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(jeremy.lasiter@arkansas.gov)

Jeremy C. Lasiter, General Counsel
Arkansas Department of Education
Four Capitol Mall

Room 404-A

Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

Re:  Act5600f 2015

Dear Jeremy:

This firm represents the Blytheville School District (“District”). The District’s Board of
Directors has determined that the District not participate in school choice under the School Choice
Act of 2013, as amended in 2015 by the General Assembly in passing Act 560 (collectively, the
“Acts™). Thereason is that the District is a party to the following desegregation lawsuits that are still
active: mandates issued in 1971 by the U.S. Department of Justice and the U.S. Department of
Health, Education and Welfare; Franklin, et al. v. Blytheville School District No. 5,U.S.D.C. No. J-
71-C-35; and Harvell, et al. v. Blytheville School District, etal., U.S.D.C. No. J-C-89-225, 126 F.3d
1038 (8th Cir. 1997). The desegregation obligations of these cases prohibit the District from taking
any action, or refraining from taking any action, the natural and probable consequence of which
would be a segregative impact within the District (i.¢., the creation, maintaining, or increasing of
racially identifiable schools). Permitting school choice under the Acts would have such an impact.
Allowing school choice would, therefore, be in conflict with the District’s desegregation obligation
still outstanding. The District further relies upon Ark. Code Ann. § 6-18-317(a), which prohibits
transfers if either the resident or residing district has ever been under a desegregation-related court
order. See Edgerson on behalf of Edgerson v. Clinton, 86 F.3d 833 (8th Cir. 1996).

In that same regard, I am enclosing orders from both cases to support this letter. 1 believe
all the information specified by Ark. Code Ann. § 6-13-113(b) isincluded in the enclosures. 1f not,
please let me know and I will furnish it. 1 know review of these old desegregation lawsuit files is
impractical, and sometimes impossible, because of their age and volume.
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Thank you for your cooperation. Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have
questions concerning this matter.

Very truly yours,

B

Bequette

Enclosures

ce: Mr. Richard Atwill
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The Jurisdiction of ¢this Court i.n: irvoked pEIBUIRE O

Title 20 U.8.¢, §1343(3(4) end 38 v.8.0, §2201, this being o suit
in aquity aushorized by law, Title 42 U.5.Q. §1983, to ho com~

menved Ly any altilzen of the Yhited States or other pevsen thereod
46 redvess tha deprivabion under coloy of lav of righte, privi~
leges and {rmunities sacued by thae Conatitution and lawe of the
United Buates. The righte, privileges and fmmunities hersin egught
to be redvessed age those secured hy the due procoss snd equal pxj--
teghion olauses of the Conatlitutisn of the United Statae.

IX.

Thie ie ¢ clsss agtion prooseding for injunative rzolief

gyntem in eny and all regpeets and regquiring defendsnte to implo-
ment a totaliy unltary sohoel system whieh uwtillizes not ouly tha




facllitiep heretofore attanded by whites but the facllities horetod
fore attended by blacke am well. Plainkiffe nllege that the relief

nheuld be totel, govaring sll fSagets of school aparatian, inﬂludingr
Veahool adpinigtrative suaﬂﬂf‘gﬂmmmgrm&m personasl within aach

’ 3 o
of the gchpola, nni.é( gaaqhing..ﬁ"and and pther guasi~teuaching pexesny

£~

hel,

p This is alsg s proceading for a declaratory judgmant
o” ?: Afi@ satablish the valldisy of a mle ar regulation of the school
]P-) diatriet which limits partimi@aﬂinn';n qaxtaiﬁ antgaeunrioular

!l
kfd. ;jD.fl aativities to peyaons who aohieva a cartalin {85 ouk of 100} grade
averaga.

