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Foreword

EARLY NOVEMBER, 1955, was a critical time in Dixic. The oyes of
the Soarth, aod of the mation, were focused on 2 Mississippd Dhelta
commumity, whers Emmett Till, a visiting colored boy friom Chicage,
had allegedly been killed, aod whers two white men accused of kid-
napping and murdering him had been exonerated by local juries.

On November 10, while emphatic advocates of while supremacy
ware still exchanging cotgrutulutions on the outcome of the Till case,
the Southern Historicsl Associstion assembled in Memphiz for its
twetily-first apnual meeting. Headguerters of the mecting was the
Peabody Hotel which David Cohn once referred to as the Maorthern
outpost of the Mississippi Delta, Over 500 persons, represetting a
totul membership of abowt 2,000, moat of them taachers of history
in Southern collepes and universities, registered for the mealing,

The first gencral seegion, a dinner gathering arcanged by the
program committes and sponsored by Phi Alpha Thets, honorary
historical fraternity, was an occision thil will be long remembered by
thaze wha wera present, This session was uo overwhelmingly Soothern
affair, yet it was unsegregated; the papers réml were moderate in
tone; umd while all of the 500 persons who atiended were not in
seoord with the liberal views expressed, the applause, according to
obszrvation of old4imers, excesded that of sny prior session in the
history of the sssociation

The topic of the session was "The Scpregation Decisions.” The
presiding officer was Professor Thomes D Clarke, native of Lonigville,
Miszgisaippi, praduate of three Southern universiies, and bong-time
head of the history department of the University of Kentucky, The
toastmaster was Philip (3. Davideon, President of the Tniversity of
Leuisville, who was borp in Nebraska bot who grew up in Mississippi,
graduated from the University of Mississlppd and whose coreer m
teaching and pdminiziration has been exchsively Southern, The dis
cossion leader was Weldon James of the Lowisville Courier-fouwrsal,
a native and long-time resident of South Carolina,

Cecil Sime, who preseated the fiest paper, 13 a oative of Atlania,
2 groduate of the Yandechilh Law Schood and o distinguished lawysr
of Mashville, Tennessee, Penjamin Mays, who lollowed Sims, was
bom i Scuth Ceroling and edvucated at Bates Collegs and the Und-
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versily of Chicages wlter owistunding strvice in various mindsterial
und educativnal positions he became president of Morchouse Collegs
in Adanta in 1940, the position that be holds at the present time.
In 1952 the Yale Divinity School chose Dr. Mays to indugurats its
Wright lecture serica. The concluding paper was by William Fanlkner,
winnee of the Nobel Prize in 1949, a Mississippian known throughout
the world for hiz affectionate and creative identification with the
American South.

The program committes had hoped to have warions shades of
opinlon repregenied, iIncdoding appoaition to the segregation declisions,
But knowh segregationists who were asked to panticipate declined
the inviation,

Even g, the seasion was markod by considerable varlety of
approach and treatment, Sima’ paper was a calm and Jodickons ataly-
g3 of the segregatson decisions by one steaped in legal mechods and
traditions. Bas" presentaton was an Impassloned commentaty on
the moral implications of segregation by one who had experienced
its Inequities; the eloquence amd the force with which the speaker
stated his wiews was evidenced by the fact that he wis fwice mier-
rupted by vigoiows spplaire—a phenomenot withoul precedent in
the Association's hlstory—and by the tremendons ovation that he
recelved at tho conclugion of his remacks, Faulkner's paper, which
combined some of the gqualities of the two that preceded, was ihe
laconically phrazed admondtion of an actlat thoroughly devoted to the
South, profoundly disturbed that his native region was out of harmony
with enlightened settiment of the world B s radal attitodes and
alurmed by the possible eect of those aittiudes ws the condlict be-
iween democratic and communist mations moves into the critical
stige,

