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ALABAMA

Page

Annexations (Ordinance
Nos. 94-338 and 96-410)

1|Alabaster (Shelby Cty.) 8/16/2000 (2000-2230) 1
Change in method of
election for filling vacancies
occurring on the Mobile
2{Mobile County 1/8/2007 County Commission from 6
special election to
gubernatorial appointment
(2006-6792)
One hundred and seventy
. seven annexations and a
3|City of Calera (Shelby Cty.) 8/25/2008 redistricting plan (2008- 10
1621)
ARIZONA
. 2001 legislative redistricting
4|State of Arizona 5/20/2002 plan (2002-0276) 13
Coconino Association for Vocations, .
5|Industry, and Technology (Coconino 2/4/2003 Method of election (2002- 19
3844)
Cty.)
CALIFORNIA
. Method of electing school
6 g:ll:railc?r(ﬁgﬁgrilegf n)tary School 3/29/2002 trustees from districts to at 23
YRy large (2000-2967
FLORIDA
2002 redistricting plan for
. the Florida House of
7|State of Florida 7/1/2002 Representatives (2002- 27
2637)
GEORGIA
8|Webster County School District 1/11/2000 Redistricting plan (98-1663) 33
Proposed addition of
numbered posts, staggered
. . terms and a majority vote
9|Tignall (Wilkes Cty.) 3/17/2000 requirement to the method of 37
electing councilmembers (99
2122)
Adoption of numbered posts
10|Ashburn (Turner Cty.) 10/1/2001 and majority-vote 41
requirement (94-4606)
Putnam County and Putnam County 2001 redistricting plan (2002-
s chool District 8/9/2002 2087: 2002-2988) a4
12| Albany (Dougherty Cty.) 9/23/2002 iggé)red's”'c“”g plan (2001- 48
13|Marion County School District 10/15/2002 gggg)redlstnctlng plan (2002- 52
Change in voter registration
14|Randolph County 9/12/2006 and candidate eligibility 56

(2006-3856)
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. Voter information verification
15|State of Georgia 5/29/2009 program (2008-5243) 59

2009 redistricting plan (2009-

16|Lowndes County 11/30/2009 1965)

65

2011 redistricting plan for
17|Greene Count ai13/2012  |the Board of Commissioners 68
Y and Board of Education

(2011-4687)

2012 redistricting plan for
the Board of Commissioners
18|Long County 8/27/2012 and Board of Education 71

(2012-2733)

Act 718 (2012) - Section 9;

19|State of Georgia 12/21/2012 election date (2012-3262) 74
LOUISIANA
. . 2001 council redistricting
20|Minden (Webster Parish) 71212002 plan (2002-1011) 78
Pointe Coupee Parish School District 2002 redistricting plan (2002-
21 (Pointe Coupee Parish) 10/4/2002 2717) 8l
22 DeSpto Parish School District (DeSoto 12/31/2002 2002 redistricting plan (2002- 85
Parish) 2926)
23|Richland Parish School District 5/13/2003 gggg)redlstrlctlng plan (2002- 89
24| Tangipahoa Parish 10/6/2003 éggg)redlstrlctlng plan (2002- 92
25|Plaquemine (Iberville Parish) 12/12/2003 igg%redlstrlctlng plan (2003- 95
26|Ville Platte (Evangeline Parish) 6/4/2004 iggg)redlstrlctlng plan (2003- 98
27|Delhi (Richland Parish) 4/25/2005 ggg;red's"'c"”g plan (2003- 103

Act. No. 136 (2008),

designation of time period
28|State of Lousiana 8/10/2009 during which voting precinct 107
boundaries cannot be
changed (2008-3512)

2011 redistricting plan and

29|East Feliciana Parish 10/3/2011 voting precincts (2011-2055)

118

MICHIGAN

Closure of a Secretary of
State branch office, which
offers voter registration
30(Buena Vista Township (Saginaw Cty.) |12/26/2007 services and provides 122
Michigan drivers licenses
and personal identification
cards. (2007-3837)