‘J' ‘;4" IxIx ]
v

Plaiptiffn bying this acxlon 20 a clasn sotion on behalf

%ﬂ: of themaelves and othere siuilasly Qitu;ted in defondant school
%ﬁ' distriet pursuant to Rule 33(a) end () (3) of the Fedexal Rulee of

Civil Progefure, Membexs of tha class on bshall of vhem plaintigs
|| e azs sp numergus that jednder af all wmembars i imprscticable.
5- Howaver, thexe aye mmn quest Lyns e! L mnd famt nﬂﬁming thea
xight of black persens to be free frgm all vastigee of racisl dig~
ariminntion in the public school systews. Uhe eleims of plaiatiffh
are typioal of the olaims of the clses, and plaintiffs falrly and
sdequately profectathe interestm of the olage. Defendants have
acted and/er refuged to act on grounds gemerslily epplicable to tha
alass pleintifis represent, thercby meking sppropriate finel

injunctive relief in favor off plaintiffs and tha glaes,

Iv.
Flaintiffis are Mrs, Emeanuel Franklin, who sues on behalf
of her mimor children, Geraldine Fremklin mnd Terry Wayne Franklin
Wrw. Johnetta McRinnay, whe sues on behalf ofhher minor children,

X :
\‘..‘ | Alphonao ;g._::gir_:;xe__j_r_ and Joyes MoRKinneyp(and Mrs, Bextha Thigpen, who

Ul sues on behalf of her minoxr -;.'h-ildran. Rosemery Thigpen and Bertha
Lea Thigpen[; Plaintiffa axe all black eitizens of the United

e——— .

States who realde in the State of Arkansas.
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"H_arrin. Superintsndent of Echoola of the Blytheville, Arkanspa, L@

.

{);" » A. Dismentary schools.

\5 T‘W,A;u/ 1, During the 1970-TL sohool yemx, the Gufendanta
%V%' i ;n‘f weintained two elamentary achogls, Franklin and Robinsen, es hlack

qf“;;} ‘.\“ \ pchoold which ware sttended by spproximately three-fourths of the

v M‘&‘ black elementary population. UDuring thd same year, defendants

05;‘#‘ ! oporated the gontrél and Palrfas Blementary Schoole &s 903 or mare

vﬁ
Defendants are the Board of Bducetion of the Blythevilla
Arkangas faghool Distriet Mp. 5, = public bedy corporatay and L. D.

School District Hp. 5. fTha individdal defendant and the megbers
of the defendant Board of BEdwohtlon sre eitizens of the United
States and of the Stake of Arkansas, and mre pued in thefr sfiftioinl

capacities.

VI.
én information and belief, during the 1970-7L 4chool
yeai, the district's pupil population was 3466 white pupils snd
411 black pupils, oxr 58% white and 41% blask. The Mlsck popula-
tion of Blytheville is loosted in the sauthern part of the ity
whilk the white popnlation L4 locnted in the sentral and nmortharn
part of the ocity. The schools of the digtriat have basn constzuct]
ed on s naighberhoed basin. The diatriet provides a degree of
pupll transpertetion. . c
Vi,
The administzative oYnff of the dofandants, the mesbeszs
of which sre logated within the district's main offie, is tokaily
white. The wvactal composition af safd stalf ias'a zelic of the

dual scehopl syatem,

VIZL.
mﬂendam_:n heva not fully, totslly, nox fatrly d!.sn_mm-
tled any oy all of thelr dunl school system as reguired hy the
Fourteenth Amendment.

white echools. Two ether faymarly all-white echgplo~-Lange and
sudbury--had 30-te—-40% black erirgllmenta during the 1#Y0-7) schaool
Yﬂah'.n
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| sttempt te unitime the secondary schosls,

)
e i
ﬂ

2. Tho eslementary school faculties were slao

racially segregated as reflected by the follawing tabla.

