
iis. Ti'reva ti. Asnworth 
Assistant i:.tto;mey General 
,.aae I-Izc~~ptonOfiice Building 

yost Of iz'ize Box iiS49 
Jolm~bia,;~rit . i i  Saroiina 25211 

This is in reference t o  Acf  1243 sraggeriw 
the term or' the Soard of Fire Gonrrol of the ~>zmcarr 
i l ~ p c lFize ~iuerictand Act 1227 staggering the term 
of the Go*3ncil of the Town of 3isiiopville, Lee iounty, 
s s o a i t t e d  to the Btcornsy General pursuant ro Section 5 
02 the Votins A i & h t s  Act: of 1965. Your submission was 
received duly  5 ,  1974. 

I have given careful consideration to the sub-
,iiittoJ changes and supporting information. Our analysis 
indizates that ,  in the context of the dmgraphic  chamc-
teristics 05 tlic Town of BishopviLle which is 49% black; 
rccenc coitrt: iecisions in voting rights cases such as 
Georgia v .  United utatee, 411 U ~ S .526 (1973) and Graves v. 
%irnes, 343 9. $upL>, 704 (id.3. Tax. 3 9 7 2 ) ,  -3a2f1d 
->ihitev .  Xegeater, 412 U.S. 755 (1973) ; the extstence in 
;>ouI~LCarolina of Che opportunity to single-shot vote; 
3 3 ~the ac-large aysteu-of election in Bishopvilla, the 
re~ir.,etionof zkte f i e l d  of candidates which would resulr 
ire.; rile i ~ y o s l t i o z lof staggered t e n s  for the election 
o2  c i t y  co~x~c i l : enin Bisbpvil le  would have the affect 
or: L i u i r i a g  ri-e potantiai for  blazlr voters t o  elect: a 
zanciidate 02 their choice and, rhus, const i tute  a 
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:lilution of blazli v c s t i n ~a c r e q t h .  'iinrkr sach circum-
stan:>es, the Attorney Gtzieraf cannot crmclude, sa he 
mzst under tht Vorin~R i g h t s  Act  of 1965, . c h ~ tthe 
intr>leutentstion 05 staggered tenns for the Coirncil of 
the To%n of Blijhopville will not have the effect af 
denying or abridgin.: the ri&t to vofe on accouufl of 
race or color. I I;YLI;~, therefore, on behalf of the 
Attorney Senerat, i.nter;?o;e an object ion to the imple-
mentation of A c t  1227. 

a f  course, Section 5 ?emits you to seek a 
declaratory judgnent f rm the -United States .)istrict 
Court for  the district  of CoLutnbfa that t h i s  plan 
neither h ~ sthe purgoee nor effect of denying or 
ahridgin& the right t o  vote on account of race or 
color. However, until such a judgment is zendered by 
that Court,  the le:& effect af the objection by the 
~ttorneyGenaraL is to render unenforceable the atagered 
tern plan for th2 Town o f  3ishopville. 

Kith respsct t o  ace L249 which staggers tho terms 
for the Board of Pire Control for the L,'uncen Chapel 
Fire district, we understand that the population o f  
that district is ajproxinately 9% white. In the cm-
text  of that racial camposition, we do not perceive the 
raciaLLy dilutive effect which woula euaue from the 
Bishopviflc situation. &nseciuentl y, the Attorney General 
does not i n t e q o e e  an objection to the iq3lenlentatio.n t o  
A c t  124d .  However, we £eel a responsibility to point out 
that iiectiun 5 of the Votiny Ri~htuA c t  expressly pro-
v i d e s  that the fai1'I~reof the Attorney Seneral t o  object 
does not bar s4bse:;uent:judic ia l  act ion to enjoin t b  
enforcmwnt of ouch a change. 

Sincerely, 

3 .  STr4LYGY ?GT~Z;13Gfi22 
A93ist;mt Attorney General 

GZvi l  Kights Xviuion 


