
Mr. I(enneth C . DeJean 
Assistant A t tomey  General 
S t a t e  of Louisiana 
Department of Justice 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804 

Dear Mr. DcJcan: 

This is ' i n  reference t o  Ar t ic le  VIII, 
Section 10(b), of the Louisiana Constitution 
of 1974, submitted to the At to rney  General 
pursuant to Section 5 of the Voting Rights 
A c t  of 19G5, a s  amended, Your submicaion was 
cornpleted on January 6, 1377. 

UnJer the present system voters residing 
i n  the City of Eonroe are e l i g ib l e  t o  vote in 
elect ions f o r  the m c h i t a  Parish School Board 
as well 2s the Nonroe-City School Board, The change . 
proposed by Ar t ic le  V L I X ,  Section 10(b), of the 
Louisiana Constitution of 1974 provides that only 
residents of Ouachita Parish residing outside the 
c i t y  limits of the City of Plmroe may vote in 
elections f o r  the Ouachita Parish School Board, 

We have given careful consideration t o  t h i s  
proposed change and to the supporting materials you 
have provided, as w e l l  as t o  information and corPments 
from other interested parties and relevant demographic 



data  and court decisions. Our analysis reveals that 
38.7X of the reeidents of the City of Monroe are black; 
27-5% of the Ouachita Parish residents are black and 
that 17.2% of the residents of OuachLta Parish outside 
the City  of Monroe are black. Thus, the black percentage 
of the electorate for the OuacMta Parish School Board 
would be reduced from 27.5 t o  17.2%. I n  addition, 
the d i a e n f m n c h i s ~ twhich would result from removhg 
the parish ochool board franchise ,CraMoaroa residcncs 
would fall upon 682 of the blacks living in the parish 
since that proportion of the bfacfc population resides 
in kionroe. Furthermore, the only black serving on t h ~  
parish school board would be removed by this change. 
According to infomation b F s h e d  by the Ouachita 
Parish School Board, over 3000 students residing kr 
the City of Monroe attend Ouachlta Parish schools, 
some 02 vhich are located in Monroe. Many of the 
other fac i l i t i e s  of the parish scl~oolsystem are located 
within Monroe and taxes collected in Monroe are used 
to finance the parish schools. Thus i t  appears to us, 
and the United Stcltea Diatrict Court for the Western 
District of Louisiana has found, (see Rutledge, et ale 
v. State  of Louisiana, et al., Civil Action No. 15,773, 
@.D. La,, Aug. 11, 1971)). that the residents of the 
City of Monroe have a substantial interest in the 
parish school system that could justify their being 
permitted to  vote i n  the parish school elections. 

In that context, given the racial canposition 
o f  the City of Monroe and me remainder of the parish, 
and the dilution of black voting atrength caused by 
the disfranchisement of city voters, we are unable 
t o  conclude, as we must under the Voting Bight8 ActD  
that  tlzis change does not have the purpose and will 
not have the effect of discrkninating on the basis 
of race or color. Accordingly, I must, on behalf of 
the Attorney General, interpoee an objection t o  
Article V Z I I ,  Section 10(b) of the LooisLaaa Cmstitution. 



OE course, Section 5 permits seeking c p p r w a l  
of a11 changes i iffacthg voting by the United States 
Dis t r ic t  Court for the District OF Columbia irrespective 
of whether the changes have previously bean objected to 
by the Attorney General, Hawever, until such a judgment: 
is,rendered by that Court ,  the legal effect of the 
objection by the Attorney General is t o  render the 
change in question l ega l ly  unenforceable. 

Sincerely, 

Drew S. Days, TI1 

Acting Assistant Attorney  General 
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