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AleGndria, Lousiana VETO MESSAGE
Itis to ize that igr ofmmdmmmMMMormmhnmmwbndmﬂu
principle of ignorantia juris non excusat ("ignorance cof the law does not excuse®). ( i leaders legal
positions and actions with unfavorabl when by the courts and the attorney general, serving as a reminder
that legal vhether due to misund ding or have Yet, before the Alexandria City Council,
the isrep i with how, we are d to say, oh, this time “it Is on the up and up.”
Well, it isn't. And now the Greater Al thority ("GAEDA") is being supported in its deceit

unwittingly by some on the Coundl. The Council is appeasing the motivations of con artists and dividers who seek to destroy
relationships, foment rancor in official proceedings, overtly politick on public access, gasfight, and shift blame for increasingly
abject fallure. The administration is blameless with regard to GAEDA's, and the Council's, seif-generated legal woes.

Here are the facts: An i ! h the City and GAEDA, as had
prior ones. The ord| and that f d, MM‘MM-mMNM&m
statutorily organized to assist the City for the and ken by the City. GAEDA came to the Executive
Branch with the proposal, not the other way around! GAEDA offered the deal now being rescinded.

The City’s policy should uphold the legal principle that its legisiative acts affecti Jationships should not be
wtmmbnhunm rights, interferes with current ord the City’s basis or
value in a ially after the foct and based simply on new “poiitics” after a new commission following
memmmmmmmmmmmmmwmmms«
La.Ag.Op. No. 13-0061, No. 13-0079, and No. 14-0045. The enacted ordis di here rescinds Al City Council
Ovdnmlnmlwmwwhmmmmlmamhwmnmndmlmm;nﬂcm
mmwmmmmmm—mmm rfeited ends. The shold requi of the

doctrine for g invalid and lawful expenditures and transfers of public funds and property is the presence of
2 legal obligation or duty by the transferor to alienate said funds or property. Town of Brusly v. West Baton Rouge Parish Police Jury,
238 So0.2d (La.App. 1st Cir. 1973).

If you want to hide the law, 5o they say . . . place it in a law booic Here is the public purpose of GAEDA:

C. The special taxing district is created for the of 3 ic devel between the
Sy ot A : ,

cooperstive endesvors with the state and it poltcal subdivisions or political ons, with the United

States or its agencies, or with any public or private or individ

La.R.S. 33:2740.60. GAEDA literally comes before Alexandria to ask the ersatz question of how it can separate from the City!

it Is shown by the City it has partially perf d and is being h d in continued or full perfi by actions of GAEDA. It
is further maintained by the City the actions by GAEDA constitute an anticipated or actual breach, in demonstrable bad faith. The
mmmmhmmm«mﬁmmmmmm d position for the Alexandria City
Coundil, perh jud, and other relief to protect municipal finances, fiduciary duties, and to stop a
mmmmmmwhmnmmmwmmmmnmmd
parties on the validity of the Council’s legislative acts, and (B) or reduction of existing oblij
public; and (iif) constitutes 3 vain and useless act i h as the issi mhelmdbmhmdme
under these ci After a was d, the City’s vested rights cannot be disturbed retroactively.

The Council has enacted facially invalid ordinances, despite being advised against such action, raising concerns about the Council’s
Mwuﬂm meCoudMs istently fulfilied its to provide legally balanced budgets and fair
exposition of g, i mu\d flecting a ng trend of decisions that ine legal and
fiscal, with more of a tendk toward polit d, decision-making. The Coundil should not be tricked into shielding the
misconduct of its appointed bodies—entities over which the Council has sole authority.

Worse still, the Council allows its meetings to foster lies, protect deceit, and avoid its sole responsibility to govern GAEDA. And,
perhaps worse stili, the Council allows representatives to disparage, defame, and harm reputations while denying fair and equal
oppom-mbydomawmwummhmwwmunhwmmmﬁmmm

the original ordir was d: That of iy { But what can we expect from an organization
living in the courtroom and losing so often on its specious or untrustworthy positions? The Council possesses both documentation
demonstrating the Executive Branch’s good faith (attached) and d id of GAEDA's bad faith.

For these reasons, multiple City legal counselors recommend and | do hereby veto this ordinance as a vain and useless act; it
should have no effect on the current obligations flowing out of a valid contract. The law abhors vain and useless acts. Alexander
& Alexander, Inc. v. State, Div. of Admin., 486 So.2d 95, 100 (La.1986); Parchen v. Rowdey, 196 Wash. 340, 82 P. (2d) 857 (1938).

1 will still work to find a solution without seeking unneeded court or other involvement, but only if allowed to do so working by
and through persons acting in demonstrable good faith, which has yet to be seen from GAEDA.
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