
ADDRESS TO JONESBORO CITY COUNCIL ON MARCH 8, 2011 

I could have gone anywhere in the United States to practice law, but I came back to Jonesboro 

and have practiced law here for 45 years because I love Jonesboro and the people in this area. 

I have never addressed the Town Council of Jonesboro although I have represented at least eight 

municipalities, and at one point could quote by heart most of the Lawrason Act. 

I am reading from a prepared statement so there will be no mistake as to what I say.  I will 

provide a copy of this statement to anyone who wants it. 

I have nothing personal against Mayor Thompson or any member of this council.  I would say 

the same thing if Richard Zuber, Ira Reeves or Don Essmeier were mayor and anyone who has 

ever served on the Town Council was still on it. 

There are no black and white issues involved. 

I have seen two legal size pages that does not appear to be an ordinance.  It is not styled as an 

ordinance.  The document that I have been provided by the town has no number.  It says “Be it 

ordainted…”  Since I had never heard that world “ordainted” I looked in Webster’s Dictionary to 

find the world to see what it meant.  Apparently Webster has never heard the word either. 

The full quotation is: 

“SECTION I.  BE IT ORDAINTED BY THE MAYOR AND THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN of the 

Town of Jonesboro, Louisiana, in regular session on January 11, 2011 that the following budget of 

estimated receipts and expenditures for the Town of Jonesboro, Louisiana for the fiscal year 2010-2011, 

be the same is hereby fixes and established by law.” 

I have no idea what the phrase “be the same is hereby fixes and established by law” means.  The 

Legislative Auditor says that we do not have enough money to pay our bills. 

The document goes on to say that it is the “annual report of the budget for the fiscal year ended 

June 30, 2011.”  A budget and an annual report of the budget are two entirely different things. 

The document that I am looking at shows a deficient of $204,136.00 

If this document is an ordinance, it does not comply with the law of Louisiana governing budgets 

for municipalities for the following reasons: 

1. Louisiana Revised Statute 13:04 A does not allow two budgets within the same fiscal 

year.  There is already a budget in effect for the fiscal year. 

2. Louisiana Revised Statute 13:08 B requires a balanced budget.  The document that we are 

looking at is not balanced to the tune of $204,136.00.  There is no way that there can be a 

balanced budget when we do not know the financial condition of the Town.  The last 

unqualified audit was June 30, 2007.  The records are presently being audited by the 



Legislative Auditor’s Office.  At a meeting in Baton Rouge on February 25, 2011, the 

Director of Advisory Services for the Legislative Auditor testified that she did not see the 

town’s financing getting any better and in fact had been told by CPA Margie Williamson 

that the town’s situation may be even worse this year than it was last year.  It appears that 

a fiscal administrator will be appointed to oversee the town’s money operations.  There 

are unreconciled bank accounts, missing records, unpaid contractor invoices and payroll 

folders that the CPA has not been able to locate at city hall.  Some bills of the Town are 

not being paid timely if at all.  Unless the contractor who installed the fence around the 

Jonesboro has been paid very recently, that bill is outstanding.  Those funds are federal 

funds.  Medical Insurance premiums for some dependents have not been paid and the 

Town has written checks to the hospital to cover amounts that should have been covered 

by insurance.  The Town is operating at a deficient.  (For the estimated year ending June 

30, 2010 a deficit of $64,936.00 is reflected as an actual deficit as of May 31, 2010, with 

an estimated estimate of as of June 30, 2010 being $175,052.00.)  Certain State funds are 

being withheld because of a lack of an audit.  The projected income is not realistic.  A 

Jonesboro retiree had to employ counsel and threaten a lawsuit before getting a promise 

that retirement benefits will be paid sometime this week. 

 Each of you has received a copy of a letter from the Legislative Auditor stating: 

1. Numerous unexplained and unsupported reconciling items exists that we cannot 

explain; 

2. That many necessary records from 2009 cannot be found, including invoices, 

contracts, cash receipt journals, accounts payable journals and other similar 

records; 

3. The financial system of Jonesboro is deficient. 

4. The Town of Jonesboro has received two consecutive disclaimer of opinion from 

the Town’s auditor; 

5. The Town’s audit for fiscal year ending June 30, 2010 has not been submitted. 

 

3. I have seen no budget message which included the policies, objectives, and a discussion 

of the most important features of the proposed budget as required by Louisiana Revised 

Statutes 39:1304 C (1). 

