APR 8 1975

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Joha L. Batcher

Attorney, Board of Election
Commissionsrs of Bolivaxr Comnty
P. O. Box 937

Cleveland, Mississippi 38732

Dear Mr. Hatcher:

This {5 in reference to the change in the
ssthod of electing wembers of the Board of Edwcation
of Bolivar Ceunty, Mississippl, from election by
district to slection at large, sulmitted to the
Attorney Geusrsl pursuaat to Section 5 of the Voting
Rights Act of 1965. Your swbmission was received on
March 24, 1973,

¥We have considered the submitted plan along
with Census Bureau data and iaformatien and comments
from intevested parties. Amoug other things, this
faformation shows that is 1974 the iacumbent Board
of Education camdidate for Beat 1 received more votes
in his particular district than did his opponent, that
the Beat 1 incumbent lost reelesction based upon the total
votes cast in tha county at large, that 2 substantial
majority of the persons living in Beat 1 are black, and
that the candidacy of the Bect 1 incumbent was supported
by a large sagment of the black commsnity. In other
words, it appears that the black supported incumbent
in Beat 1 lost reslectiea solely because of the changs
in the method of election from district to at largs.

In view of these facts and on the basis of the
other avallable facts and circumstances, the submitted
change has a raclally discriminstory effect. Therefore,
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ea behulf of the Attermey Comaxsl, I sust isterpese
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nafther hes the purposs nez has the effect of deayimg
or abridging the right te vots em account of vaee or
eolexr. Nowever, watil such a juignsat is rendexed by
that Court, the legal effsct of the ohjection by the
Attorney Gemoral {s to rendsr wmeaforceable the district
to at large vetiag changs.

Sincerely,

J. Ssanley Pottingsr
Assistant At General
Civil Mghts Divisien