SCHQOL  WHLTH TEACHERS BLACK TEAGHERS  WWHITH
Rantral 17 2 BaE%
Faizviow 2z 1 5%
Lange 10 2 84%
Fudbnry 10 3 77
Sobinson 4 15 21%
Franklin 1 15 3%

B. Segondaxy dcheols.

Muaring the 1970~71 school yeay, Blythoville made an
The procese used wag Al
criminatory im that the reqult wes the gleosing of the all-blagk
Barrison Junior-feaior Righ Hehool and the renssigument of sll of
i the Harrisoan pupils to one of the thrae prodominuntly white junior
or ceaior high sshools, 'ri:ueg bleck students in grades 7 tae 12
hore ell of the burden of desegredstion aht Yhe secondary lavel,
Mozeover, sald pohovl alasing xesplted in the sverorowding of at
least one of the thyes schools retained at the aecondary level,
Perthemmgre, the progsdure sdoptad by defenfdanta rauuuaﬁ
in wotal emmaculution of the(hlack adminishrators, coaches, band
,’ﬂiﬂm‘}ﬂg ate) without the application by the defendants of any
objeative atandards in comparing theix quelifiontions with the
Gualifiestions of the permona named {n esagh of thelr respgeu.vnj

44 of the tasching persannsl 2t the secondary lavel was bleck dnring

jﬁ%f/‘l %

positions. The proeess also resulted in a raduction of a numiber

-mﬁ black t'enehers,.Em Information and laulie!, approximately 3K

the 1963-68 achoal yma;{ only 281 of the teaching parsonnel at t-.h#.n

,gtaanau:y lavael was hlaak for the 1870-~71 acheol year and, on

/hﬂ’
Agfemntian and belief, the percentage of blacks st the sagondary

level will be less for the 1971-72 school year.

€. On informetion amd b ljeﬁ the oritsiis used by
N”r (4L T

dafandants in feollitsting the closing of the black sechool and in

terminating, demating and/or reduaing blpek personnel in status

wore aobjeeyive and racially diseriminatory. Moreover, on {nforma

tion and beliaf, defendants have followed and follow a proceduss,




ﬁf“tiﬁa' cuabom snd usage of reexuiting and soliciting appliaa-
"tions for vacancion primarily from whit® persons and hava actually
£illed vaceangles as they have ogouurved ainee the Initistion of
desegragation with a dispropertionate number of white persons ,

IX.

The echocl district does nat have a definite plap of
action which will eliminete the dual schaol system which they
opexate. The distxigt, thraugh it avthorised representatives, hap
rojactaed offars of ageistance wade By undarsignued counsel pad
_pla;mt.lfze ko (e} ald in tha dqwalopmﬁ# of a gonprahansive,
leanditianallr aceepbable deasgregation plan and to (b) otherwisa
avold litigation. '

X. _

The aforementionad and desaribed sitwotions and condi~
tions nre well known to defendants. Rlaint{€fe and/or persons
purporting to sepregent the qlave intereats heve agught to effsat
relisf without regort to litigetion but have hed their afferts
thwaxted by the bad fulth aghiong of dofendants, Hlaintiffs®
vightn to reliof under tha 14th Ampndment ard Fedaral sygstutes ape
wall known %9 Ll and should bo achugwledged and granted withous
‘resort to Mtlgntien. Plaintiffs spd their alags hnve pa sdeguate
remedy of law by which to be made whale for tha injustice pespe-
trated agalnst them by defexdlanbs. Their only effective regourse
is to t¢his Qgurt for the aqu!.tahl;e ramady requested heveiyn.

YHERAMORE, plaintiffs proy that this Court sdvance this
matker on lga r.._-alandnr'. and after hearing grant them preliminsry
and permanont injunative end declarmtory relief whichy

(a} declores the grade be.l_nk rule reflerred to in para-
graph II, supra, to be invalid under the clrcumetances)

(h) declares the pyogess by which aeuonﬁary aeangxagat:iaL;
{and faculty dmtiam, sta,) was achleved to bu violativa of the

equel protegtioen and due process clausas gf the li4th hmendmant;