MISSISSIPPI

Cancellation of the June 5,
31|Kilmichael (Montgomery Cty.) 12/11/2001 2001, general election (2001- 126
2130)
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Chapter No. 469 (H.B. 877
(2009)) majority vote
requirement for County
Boards of Education and the
32|State of Mississippi 3/24/2010 Board of Trustees of certain 130
municipal and special
municipal separate school
districts embracing an entire
county. (2009-2022)

2011 redistricting plan for
the board of supervisors and

33|Amite County 10/4/2011 . R 133
election commission
districts. (2011-1660)
34|City of Natchez (Adams Cty.) 4/30/2012 égéé)red'smm'”g plan (2011- 136
35|City of Clinton (Hinds Cty.) 12/3/2012 ?f;c';t”c“r‘g plan (2012- 140

NORTH CAROLINA

2001 redistricting plan
7/23/2002 (board of education) (2001- 144
3768; 2001-3769)

Harnett County and Harnett County

36 School District

Method of election from nine
single-member districts to
37|City of Fayetteville (Cumberland Cty.) |6/25/2007 six and 2007 City Council 148
redistricting plan (2007-
2233)

Nonpartisan method of
election for mayor and

38| City of Kinston (Lenoir Cty.) 8/17/2009 council members. (2009- Wthdrawn 2-10/12 (151
0216)
Method of election from
. - twelve single-member
39|Pitt County School District 4/30/2012 districts to seven. (2011- 154
2474)
SOUTH CAROLINA
40 Charleston (Berkeley and Charleston 10/12/2001 2001 redistricting plan (2001- 159
Ctys.) 1578
Greer (Greenville and Spartanburg 2001 redistricting plan (2001-
41 Ciys)) 11/2/2001 1777) 163
42|Sumter County 6/27/2002 ggg;red'smt'”g plan (2001- 167
Union County School District (Union 2002 redistricting plan (2002-
43 Cty.) 9/3/2002 2379) 170
Annexations designation to
44(Clinton (Laurens Cty.) 12/9/2002 Ward 1 (2002-1512; 2002- 173
2706)
Cherokee County School District No. 1 Reduction in the size of the
45 (Cherokee Cty.) 6/16/2003 school board (2002-3457) 178
46(North (Orangeburg Cty.) 9/16/2003 Annexations (2002-5306) 183
Method of electing the board
of trustees School Board
47|Charleston County School District 2/26/2004 members from nonpartisan 186
to partisan elections (2003-
2066)
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Act Number 326, (2002),

Richland-Lexington School District No. Providing for a majority-vote

48 5 6/25/2004 requirement and numbered 189
posts (2002-3766)
Act Number R136,

49| Fairfield County School District gi16/2010  |(#432)(2010), Number of 192

officials; method of election
(2010-0970)

Act Number R54 - Section 5,
which requires presentation
50|State of South Carolina 12/23/2011 of a photographic 196
identification to cast a ballot
(2011-2495)

SOUTH DAKOTA

Referendum on the increase
of county commissioners
51|Charles Mix County 2/11/2008 from three to five members 201
and the 2007 redistricting
plan (2007-6012)

TEXAS

Sealy Independent School District

52 (Austin Cty.) 6/5/2000 Numbered posts (99-3823) 205
Haskell Consolidated Independent Cumulative voting with

53|School District (Haskell, Knox, and 9/24/2001 staggered terms (2000- 210
Throckmorton Ctys.) 4426)

Redistricting plan (House)

54|State of Texas 11/16/2001 (2001-2430) 215
2001 redistricting plans for
the commissioners court,

55(Waller County 6/21/2002 justice of the peace and 221
constable districts (2001-
3951)
Method of electing city

56|Freeport (Brazoria Cty) 8/12/2002 council members (2002- 225
1725)