4. The estimated fund balance at the beginning of the year are not supported by any 

financial records as required by Louisiana Revised Statute 39:1304 C (2). 

5.  I have seen no proposed budget adoption instrument as required by Louisiana Revised 

Statute 39:1304 D, unless that is what you are calling the strange document that I initially 

discussed. 

6. It is impossible to estimate the funds available for the fiscal year as required by Louisiana 

Revised Statute 39:1304 (E) because our finances are in shambles, according to the 

Legislative Auditor. 



7. There is no way that the proposed budget can be made available for prior inspection as 

provided for in LA RS 39:1307 no later than fifteen days prior to the beginning of the 

fiscal year in question because the fiscal year in question began on July 1, 2010. 

8. Louisiana Revised Statute 39:1308A requires that the budget for the fiscal year of 2010 to 

2011 be finalized and implemented prior to the end of the fiscal year of 2009-2010, 

which is impossible. 

9. It also appears that revenue collection for the present fiscal year to-date and projected 

revenue collections for the remainder of the present fiscal year are failing to meet 

estimated annual budget revenues by 5% or more and the Mayor has not advised this 

Council, which is in violation of Louisiana Revised Statute 39:1310 A(2). 

10. It also appears that total revenue and other sources plus projected revenues and other 

sources for the remainder of the year, within certain funds, are failing to meet total 

budgeted revenues and other sources by 5% or more in violation of Louisiana Revised 

Statute 39:1310 A(1). 

11. It also appears that total actual expenditures and other uses plus projected expenditures 

and other uses for the remainder of the year within funds are exceeding the total budgeted 

expenses and other uses by 5% or more in violation of Louisiana Revised Statute 39:1311 

A(2).  

12. It further appears that the actual beginning fund balances for the present fiscal year  failed 

to meet estimated beginning fund balance by 5% or more and fund balances are being 

used to fund current year expenditures, in violation of Louisiana Revised Statute 39:1311 

A(3). 

13. The Town cannot certify completion of all of the above 12 requirements that I have just 

explained to you as required by Louisiana Revised Statute 39:1306 E because it has note 

been completed. 

Ladies and gentlemen, what I just tread to you are the cold hard facts.  I have not stated my 

opinion on these 12 requirements.  I have just read to you what the law says. 

My examination of the present budget and the proposed whatever it is that you are considering 

tonight indicate that funds are being moved around so as to double the Mayor’s salary, increase 

his travel budget from $1,000.00 to $5,000.00, add $12,500.00 to entertain and marketing. 

Besides being illegal, with the present financial condition of the Town, this would be an abuse of 

discretion of this Council which would be reversed by any Judge hearing a case.  If either 

ordinance is passed tonight, suit will be filed immediately against the Town of Jonesboro, Mayor 

Thompson and any of you who vote for either ordinance.  There will be a claim made personally 

against each of you who vote for the ordinance for attorney’s fees and court costs. 

Opinion of the Attorney General of the State of Louisiana No. 05-0031 states that if a Town 

Council intentionally or knowingly violates the Louisiana Local Governmental Budget Act in 

refusing to adopt a balanced budget, its members can be compelled to comply with the 



provisions of the Local Government Budget Act by suit for mandamus, injunctive or declaratory 

relief and/or they can be charged criminally with malfeasance in office. 

A vote for these two ordinances, if that is what they are, will be a vote to retard the progress of 

Jonesboro. 

I have pointed out to you in detail 12 violations of law that would occur if you pass ordinance 

number 700 so that you cannot appear in either civil or criminal court and tell the Judge that you 

did not intentionally violate the Louisiana Local Governmental Budget Act. 

Louisiana Revised Statutes 14:134 dealing with malfeasance in office states that and I quote: 

“Whoever commits the crime of malfeasance in office shall be imprisoned for not more 

than 5 years with or without hard labor or shall be fined not more than $5,000.00 or 

both.” 

A caveat to that is if the local District Attorney refuses to charge those of you who vote for 

ordinance 700 with malfeasance in office, I will personally ask the Attorney General to do so. 

Also if I find that the United States mail was utilized in furtherance of illegal activities involving 

the budget or that federal funds have been misused I will report that to the FBI. 

Please do not consider this as a threat.  It is not.  It is a promise.  I am not going to stand by and 

let the Town of Jonesboro continue to be the laughingstock of municipalities.  Thank you and 

good night. 


