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(b)  Prior Act: The seven Alabama congressional districts used in elections in 2002, 2004, 2006,
2008, and 2010 were adopted as the result of the enactment of Alabama Act No. 2002-57 in the
2002 Regular Session of the Alabama Legislature. The plan adopted as the result of that
enactment was administratively precleared by letter dated March 4, 2002. Submission No. 2002-
0470, The submission relating to Act No. 2002-57 included a copy of the Act, a map of the plan
adopted, and the demographic data for the plan and for the previous plan with the 2000 Census
loaded into it. We hereby incorporate those materials by reference. See 28 C.FR. §
51.26(e)(2011). Of course, if you require a copy of these materials, we will be happy to provide
one.

We attach a printout of 2010 Census demographic data for the plan adopted in Alabama Act No.
2002-57 as Exhibit B.

(c)  Statement Identifying Change: Act No. 2011-518 provides for the congressional redistricting of
the entire State of Alabama.

(d) Persons making the submission: John J. Park, Jr., Deputy Aiftorney General, Strickland
Brockington Lewis LLP, 1170 Peachtree Street NE, Suite 2200, Atlanta, GA 30309, 678-347-
2208; Misty S. Fairbanks, Assistant Attorney General, Office of the Attorney General, 501
Washington Avenue, Post Office Box 300152, Montgomery, AL 36130-0152, 334-353-8674.

(e)  Submitting Authority & Jurisdiction Responsible for Change: State of Alabama.

(®  Location of Submitting Authority if not State or County: Not applicable.

(g) Body Responsible for Change & Mode of Change: Act of Alabama Legislature.

(h)  Authority for Change: Act No. 2011-518 was adopted pursuant to U.S. Const. art. I, § 4, cL. 1,
the Legislature’s state constitutional authority to enact laws, Ala. Const. art. IV, and the
Governor’s state constitutional authority to approve laws passed by the Legislature, Ala. Const.
art. V, § 125,

@) Date Adopted: ActNo. 2011-518 was adopted on June §, 2011.

(j)'  Effective Date: Act No. 2011-518 became effective upon passage and approval by the Governor
which occurred on June 8, 2011. Act No. 2011-518 cannot, however, be enforced until precleared

pursuant to Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act, 42 U.S.C. § 1973c.

(k) Enforcement Statement: The redistricting plan adopted in Act No. 2011-518 has not been
enforced. The State of Alabama intends to use the districts established in Act No. 2011-518 for
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the congressional elections in 2012. As the result of Act No. 2011-566, which has been precleared
(see Submission No. 2011-2500), the primary elections for that cycle will be in March 2012.

(1)  Statement of Scope if Less than Entire Jurisdiction: Not applicable. Act No. 2011-518 affects
the entire State of Alabama.

(m) Reason for change: Act No 2011-518 was adopted because the results of the 2010 Census
indicate that the congressional districts adopted in Act No. 2002-57 are malapportioned and can no
longer be used. See Exhibit B.

(n) Anticipated Effect on Minority Groups: A comparison of the demographic data attached in
Exhibit A-3 for the plan adopted in Act No. 2011-518 with the demographic data attached in
Exhibit B with respect to the plan in Act No. 2002-57 will show that the redistricting plan adopted
in Act No. 2011-518 does not have a discriminatory or retrogressive purpose or effect with respect
to minority voting strength, '

As with the 1992 Wesch plan and the plan in Act No. 2002-57, the new plan has one African-
American majority district, District 7, which is located in the west central part of the state. The
table below shows the total and voting age population for the district under the new plan, which
preserves the voting strength of the African-American community:

2002 Plan 2002 Plan

2011 Plan _with 2010 Data ith 2000 Data

7 63.57% | 60.55% | 62.83% | 59.75% | 62.389% { 58.327%

This table demonstrates that the percentage of total black and black voting age population in the
new plan increased from the benchmark figures. That increase plainly cannot be regarded as
retrogressive. Cf. Beer v. United States, 425 U.S. 130, 141 (1976) (“It is thus apparent that a
legislative apportionment that enhances the position of racial minorities with respect to the
effective exercise of the electoral franchise can hardly have the ‘eftect’ of diluting or abridging the
right to vote within the meaning of § 5.”).

The voting in the Legislature is another indicator of the absence of a retrogressive or invidious
purpose or effect. While all of the African-American members of the Senate voted against the
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plan, they were joined by a number of white Republicans., That suggests that dissatisfaction with
the plan was not race-based. In the House, four African-American members voted for the plan,
and 12 white Republicans voted against it. Again, that suggests that opposition was not race-
based.

(0)  Past or pending litigation: With the exception of Alabama v. Holder, the previously mentioned
Section 5 declaratory judgment action pending in the United States District Court for the District
of Columbia, the State is not aware of any pending litigation over Act No, 2011-518. The plan
adopted in Act No. 2002-57 was not the subject of any litigation.

(p) Preclearance of Prior Practice: Act No. 2002-57 was administratively precleared by letter dated
March 4, 2002 (Submission No. 2002-0470).

(q) Additional information for Redistricting: The block assignment file for Act 2011-518, see 28
CF.R. §51.28(a)(5)(2011), is enclosed as Exhibit D. The block assignment file for Act No. 2002-
57 is available in Exhibit C of Submission No. 2002-0470, dated February 1, 2002. See 28 C.F.R.
§ 51.26(e).

As requested in 28 C.F.R. § 51.28(h)(2011), we identify the following minority group contacts
“who can be expected to be familiar with the proposed change or who have been active in the
political process.” Id.

(1)  Minority Senators

Sen. Linda Coleman, 926 Chinchona Dr., Birmingham, AL 35214, 205-798-1045;

Sen. Priscilla Dunn, 460 Carriage Hill Dr., Birmingham, AL 35022, 205-426-3795;

Sen. Vivian Davis Figures, 104 S. Lawrence St., Mobile, AL 36602, 251-208-5480;

Sen. Quinton Ross, 3778 Rosswood Rd., Montgomery, AL 36116, 334-280-2963;

Sen. Hank Sanders, 1405 Jeff Davis Ave,, Selma, AL 36702, 334-875-9264;

Sen. Bobby Singleton, 11 South Union Street, Room 735, Montgomery, AL 36130, 334-242-7935;
Sen. Rodger Smitherman, 2029 2nd Ave. N, Birmingham, AL 35203, 205-322-0012

(2)  Minority Representatives

Rep. George Bandy, 1307-A Glenn Circle, Opelika, AL 36801, 334-749-0051;

Rep, Barbara B. Boyd, 2222 McDaniel Avenue, Anniston AL 36202, 256-236-7423;
Rep. Napoleon Bracy, Jr., 238 Montgomery Street, Prichard, AL 36610, 251-622-8118;
Rep. James E. Buskey, 2207 Barretts Lane, Mobile, AL 36617, 251-457-7928,;

Rep. Merika Coleman, P.O. Box 288888, Birmingham, AL 35228, 205-325-5308;

Rep. David Colston, P.O. Box 996, Hayneville, AL 36040, 334-874-2569;
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