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media, notations concerning con-
ferences with the submitting authority
or any interested individual or group,
and copies of letters from the Attorney
General concerning the submission.

(b) Objection files: Brief summaries
regarding each submission and the gen-
eral findings of the Department of Jus-
tice investigation and decision con-
cerning it will be prepared when a deci-
sion to interpose, continue, or with-
draw an objection is made. Files of
these summaries, arranged by jurisdic-
tion and by the date upon which such
decision is made, will be maintained.

(c) Computer file: Records of all sub-
missions and of their dispositions by
the Attorney General shall be elec-
tronically stored and periodically re-
trieved in the form of computer print-
outs.

(d) The contents of the files in paper
or microfiche form described in para-
graphs (a) through (c) of this section
shall be available for inspection and
copying by the public during normal
business hours at the Voting Section,
Civil Rights Division, Department of
Justice, Washington, DC. Those who
desire to inspect information that has
been provided on magnetic media will
be provided a copy of that information
in the same form as it was received.
Materials that are exempt from inspec-
tion under the Freedom of Information
Act, 5 U.S.C. 552(b), may be withheld at
the discretion of the Attorney Gereral.
Communications from individuals who
have requested confidentiality or with
respect to whom the Attorney General
has determined that confidentiality is
appropriate under § 51.29(d) shall be
available only as provided by § 51.29(d).
Applicable fees, if any, for the copying
of the contents of these files are con-
tained in the Department of Justice
regulations implementing the Freedom
of Information Act, 28 CFR 16.10.

[52 FR 490, Jan. 6, 1987; 52 FR 2648, Jan. 23,
1987, as amended by Order No. 1536–91, 56 FR
51837, Oct. 16, 1991]

Subpart F—Determinations by the
Attorney General

§ 51.51 Purpose of the subpart.
The purpose of this subpart is to in-

form submitting authorities and other
interested parties of the factors that

the Attorney General considers rel-
evant and of the standards by which
the Attorney General will be guided in
making substantive determinations
under section 5 and in defending sec-
tion 5 declaratory judgment actions.

§ 51.52 Basic standard.

(a) Surrogate for the court. Section 5
provides for submission of a voting
change to the Attorney General as an
alternative to the seeking of a declara-
tory judgment from the U.S. District
Court for the District of Columbia.
Therefore, the Attorney General shall
make the same determination that
would be made by the court in an ac-
tion for a declaratory judgment under
section 5: Whether the submitted
change has the purpose or will have the
effect of denying or abridging the right
to vote on account of race, color, or
membership in a language minority
group. The burden of proof is on a sub-
mitting authority when it submits a
change to the Attorney General for
preclearance, as it would be if the pro-
posed change were the subject of a de-
claratory judgment action in the U.S.
District Court for the District of Co-
lumbia. See South Carolina v. Katzen-
bach, 383 U.S. 301, 328, 335 (1966).

(b) No objection. If the Attorney Gen-
eral determines that the submitted
change does not have the prohibited
purpose or effect, no objection shall be
interposed to the change.

(c) Objection. An objection shall be
interposed to a submitted change if the
Attorney General is unable to deter-
mine that the change is free of dis-
criminatory purpose and effect. This
includes those situations where the
evidence as to the purpose or effect of
the change is conflicting and the At-
torney General is unable to determine
that the change is free of discrimina-
tory purpose and effect.

§ 51.53 Information considered.

The Attorney General shall base a
determination on a review of material
presented by the submitting authority,
relevant information provided by indi-
viduals or groups, and the results of
any investigation conducted by the De-
partment of Justice.
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§ 51.54 Discriminatory effect.
(a) Retrogression. A change affecting

voting is considered to have a discrimi-
natory effect under section 5 if it will
lead to a retrogression in the position
of members of a racial or language mi-
nority group (i.e., will make members
of such a group worse off than they had
been before the change) with respect to
their opportunity to exercise the elec-
toral franchise effectively. See Beer v.
United States, 425 U.S. 130, 140–42 (1976).

(b) Benchmark. (1) In determining
whether a submitted change is retro-
gressive the Attorney General will nor-
mally compare the submitted change
to the voting practice or procedure in
effect at the time of the submission. If
the existing practice or procedure upon
submission was not in effect on the ju-
risdiction’s applicable date for cov-
erage (specified in the appendix) and is
not otherwise legally enforceable under
section 5, it cannot serve as a bench-
mark, and, except as provided in para-
graph (b)(4) of this section, the com-
parison shall be with the last legally
enforceable practice or procedure used
by the jurisdiction.

(2) The Attorney General will make
the comparison based on the conditions
existing at the time of the submission.

(3) The implementation and use of an
unprecleared voting change subject to
section 5 review under § 51.18(a) does
not operate to make that unprecleared
change a benchmark for any subse-
quent change submitted by the juris-
diction. See § 51.18(c).