. . Reduction in polling places

57 CN:gIrlig:ag:;strli\gtontgomery Community 5/5/2006 and early voting locations 228
(2006-2240)

58|State of Texas 8212008 |candidate gualifications 230

(2007-5032)

Bilingual election procedures
for the November 2, 2004,
59|Gonzales County 3/24/2009 November 7, 2006, and 233
November 4, 2008 general
elections (2008-3588)

Bilingual election procedures

60|Gonzales County 3/12/2010 (2009-3078)

237

Bilingual election procedures

61|Runnels County 6/28/2010 (2009-3672)

242
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Method of election to four The objection to
single-member districts and |the majority-vote

two at-large seats, the requirement had
adoption of numbered been withdrawn,
62|Galveston (Galveston Cty.) 10/3/2011 posted for the at-large seats, |but the objection to 246
and the proposed the remaining
redistricting criteria (98- changes was
2149) continued.
Redistricting plan for the
63|Nueces County 2/7/2012 commissioners court (2011- 250
3992)

Redistricting plan for the
commissioners court;
reduction in the number of
64|Galveston County 3/5/2012 justice of the peace and 254
constable precincts and
redistricting plans for those
offices. (2011-4317; 4374)

Voter registration and
photographic identification
65|State of Texas 3/12/2012 procedures contained in 259
Chapter 123 (S.C. 14)
(2011). (2011-2775)

Method of election from
seven single-member
12/21/2012 districts to five single- 265
member districts.(2012-
4278)

Beaumont Independent School District

66 (Jefferson Cty.)

Term of office; general
election date; qualification
procedures; and

4/8/2013 implementation of 269
qualification procedures at
May 2013 election. (2013-
0895)

Beaumont Independent School District

67 (Jefferson Cty.)

VIRGINIA

Method of electing the board
of supervisors from six
single-member districts to
three double-member
68|Northampton County 9/28/2001 districts and the 2001 277
redistricting plan for the
board of supervisors (2001-

1495)

2001 redistricting plan for
the board of supervisors and

69 |Pittsylvania County 4/29/2002 school board (2001-2026; 281
2001-2501)
2001 Redistricting plan for

70|Cumberland County 7/9/2002 the board of supervisors 285

(2001-2374)

2002 redistricting plan for
71|Northampton County 5/19/2003 the board of supervisors 288
(2002-5693)

Redistricting plan (2003-

72|Northampton County 10/21/2003 3010)

292
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U.S. Department of Jostice

Civil Rights Division

Office of the Assisioon Auormey Generad Washingron, DL 20035

MAY 2 0 i

Lisa T. Hauser, Esq.

Gammage & Burnham

Two Central Avenue, 18" Floor
Phoenix, Arizona 85001-4402

José de Jesiis Rivera, Esq.
Haralson, Miller, Pitt & McAnally
3003 North Central, Suite 14000
Phoenix, Arizona 850012-2151

Dear Ms. Hauser and Mr. Rivera:

This refers to the 2001 legislative redistricting plan for
the State of Arizona, submitted by the Arizona Independent
Redistricting Commission [AIRC] to the Attormey General pursuant
to Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act, 42 U.S.C. 1973c. We
received your responses to our March 26, 2002, request for
additional information through May 16, 2002.

We have considered carefully the information you have
provided, as well as census data, comments and information from
other interested parties, and other information. As discussed
further below, I cannot conclude that the Arizona Independent
Redistricting Commission has sustained its burden under Section 5
in this instance. Therefore, on behalf of the Attorney General,
I must object to the 2001 legislative redistricting plan for the
State of Arizona.

The 2000 Census indicates that the state has a total
population of 5,130,632, of whom 25.3 percent are Hispanic, 4.9
percent are Native American, and 3.2 percent are African
 American. The state's voting age population [VAP] is 3,763,685,
of whom 21.3 percent are Hispanic, 4.1 percent are Native
American, and 2.8 percent African American. One of the most
significant changes to the state's demography has been the
increase in the Hispanic population. Between 1950 and 2000, the

Exhibit to AAG Clarke Written Testimony - 13




-2~

Hispanic share of the population increased from 18.8 percent to
25.3 percent.