-




(c) enjoins defendants f£rom oparating a schoeal system
whidgh retains any veatige of reclsl negragations
(d) mandstorily enjolns them to dimeatsblish their pre~

existing dual schoel syatem in all respeate Eﬁglgﬁiﬂg_xnnngg&gang_

the Barriean Aigh School and using it am a canponent of the desag-

regation program, and
(o) mandatorily enjoins defendants to eifirmatively

reqruit black teachers, coaches, hend divactors, adminlstrators;
ata., aﬁd to give them preference in fllling vacaneies up to the
paint of the pupil ruafal rptlo in the school system or, at tha
least, up te the point when the desegragation proaess begany and
which requires them to kesp detalied regords of thelr resrulying
affarts, thelr applicationd recelved by reae and by subisot mattar]|

aba,

Pleintiffls furthex préy- that the Comyt requizre Safendant
to immedintely provide the Court and plaintiffs with n qepy of
"their gurrent plan of desggregation alang with aspieg af all
altasrnatie plans, if sny, pow being aensidered for implamentation
in the future, and vpon sxaninatien theveaf, if said plan is found
%o bw defective in any way, require defemdants bo prapuxe for
prompt submiseion to the Court sadeptoble alternatives whioh mest
indiclal standards.

Plaintiffis furthar pyay that this Cowrt grant them thelx
casts, mttorney's fees, end sush athar equitable ryalief as appears
€0 the Gourt t0 be f£it and proper ynder the ¢lrsumetancen.

Raopeatfully submitted,
W. KAPLAY & MAVE, P.A,
West L3th Street
Little Rock, Arkansas 72203

JACE GREFWDERG

JRMEZ M, MABRIT, 1IX
Sulte X030

10 colunbus Qirele _
Mew York, Mew Yark 1001s

Attomeys for Plaintiffs

- (7%‘45.&%%
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IN THE UNITRD BTATES LIRTRICT dWUpT

EASTEIN DISTRICY QF ARKANGAS '
JONBBRORC DIVISION f%j;r Z

HECLEL Ly, Cléuge -

MRS. EMARUEL FRAMKLIN, wt al, P
v. No. J~F1-C-385
BRARD OF BBUCATION OF PRE BLYTHEVILLE,
RREANBAS, BURUOL DISTRICT NO. §, et al. | DRTENDANTS
QRDER

It {5 hereby ordered as fallews:

. Defendants’ heaegregatien plan with respect to
student assignmenkg in the bigh aahgnl of The Blykhevwille
Schaol District ¥o. § is approved.

2. Defandants' desagregetion plan with respect to
student apalignments Ln the Joniex high schanle of The
Blythsville Aphool Distxict Wo. 5 is approved .

3. Befendgnts' degagpegatien plen with yespagt to
gtudent asslgnuents in the elerentary sohools of Ths l
Blytheville Behoel Distyiot Ma. § is approved.

4. Defendantr' depagrogation pian with reapest to
the fagulty aselgnments in all gwades, both elamentary and
sacondaxy, in The Dlythevills School Risteict Mo, B, ia
Approved, owgept ag speeifically reserved . harein bealaw,

5. The Court reserves, for future determination, its
raling with respect to the following inpuag.

(a) The alloged racial imbalznae of the adgin-
ihtrhtive skaff. '

(b} The alleged rasial inbalange of faculty
assiqhméuts in th; ans aohool faeility aof the fngma?
Burdel:tn; bistrict, whioh i# now inconperatad intp
The Blythevills School Pistriod Ha. 5.

.i {@2] The alleged racial imbalance of student

sod fagultiy sapigoments at the Narrises Lsarning

‘




f‘if/s—;f:;&' {#" conter 'in the Blytheville School District Ne.
(7B 35
/7}w<J*] with reapeot to “Fpecial Hducation” clmsses only,

K’Ll).‘ (2} The epplicatlon of the plaintifes for sn
awayrd of ressopable attorney's fess snd théir coats.
6. ALY poptdone of the desagregation plan aubmitted
by defendants ne herein abave specifically reserved or
modified are heréby spproved.
The dourt rebains juriediction of this case for the purpose
of reviewing at a later date thoss ismsues specifically ressrved
herain, The defondanta sye permitted to procasd with tha impgle-
mentation of thelr entire planm For the dasegragsiion of The
Blytheville fchael Distxiet Mo, &, 1ngimaing thoze propesals.
which have bean herxain resexyvad for Fukuwe detsyninetdon.
hefendants axs required to make 8 comprehensive mepert to the
Couxt as to the aatual implamentatien af thelr plaw on or befors
Uetabey 3L, 1971.

puted this 19th day of August, 187L..

