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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA
JOYCE MARIE MOORE, ETAL * CIVIL ACTION NO: 15556
versus ¥ SECTION: B
TANGIPAHOA PARISH |

SCHOOL BOARD, ETAL . MAGISTRATE:

RESPONSE TO MOTION FOR STATUS CONFERENCE

NOW INTO COURT, through undersigned counsel comes the defendant, Tangipahoa

Parish School Board.

i 4

Plaintiffs in the above case have filed a Motion for Status Conference and the defendants

join in this request.

2,

For many years, there have been no controversies with respect to the desegregation suit

started back in the mid sixties and the school system has operated essentially as a unitary system

using objective hiring criteria and maintaining the school’s attendance zones that best

accomplish the desegregation of the schools.
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One of the provisions of the desegregation order requires the school system to notify the
plaintiffs and the court of any intent to seek a bond election or to build new schools. In the
Champ Cooper school district, there is a pressing need for an addition to the campus and the
community has grown through natural population patterns. The school system has put on the
ballot a tax election for July 23™ which if passed by the citizens of the Champ Cooper school
district, the system intends to sell bonds m order to add additional classrooms and facilities to
accommodate the growth. In addition thereto, the school system is planning a tax election to
support the Magnet School program in the Hammond school district. The goal of this program is
to bring middle class students and families back into the Hammond school district. The school
system believes that this will help restore better racial balance as well. Finally, the school
system is intending on asking the voters to renew a 1% sales tax that would be used for capital
improvements across the parish and maintain the current school buildings. For that reason, the
school system asks that these issues be discussed at the status conference with the court.
| 4.
The school system now will respond to the allegations made in the Motion for Status
Conference made by the plaintiffs.
Plaintiffs allege the following:

i Racially discriminatory assignment of students and the
continuation of racially segregated schools, including the
deliberate failure to enforce and review student attendance zones
and maintaining racially segregated classrooms within schools.

DEFENDANT’S RESPONSE
The defendant denies categorically this allegation. Assignments of

students are made according to the school zones in which they live. In each