Under the Voting Rights Act, a jurisdiction seeking to
implement a proposed change affecting voting, such as a
redistricting plan, must establish that, in comparison with the
benchmark standard, practice, or procedure, the proposed change
does not “lead to a retrogression” in the position of minority
voters with respect to the “effective exercise of the electoral
franchise.” See Beer v. United States, 425 U.S. 130, 141 (1976).
In addition, the jurisdiction must establish that the change was
not adopted with an intent to retrogress. Reno v. Bossiexr Parish
School Board, 528 U.S. 320, 340 (2000). Finally, the submitting
authority has the burden on demonstrating that the proposed
change has neither the prohibited purpose nor effect. I4. at
328; see also Procedureg for the Administration of Sectionm 5 (28
C.F.R. 51.52).

The constitutional requirement of one-person, one-vote
mandated that the state reapportion the legislative districts in
light of the population growth since the last decennial census.
We note that the state's redistricting plan was devised by the
Arizona Independent Redistricting Commission [AIRC], which had
assumed reapportionment responsibilities under Proposition 106 of
the Arizona Constitution.

The Arizona Legislature consists of a House of
Representatives and Senate. There are sixty representatives, two
from each of the state's thirty legislative districts. There are
thirty senators, one from each legislative district. Senators
and representatives serve two-year terms. Under the benchmark
plan, there is one district (District 3) in which Bmerican
Indians are a majority of the population and seven districts
(Districts 5, 7, 8, 10, 11, 22, and 23} in which Hispanic persons
are a such majority; in five of these districts (3, 10, 11, 22,
and 23), a majority of the voting age population are minority
individuals. 1In these eight district our analysis indicates the
minority voters within the district have the ability to elect
their candidate of choice. This is the benchmark plan for our
analysis. Because retrogression is assessed on a state-wide
basis, the State may remedy this impermissible retrogression
either by restoring three districts from among these problem
areas, by creating three viable new majority minority districts
elsewhere in the State, or by some combination of these methods.
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U, 5. Department ol Justice

Civil Rights Division

G Tt A et Arrvrereie S et sl PR T
Qe ol Hoe Aasisiang Ao dlene Veashingion, £u0 3550

August 9, 2002

Robert T. Prior, E=qg.
288 Scuth Main Street
Madison, Georgia 30650

Dear Mr. Prior:

This refers to the 2002 redistricting plans for the Putnam
County School District and the Board of Commissioners of Putnam
County, Georgia, submitted to the Attorney General pursuant to
Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act, 42 U.S.C. 1973c. We received
your responses to our July 19, 2002, request for additional
information on July 26 and 29, 2002.

We have considered carefully the information you have
provided, as well as census data, comments from interested
parties, and other information, including the county's previous
submissions. As discussed further below, I cannot conclude that
the county’s burden under Section 5 has been sustained in this
instance. Therefore, on behalf of the Attorney General, I must
object to the 2001 redistricting plans for the Board of
Commissioners and Board of Education.

The 2000 Census indicates that Putnam County has a total
population cf 18,812 persons, of whom 5,622 (29.9%) are black.
The county’s voting age population is 14,444, of whom 3,804
(26.3%) are black. Both the county commission and board of
education are governed by five-member boards. Voters elect four
commissioners or school beoard members to four-year terms from
single-member districts, with the chair of each board being
elected at large. The benchmark plan when these plans were
originally submitted, the 1992 districting plan, was invalidated
by the 11*" Circuit Court of Appeals’' decision in Clark v. Putnam
County, 293 F.3d 1261 (11*" Cir. 2002). We agree with you that
this leaves the 1982 districting plan as the valid benchmark
plan, since it is the most recent {and only) legally-enforceable
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