ihis i in reference to the imposition of a
majority wore and numbered post voting vequlrements
in Zoard oi Trusteo olevtians for the Lockney
InﬂCGcnd‘vt Gehwol Uistriet, cubmitted to the

t
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& - - ~ 4
9 sney eperal pursusgot
N
1

b4
o section 5 of the
Yoting nlgbtn Aot oif 1263, aw anended.  Your cub-
risolon of Lho pumbored woot px@Vlsian was received
on Januory 20, 197G, and your submission of the
ajority vote feabure wag received on liareh 12, 1976,

wWe ave given caveful consideration to the
sutmithed changes and the supporting information as
vell az o snaarmatxnn aud cormments from interested
nartiec. On the basls of our amalysis, which reveals
swbstanti&ﬁ indlcation of racial bloc voting in the
2y Indenendent School District, we are unable
&u fcnctuuc, a8 we nust under the Voting Rights Act,
¢ the Lmpozition of thoe mejority vote nd numbered
{ T in iche context of the at-
. ; i for the Logrd of
stees will not have a rapeially discriminatory
effect. fecent Iupreme Court decisions, to which
we feel oblicated Lo pive sreal woelght, indicate
tnat thoe coabipaition of the above Features wmay
have the offocn ol ol ¢ aonvity volting rights

ot
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in Lthie sl ool cheue cases is
or B ~ ¥, ¢ P4
RIS RS W AR S AN t'e decision in




une of 1773 which hel
ection soiom, mer]
equiremens of Dallas and Dexar Countles, Texas,

ey Aol oy reysad de 3 L
that f{he oiti-member

v Ly
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tended to goridue minority voting power and there-
fore violotad the Fourteenth \mendment. White Ve
hkgﬂstaV, SLZ U 8. 755 (1%73). Sce also, Whitcomb
Chavis, 423 0.5, 124 {1971).

Yor che foregoing reasons, therefore, I must
en behalf of the thorney Gcneral interpose an
cbjection to the numbered post and majority vote
featurns mentioned sbove, Of course, Section 5
permite your seclking a declarvatory judgment from

the United States Dictrict Court for the District
0f Columbils that the changes do not have the

proscribed purpose ov effect However, until such

-

a wudgmLuL ig rendered by that court, the legal
ffect of the objection by the Attornmey General
is

0 reudet the changes in question legally
_E O A“. L L]
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Sincerely,

J. Stanley Pottinger
Agsistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

cal post and majority vote