{(s) GARNETT wOMAS EISELE
fiiified Gtaten DIgEELOt Judgs

244 /7w 557
. /f‘?/‘ !71‘ A_n-,}”f

. Adma : /f,%; ¢7A/ LS ons B Ao
/6 7o L 74 24S 28 3k 24/

iy

P,z:”}'yp/’:‘ w Friw o 5Hdnr

By 4
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
REGIONAL OFFICE

1114 COMMERCE STREET
DALLAS, TEXAS 75202

OFFICE OF
THE REGIONAL DiRECTOR

OFFICE FCR CIVIL RIGHTS

July 19, 1968

Superintendent J. K. Williams
Blytheville School District #51
514 West Chickasawha
Blytheville, Arkansas 72315

Dear Superintendent Williams:

Thank you for your letter of July 5, 1968, in which you
submitted a plan for the complete elimination of the dual
school system in the Blytheville Public Schools.

Under this plan, it is our understanding that:

1. The pPromised Land Elementary School will be closed
in September 1968. One half of its students will be’
assigned temporarily to the Robinson Elementary School;
the other half will be assigned temporarily to the
Yarbro Elementary School which will be expanded into

a six teacher, grade 1-6 facility, having about a

50% white and a 50% Negro racial composition.

2. A bond issue will be submitted to the voters in
March 1969 for the construction of additional elementary
schools. Should the bond issue be approved, Franklin
Elementary and Robinson Elementary Schools would be
utilized respectively as a Special Education School

and as a unitized kindergarten. All elementary students
would be completely integrated, using the remaining

old elementary schools with the newly constructed schools.
Should the bond issue be defeated, geographic attendance
zones will be drawn around the existing facilities so as
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to integrate all the elementary slbudents. In either case,

students from the area of the Promised Land School who ware
temporarily assigned to the Yarbro School will be as51gned

to elementary schools closer to their homes.

3. Beginning in September 1969, all high school students
pursuing an academic program will attend Blytheville

High School. The present Harrison Junior-Senior High

School plant will be converted into a vocational high school
for all high school students desiring this type of curriculum.
No ‘vocational courses will be offered at Blytheville High

School.

4. Beginning in September 1969, all junior high school
students will be assigned to either the Blytheville Junior
High School or a new junior high school presently being

built.

5. School bus routes will be established without regard
to race.

6. The recruiting, hiring, assigning, paying, prowoting,
demoting, and dismissing of the professional staff will
be done without discrimination on the ground of race,
color, or national origin.

It appears that the implementation of this plan should
eliminate all vestiges of the dual school system in the
Blytheville Public Schools. Therefore, based on the sub-
mission and ilmplementation of this plan, your district will

be in compliance with the requirements of Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964 for the coming year, thereby remaining
eligible to receive Federal financial assistance. However,

it has been the experience of this office that in those cases
where academic subjects are offered at a full- time vocational
school there is a tendency to reestablish the school as being
intended for students of a minority race. We would, therefore,
hope that your district will exercise caution in assuring that
such a condition does not occur.
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We commend you and your board for the leadership you have
taken. Please do not hesitate to call upon us if we can
be of any further service to you.