(4) Where at the time of submission
of a change for section 5 review there
exists no other lawful practice or pro-
cedure for use as a benchmark (e.g.,
where a newly incorporated college dis-
trict selects a method of election) the
Attorney General’s preclearance deter-
mination will necessarily center on
whether the submitted change was de-
signed or adopted for the purpose of
discriminating against members of ra-
cial or language minority groups.

§ 51.55 Consistency with constitutional
and statutory requirements.

(a) Consideration in general. In mak-
ing a determination the Attorney Gen-
eral will consider whether the change
is free of discriminatory purpose and
retrogressive effect in light of, and

with particular attention being given
to, the requirements of the 14th, 15th,
and 24th amendments to the Constitu-
tion, 42 U.S.C. 1971(a) and (b), sections
2, 4(a), 4(f)(2), 4(f)(4), 201, 203(c), and 208
of the Act, and other constitutional
and statutory provisions designed to
safeguard the right to vote from denial
or abridgment on account of race,
color, or membership in a language mi-
nority group.

(b) Section 2. Preclearance under sec-
tion 5 of a voting change will not pre-
clude any legal action under section 2
by the Attorney General if implemen-
tation of the change demonstrates that
such action is appropriate.

[52 FR 490, Jan. 6, 1987, as amended at 63 FR
24109, May 1, 1998]

§ 51.56 Guidance from the courts.
In making determinations the Attor-

ney General will be guided by the rel-
evant decisions of the Supreme Court
of the United States and of other Fed-
eral courts.

§ 51.57 Relevant factors.
Among the factors the Attorney Gen-

eral will consider in making deter-
minations with respect to the sub-
mitted changes affecting voting are the
following:

(a) The extent to which a reasonable
and legitimate justification for the
change exists.

(b) The extent to which the jurisdic-
tion followed objective guidelines and
fair and conventional procedures in
adopting the change.

(c) The extent to which the jurisdic-
tion afforded members of racial and
language minority groups an oppor-
tunity to participate in the decision to
make the change.

(d) The extent to which the jurisdic-
tion took the concerns of members of
racial and language minority groups
into account in making the change.

§ 51.58 Representation.
(a) Introduction. This section and the

sections that follow set forth factors—
in addition to those set forth above—
that the Attorney General considers in
reviewing redistrictings (see § 51.59),
changes in electoral systems (see
§ 51.60), and annexations (see § 51.61).
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(b) Background factors. In making de-
terminations with respect to these
changes involving voting practices and
procedures, the Attorney General will
consider as important background in-
formation the following factors:

(1) The extent to which minorities
have been denied an equal opportunity
to participate meaningfully in the po-
litical process in the jurisdiction.

(2) The extent to which minorities
have been denied an equal opportunity
to influence elections and the decision-
making of elected officials in the juris-
diction.

(3) The extent to which voting in the
jurisdiction is racially polarized and
political activities are racially seg-
regated.

(4) The extent to which the voter reg-
istration and election participation of
minority voters have been adversely af-
fected by present or past discrimina-
tion.

§ 51.59 Redistrictings.

In determining whether a submitted
redistricting plan has the prohibited
purpose or effect the Attorney General,
in addition to the factors described
above, will consider the following fac-
tors (among others):

(a) The extent to which
malapportioned districts deny or
abridge the right to vote of minority
citizens.

(b) The extent to which minority vot-
ing strength is reduced by the proposed
redistricting.

(c) The extent to which minority con-
centrations are fragmented among dif-
ferent districts.

(d) The extent to which minorities
are overconcentrated in one or more
districts.

(e) The extent to which available al-
ternative plans satisfying the jurisdic-
tion’s legitimate governmental inter-
ests were considered.

(f) The extent to which the plan de-
parts from objective redistricting cri-
teria set by the submitting jurisdic-
tion, ignores other relevant factors
such as compactness and contiguity, or
displays a configuration that
inexplicably disregards available nat-
ural or artificial boundaries.

(g) The extent to which the plan is
inconsistent with the jurisdiction’s
stated redistricting standards.

§ 51.60 Changes in electoral systems.
In making determinations with re-

spect to changes in electoral systems
(e.g., changes to or from the use of at-
large elections, changes in the size of
elected bodies) the Attorney General,
in addition to the factors described
above, will consider the following fac-
tors (among others):

(a) The extent to which minority vot-
ing strength is reduced by the proposed
change.

(b) The extent to which minority
concentrations are submerged into
larger electoral units.

(c) The extent to which available al-
ternative systems satisfying the juris-
diction’s legitimate governmental in-
terests were considered.

§ 51.61 Annexations.
(a) Coverage. Annexations, even of

uninhabited land, are subject to sec-
tion 5 preclearance to the extent that
they alter or are calculated to alter the
composition of a jurisdiction’s elec-
torate. In analyzing annexations under
section 5, the Attorney General only
considers the purpose and effect of the
annexation as it pertains to voting.

