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Mr, Johm L, Love
Gity Sccretacy

Glty of Luling

?. O, box 630
Luling, Tezas 738648

Dear Wr, Lovel

this is in response to your letter of Jaausry 23,
1976, in which you submitted to the Attomey General
three changes in vetliag proceduras ia Luling, Texas,
pursusnt Co Yection 5 of the Voting Rights Act of 1963.
Youvr lectex and the sttached materials were raceived e
Jauvary 28, 1975.

The Atiorney Geneval does uot iaterpoge any
objection to the follawing changes)

Change from commiasion to aldermanie form
oi governnent adoptad November 13, 1973;

Ghange of poliing placa fxom five statica
to luling Senlor High School Lidrary
adopted Februaxy 11, 1975,

Howsver, we feel a vesponsibillity €o poiat out that
Section & of the Votiag Rights Act eupressly provides
thet the failure of the Attorasy General to ebject
does not dar any subsequent judicial action to enjoia
the enforcezent of such changes,
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O
ully all of the infommation presented by you aloag
th periinent Census data aad informatica and
couments vecelved from cothex ianterested parties.

On the basls of our gnalysis we are unable to
cenclude, as we nust under the Votiag Rights Acg,
that the uge of numberad posts, ia the coatext of
at-large elections for the Luling City Coumeil, will
not have a discriminatory effact on blacks and
Hexicaa-Anexicans.

Sur analysis reveals that winority groups
ceonstitute approxdimately 41% of the pepulation of
Ltuliog (23% Mexican-American; 16% black). Whils our
information is thal cone dlack has been elected to the
ity gouncil uader both the prior system aand the
rumbered post system since its inception, quxr analysis
also has revealed sipmificant evidence that bloc
voting along racial and ethnic lines exists in Luling.
Under these circumstances, vecent court decisions, to
whilch we reel cobligated to give great weight, suzgest
that the combiasation of such featuxes zs designated
posts and at-largs elections may have the effect of
aocidging minority voting rights. See White v,
Reyester, 412 U.8, 753 (1973); kKhitcomb v. Chavis,

493 Y., 124 (1971).

Accordingly, on behaif of the Attormey Gemsral
i wust interpose an objection to the numbered post
featyre of electing city councilpexsons sdopted on
Hovember 12, 1974, Gf course, as provided by Sectioa 5




of the Votiag Kights &ct, you bave the right to seek

2 declarvatory judgwent from the Uulied States Listrict
Court for the Listrict of Columbis that this provizion
neither has the purpose aor will bave the effect of
denying or abridgiag the vight to vote oa account of
Tace., However, uatil and unless such a Judgment is
sbtained, tha provisloa objected to i3 legally
uneaforceablis.

Sinesrely,

J. 3tacley Pottinger
ssglstant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division