Sincerely,

Jerold D. Ward, Chief
e Dallas Education Branch
Office for Civil Rights

/f:;;/ ¥L4zadgﬂiﬁE%ajzé;gﬁg\\\\\\

cc: Chief State School Offiger




- Blytheville School District #5

. Blytheville, Arkensas T2315

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY ) T

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20201

February 11, 1971 ¢l ik

- /1 . -
Mr. L. D. Harris J&;Lb“‘ T
Superintendent g AT R
- . ? ;! v

fro

61l W, Checkasaw Las . qééw?'" ( o
! o

Dear Superintendent Harris:

By letter dated October 21, 1970, Dr. John Bell, Education Branch
Chief of the Dallas. Regior&l Office for. Civil Rights, notifled you

! tpet because of the feiluie of the Blytheville School District to

convert to a unitary school system the matter was belng referred to
this office with a recommendation that appropriate enforcement action
be initiated. ' : . : -

By levter dsted July 19, 1968 the Hegional Office for Civil Rights in
Dellas accépted your terminal.desegrégation plan as follows:
| A N - '_ ER .

: i - LT :
A:; The Pfomised Lend: flémentaiy S5&hdol would be closed in
. Septembér 1968; with one Half pf its students to be -
asglgned -‘teiporarily vo the Robinson Schodl end the
other hélf bo be mssigpgd témporarily te the Yarbro
- Schodl. - o o T '

"By A bond.issué would B gubmitied ‘to the. voters in _

| Mareh; 1969, L6+ the! constfiction: of. additional elementary
- BehgoLe .. 1f bhe Bord 1886 were dppréved, Franklin

* Elements 51 smentady would be utilized

gpecial’ ediiéatidn. school and a con-

-, YL’ elismentary schools would

gritEds - IF. tlig bond isspe vere de-

& attendince Zopes would be drawn

kigbing elementary facilities so as'to
‘&leneitary. ftudents.. '

-)-71 mf.i.;_.ar ol irwer dtes
Linds Brww | o (s o
Cinde o Hednen s 202 - 962Uk

-2‘-\1 Pt l, g1t

f R
e N T
}5"3 -~




Page 2 Mr. L. D. Harris

C: Beginning in Septewber, 1969, all high school students
. pursuing an academic program would attend Blytheville
High School and the Harrison Junior-Senior High School
would become a vocational high school serving the
entire district.

. D, Beginning in September 1969, all junior high sachool
students would be assigned to either the Blytheville
Junior High School or a mew junior high school under
construction when the plan .was accepted.

E. School bus routes would be establmshed without re-
" Eard to race. .

F. The racruLthg, hiring, assignifg, paying; promoting,
demoting, and diswissing of the professional staEf would
be done withotuit dlscrlmlnation ori the ground of race,
color, ot natlonal origin. -

Thus, according to your plan, the Blythevllle School DLBtrLct was to
be cowmpletely desegregatéed by. the béginning of the 1970-71 school year.
_ However, _the on-site aidit of your district which was made .on October 6,
1970, revealed that your commitdiént te a desegregated system had not
been implemented in that the Reobinsph and Fraonklin Elementary Schools
remain ideéntifiably ‘Negro schpols, -Urider the Ereedom of choice plan
which is still in effect in your elementary schools, there are no
white students in either of these schoola. In addition, there are .
sixteen Negro and three white teachers ‘at Franklin School, and Stheen
Negro and Egur white’ teaLhers at Réobinson School. Negroes do not
condtitute a ma jority of the faculty inh any other schodl except the
Harrison Learning Center, .where 'a majérity of the stuflent enrollment

. is Negro., This indicates that teachers are assigned on the basis

of race.

- In & telephone conversation of Dctober 15, 1970, a member of the

Dallas Regional Otfice staff discussed with you various methods of desegregatlng
. your district. Since you refused to adopt these or other effective

methods of .desegregating, 1 am forced to conclude that compliance with

Title VI cannot be secured by voluntary weans .,

Accordingly, pursuant to 45 CFR B0.B(d), I hereby notify you that we
are referring this matter to the Department of Justice for appropriate
legal action to enforce Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964,




Page 3 Mr. L. D. Harris

Pursuant to the Regulation,
taken for at least ten days
during which period members
discusslon of your appearent
opportunity for you to take
action.