(b) Section 5 review. It is the practice
of the Attorney General to review all
of a jurisdiction’s unprecleared annex-
ations together. See City of Pleasant
Grove v. United States, C.A. No. 80–2589
(D.D.C. Oct. 7, 1981).

(c) Relevant factors. In making deter-
minations with respect to annexations,
the Attorney General, in addition to
the factors described above, will con-
sider the following factors (among oth-
ers):

(1) The extent to which a jurisdic-
tion’s annexations reflect the purpose
or have the effect of excluding minori-
ties while including other similarly sit-
uated persons.

(2) The extent to which the annex-
ations reduce a jurisdiction’s minority
population percentage, either at the
time of the submission or, in view of
the intended use, for the reasonably
foreseeable future.

(3) Whether the electoral system to
be used in the jurisdiction fails fairly
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to reflect minority voting strength as
it exists in the post-annexation juris-
diction. See City of Richmond v. United
States, 422 U.S. 358, 367–72 (1975).

[52 FR 490, Jan. 6, 1987; 52 FR 2648, Jan. 23,
1987]

Subpart G—Sanctions

§ 51.62 Enforcement by the Attorney
General.

(a) The Attorney General is author-
ized to bring civil actions for appro-
priate relief against violations of the
Act’s provisions, including section 5.
See section 12(d).

(b) Certain violations of section 5
may be subject to criminal sanctions.
See section 12(a) and (c).

§ 51.63 Enforcement by private parties.
Private parties have standing to en-

force section 5.

§ 51.64 Bar to termination of coverage
(bailout).

(a) Section 4(a) of the Act sets out
the requirements for the termination
of coverage (bailout) under section 5.
See § 51.5. Among the requirements for
bailout is compliance with section 5, as
described in section 4(a), during the ten
years preceding the filing of the bail-
out action and during its pendency.

(b) In defending bailout actions, the
Attorney General will not consider as a
bar to bailout under section 4(a)(1)(E) a
section 5 objection to a submitted vot-
ing standard, practice, or procedure if
the objection was subsequently with-
drawn on the basis of a determination
by the Attorney General that it had
originally been interposed as a result
of the Attorney General’s misinter-
pretation of fact or mistake in the law,
or if the unmodified voting standard,
practice, or procedure that was the

subject of the objection received sec-
tion 5 preclearance by means of a de-
claratory judgment from the U.S. Dis-
trict Court for the District of Colum-
bia.

(c) Notice will be given to interested
parties registered under § 51.32 when
bailout actions are filed or decided.

Subpart H—Petition To Change
Procedures

§ 51.65 Who may petition.
Any jurisdiction or interested indi-

vidual or group may petition to have
these procedural guidelines amended.

§ 51.66 Form of petition.
A petition under this subpart may be

made by informal letter and shall state
the name, address, and telephone num-
ber of the petitioner, the change re-
quested, and the reasons for the
change.

§ 51.67 Disposition of petition.
The Attorney General shall promptly

consider and dispose of a petition under
this subpart and give notice of the dis-
position, accompanied by a simple
statement of the reasons, to the peti-
tioner.

APPENDIX TO PART 51—JURISDICTIONS
COVERED UNDER SECTION 4(b) OF THE
VOTING RIGHTS ACT, AS AMENDED

The preclearance requirement of section 5
of the Voting Rights Act, as amended, ap-
plies in the following jurisdictions. The ap-
plicable date is the date that was used to de-
termine coverage and the date after which
changes affecting voting are subject to the
preclearance requirement.

Some jurisdictions, for example, Yuba
County, California, are included more than
once because they have been determined on
more than one occasion to be covered under
section 4(b).

Jurisdiction Applicable Date

FEDERAL REGISTER citation

Volume and
page Date

Alabama .................................................................................................. Nov. 1, 1964 ..... 30 FR 9897 ....... Aug. 7, 1965.
Alaska ..................................................................................................... Nov. 1, 1972 ..... 40 FR 49422 ..... Oct. 22, 1975.
Arizona .................................................................................................... Nov. 1, 1972 ..... 40 FR 43746 ..... Sept. 23, 1975.
California:

Kings County ....................................................................................... Nov. 1, 1972 ..... 40 FR 43746 ..... Sept. 23. 1975.
Merced County .................................................................................... Nov. 1, 1972 ..... 40 FR 43746 ..... Sept. 23, 1975.
Monterey County ................................................................................. Nov. 1, 1968 ..... 36 FR 5809 ....... Mar. 27, 1971.
Yuba County ....................................................................................... Nov. 1, 1968 ..... 36 FR 5809 ....... Mar. 27, 1971.
Yuba County ....................................................................................... Nov. 1, 1972 ..... 41 FR 784 ......... Jan. 5, 1976.
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