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Hr, Thomas ¥, ‘horas
Thuwas, Fushing, Coldamitn
and Fclkxs
Attorney at ilaw
Fost Office rex 347
Lancaster, South Carolina 23720

Taar Nr. Thowas:

This {= in refarence to the majority wote ramirement
and rua-off slecticn yrocedurce for the City ¢f iLancaster,
lqncagtar Jounty, Scuth Jarolira, contained {n Crdisances
7€~15 amd 77-27, gubmitted €0 the Attorney General pursuant
tc Ezotlon § of the Votinrg cilghts Lot of 1365, sz amandad,
sour suimiseion was coxpleted oa July 21, 1278,

, e have givan careful comsiloration to tha inforna-
ticz furnished by you az wall as Rureau of the leasws Jacs
and information and comsents Irom othar intarasted parties.
Gur analysis reveals that klacks constituts 2 subazantial
»rapartica of the population of tiw City of ijancaster, that
the aity couscil ia eleoctsd at-large, aand that bloe votierg
slong racial lires apreaxs to exist. tnder these siremxstances,
recant court decisions, to waich we feal obligated to give
graat weleht, indicata that a majority veie regairemant coald
havs the potential for alhiridgiag ninority voting rights, See
whits v. Bogester, 412 U.B. 753, 768-47 {1973), iirmer v,
Acraithen, 433 F.24 1297, 13233 (3¢h Cir. 1973), aff'd sud neon.
Eist Carvell Perish School koard v, Harshall 4247005, 3¢
1I573); Jevits v, Bides. 571 F.2d 239 (Jth Cix. 1973).

Scotion 5 ©f the Veting Rights 2ot plagas wpon the
submitting 2uthority tho burden of vroving that a subheitted
change ia veting rractice and procedure does pot kLave 2
vacially Ziscriminatory purpcse or effsct., (Z:e Ceorgia v,
Trited Stanas, 411 G.5. 326 (1973) - 29 C.Y.%R, Sl.I!:Ti"'
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¥ocause of the poizatial fer diluting 2lack woting scrangel
inheraat in the use of a majority vord requirommat unler
circunstancas such as exisgst 4a Loncaviasr and Beczase the
city bad izsuac#a &o corpelling raascn for 1ts usa, va are
unabla 40 conclade that tha barden of ryoof haaz Lean sustalinaed
azi that the lsposition of the majority tequirzsent, in the
context of an at-larcges electicn sysier, will oot have a
raclally discrisminstory effect., HReocordiagly, o bahald

of the stterney Gemeral, I rust laterpcse am atjaction to
the gajcrity voite reguirement contalzed iln Ordlizaces 7£-16
m 7"270

Qf course, as provided by 8sctica § of tre Voting
Righta aict, you hive the right to seek a deglaratory ndgnant
frow the United States pPistrict Ccurt for the Listrict of
Columbia that this chance bhas meitler the gurpese cor will
have the effact of Canving or abrid;ing the rignt to vote
ea sccoant of race or color. In: additicon, the Proceduras
for the Amninisiration of Sasttion 5 (3 C.P.R. 51.21(%:}
asl (e}, $51.23, and 31.34) perzit you to repeat the ALtorney
Canaral €o reconsider the objection., Dowever, until the
ohiection i3 withdrawn or ths {udgrent from the Dissrice
¢! Columbla Court obtained, the effact of the Attorzay
Genaral's objaction iz to make the change to the majexrity
vote raguliresent legally uwrenforceabls.

¥inally, 4t appears froe e information yoo have
rovided that the pajoxity wvote reyzlrermeat provided by
Crdizance 76~1€ was in force for the Tucomkar 157¢ alsctiosm,
Tlaase iafora us withia ten days 6f your recelpt of this
letiar whether this inforsmation is correct and, Lf {t is,
vhat staps tha City of lazcaster intends to take to ramady
this viclation ¢f Suotion 8. Yor ezample, will a speeial
alocticon he as2ld concurrant with the Lecwider 8, 1376 gereral
glaction to £il]l the ronaindaer of tha terms for the positicae
filled in winlation of Ssctien % in 13747 Also, rlosse inforn
%3 8t the saxe tize whether the Tecsrler 35, 1373 2laction will
be beld with a plurality vots safficient for elzecticn.

Sincerely,

Drew 8. Lays :Itgim-y}i

2sslatant Aztarney Semeral
Civil Bights Divigien

B Al ot gl

C%

I

A0

A gl CIRIART L