Section 80.8(d), no legel action will be
followlng the mailing of this letter,

of my staff are avallable for further
violations.  This will provide en
corrective action and come into voluntary

If this Office can be- of asdistence 1¢ you, please call Dr. Lloyd H.
Henderson, Director, Education Division, Area Code (202) 962-0868.

//W Sinceécly yours, -;;7

" ¥. Stenley Pg tinger

Director Office €or Civil Righbé

ec: Regional ClYil Rights Director
Chief State Schoél Officer

Mr. Jerris Liaonard,
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ATR MALL - SPECIAL DELIVERY

Mr. L. D. Harris
Superintendent

Blytheville School District
Blytheville, Arkansas 72315

- Dgar Mr. Harris:

This is in reply to your letter of May 12, 1971 re-
questing a one-year continuance of the present fréedom of
choice plan of school desegrepation for the elementary

" schools in the Blytheville School District, The purpose
of thls letter is to inform you that we are unable to
approve the district's continued operation under a freedom
of choice plan of school desegregation. '

, The present school statistics clearly demonstrates
that the district's freedom of cholce plan has failed to
disestablish the dual school structure in the Blytheville
School System. Our information reveals that the preseat

student and faculty statistics at your elementary schools is
as follows:

Students: : Faculty
Schools W B v B
Central 502 3l - 17 K|
Fairview 694 9 18 3
Franklin 0 527 3 16
Lange 245 73 11 2
Robinson 0 496 ‘ A 16
Sudbury T 191 107 11 3
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Under the present status of the law, as enumerated
in the most recent U.5. Supreme Court decision, Swann v.
Charlotte-Mecklenburg Board of Education, No. 349,
U.s. - -, (April 20, 1971), Slip Opinion pp, 10-12, the
objective today still remains to eliminate from public
schools all vestiges of state imposed segregation. School
authorities are ‘''clearly charged with the affirmative duty
to take whatever steps might be necessary to convert to a
“unitary system in which racial discrimination would be
eliminated root and branch," The U.S. Supreme Court in
Green v. New Kent County, 391, U.S, 420 (1968) has found
that freedom of choice plans are unacceptable if there are
reasonably available algernatives such as zoning of pairing
which promise a speédieﬁ and more effective conversion to a
unitary non-racial school system,

You stated in your letter as a reason for seeking a
year's contilnuation of freedom of choice, the recent dis-
ruption of the secondary schools in the system and the
Rossible community opposition to a change in the elementary
school structure, I am sure that you know that the full
implementation of school desegregation laws cannot be de-
layed because of opposition by persons in the community or
temporary disruption of education. .

Under Title VI of the Civil. Rights Act of 1964, the
Attorney General hasg authority to institute legal proceed-
ings unless the Blytheville School District takes prompt
‘action to completely disestablish the dual system which
necessary includes its faculty and staff, '

We therefore rqu§§thgbag_xgghggyiée this Department

.. within ten days what plans_thQHglyghggiLﬂéjﬁﬁﬁﬁdéﬁﬁﬂgiwhﬁﬁ

Eaken and what procedures. haye been adopted Lo insure. thar
-such plans will be implemented at the beginning of the

1971-77 school year; for full conversion of the Biytheville
School Pistrict to a unitary non-racial system, :

We would suggest that the Board seék'technical
assistance from the Office of Education of the Department
of Health, Education and Welfare in preparation of desegre-
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gation plans. That Office has had considerable experience
in this field, and I can assure you that they will approach
any problems that arise with responsibility and understanding.

It is our hope that the Blytheville School Board will
not delay in their obligation to convert to a unitary system
and that compliance can_be brought about by voluntary means

rather than by resort .-to the coercion of the courts. Our
concern is that the work be started now, so as to avoid the
imposition of abrupt changes at the eleventh hour. If you
have any questions about this letter, do not h351Latg to call

upon us.

Sincerely,

DAVID L, NORMAN
Acting Assistant Attorney’ General
Civil Rights Division

By: “ K ;%ﬁ -
i //’;2 R Y can S
" BRIAN K. LANDSBERG

Chief
Education Section




