty County, Georgia, rubraittod t o  the . 
Attorney General purruant t o  Sactton 5 of the Voting Rights 
Act  of 1965, ar  amendad, 42 U.S*C.  1973~. Your submission 
was completed on May 13, 1982. .. 

Ws hay* mads a caroful analyrir of tha'infonuation 
that you have provided, tha 1980 Cennur data, tha aventa 
surrounding tho anactmont of tho change, the information i n  
our f i l m s  vith reapact to the precloarranco of the eximting 
plan, and comTnentm and information provtdmd by othar Intermated 
partiam. On tho bad. of our anaZy6is we arm unable t o  
concludo that tho n w  plan for the redir t r ic t ing of  tha 
cormnisrioner districtr doer not hava a dircrimfnatory purpaae 
or offect. 

Out analysis of tho plan under rubmiasion Lndfcat.8 

that  itr lnevitabla offoct will bm t o  dilutm t h m  voting 

atrength of black ci t izens i n  Dougherty County. P o t  inrtance, 

our raviaw rhcwr that the  black population of Dougherty 

County ha. incraasad rubstantially ovar thm period from 1970 


. - to 1980. I h i n  incrmrro i n  black population, togathor with - --
a reduction fn tha White population, is not roflectod i n  the 

r e a u l t 8  of t h m  rodiatricting containad in tha rubmitted plan. 

Indeed, our analyaim shovm that  tha proponad plan raducem the 

black proportion in all but one of tha mix d i r t t i c t r  and in 

the process 6aamm unnecarrarfly to concentrate black citizen. 

i n  the two districts which are majority black. 


, 
Th.Voting Rights Act proscribas any change which 


would 'lead t o  a ratrograsaion i n  tho porition of racial 

minorities with raspect t o  their  effect ive exorcise of the 

electoral franchima." -Beer v. Unitad States,  425 U.S. i30 ,  



141 (1976). I n  vimw of  the circumstances d i r c u r s u l  abwo 
w e  cannot  concluda that the county has  ahown the absence of 
such an e f f e c t  i n  this  care. Accordingly, on behalf  o f  tho 
Attornay Gsneral, I must fnt8rpo8+ an gbject ion to t h e  
r e d i i t r i c t i n g  plan. 

Of coutre,  as providad by Saction 5 of t h o  Voting 
fights Act ,  you have tha  r i g h t  t o  seek a declaratory judgment 
f r o m  the United S t a t e s  D i m t r i c t  Court f o r  t h e  D i s t r i c t  of 
Columbia t h a t  thfa change has ne i ther  the purpomm nor w i l l  
havo the  effect of denying or  abridging tho r i g h t  t o  vote on 
account of  race, co lor  or membmrrhip i n  a language minority 
group. I n  addit ion,  the Procedutas  for tha  Administration 
of Soction 5 (28 C . I . R .  51.44) pormit you to request  the 
Attorney General t o  reconsider the  objection. Rot~llver, 
u n t i l  the object ion is withdrawn or tho judgment frm the 
D i a t r i c t  of Columbia Court is obtaiard, the a f f e c t  o f  tha. 
object ion by t h e  Attorney General is to make t h o  r e d i s t r i c t i n g  -
of the conmissioner districts l ega l ly  unenforceablo. 

To enable this Department t o  meet its respons ib i l i ty  
t o  enforce the Voting Rights A c t ,  p lease inform urn of t h m  
courso of a c t i o n  Dougherty County plans t o  taka with respect 
to t h i s  matter. If you have any questions concorning thir 
l e t t e r ,  please f e e l  f r e e  t o  c a l l  Carl W. G a b e l  (202-724-83801,
Director  of the Section S Unit of the Voting Section. 

Sincerely, 

Aaaiaturt Attomoy Ganetal 
C i v i l  Right. Division 