Faulkner's concem wvod the conditions which gave ose to it
were of particular interest (o siwdents of Southern history who
listened 10 his puper af Memphis. For they knew that 2 similar situa-
tivn had existed a hutidned yeurs belore when the South found iteelf
in opposilion W the mapority seniiment of the Christian world in cling-
ing o the institution of slavery, Souiherners penidsted in their views
then, even Io sacrificing theie weulih and blood on the altar of war.
Recant niberanced and activities of the more vocal elkement of Dizie’s
population have tended to create the impression (hat Southemers of
today are a8 docply committed 1o gagregathon as were (heir forbeers to
slovary, But the Sonthern Historical Arsociation's sesson on seoreoa-
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tinn last Movember suppests one important difference, In the 15508,
edvocators, minigters and writers were in the vangnard of slavary's
champions. They drew wp afd belped to dissentinate the philosophic
justifcation of the “peculior Mistitution,” They declured glavery a
divinely approved sysicm, beneficial both to the bondsmen snd their
masters, They urged fellow Southerners to resist to the lmmit any and
all efforts to interfere with the South’s chosen ways. And when war
came they sctively supporied the Soothern cause,
[n the present controversy collepe and church leaders are, to
say the least, not in the first ranks of the segregationists. Many of
them are openly in oppesition to those who advocate resistance to the
Supreme Cowrt's dacision on the subject. This opposifion may be in
# measure silenced ar segregationiata become more determined amd
better organized. But it can hardly be eliminated. Deprived of the
leadership of this influential group, and thwarted by the nationalizing
tendencles derlving from the influgnce of rapid commuonlcabon,
copporale business, and the South’s Indostrialization, segregationlss
are ot & greater disadvantage then were thelr proslavery anfecedents
of p century vgo; und some of them do ot hesttate to admil in private
comversalion that all they cen hope lor @5 & postponement of ihe
inevitable,
It is pot meant o suppest thal the papers comprisimg this pam-
phiet represent the views of the Southern Historical Association in
gy official way, For some members of the ompanization, as indicated
above, hold opinions contrary to these herein expressed. The essays
are pubdished for the purpose of bringing to the attention of interested
persons within and without the association a remarkable incident of
the Memphis mecting and the views whoss public expression on that
occasinn made it memorable. The vooal Southb—the South known to
ocutsiders—ia overwhelmingly segrepmationist, The session at Memphis
revepled the existence of another and a liberal South—soft-spoken
and restrained, buot articulate and powerful—that is carnestly pledped
to maxderation and reason.
BeLL L WiLey, Presidens
SoUTHERN HISTORIGAL ASSOCLATION
1955

Emory UnivERsiTy, {ECEGA

26 ArmIL 1336
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American Segregation
and the World Crisis

By WILLIAM FAULKNER

For THE MOMENT and for the sake of the srgument, 126" suy thut, &
while Soulheroer and maybe even any while Amercon, I (oo curse
the duy when the first Megro was brovght apuinst his will fo this coun-
iry amndd sold into sluvery, Becuuse that docso't matter now, To live
anywhere in the world of A.DD. 1955 and be agnimst equality because
of rece or color, is like living in Alaska and being against anow.,

Inside the last two years I have scen {a little of some, a pood deal
of others) Japan, the Philippines, Siam, India, Egypt, Italy, West
Crarmany, Bngland and Teeland. Of these conntries, the only one T
would say definitely will not be communist ten years from now, is
England. And if these other countries do not remain free, then Eng-
land will nvor longer endure as a free nation. And if all the rest of the
world becomes communist, it Wil be the end of America too as we
koow it; we will be strangled into extinetion by simple econcmic
blockade since there will be oo one anywhere anymeore o sell our
products to; we are slready sezing thot now in the problem of our
GO,

And the only rcason all these coontrics arc Dot communist al-
ready, 15 America, nid just becamse of our matcrial powce, but be-
canss of the idea of individual haman freedom and liberty and equal-
ity on which oor nation was founded, and which onr founding fathers
postulated the name of America to mean, These countries are still free
of communism zimply becauze of that—that belwd in indiridual lib-
arty and equality and freedom—that ome beliel powerful encugh to
statertiale 1he iden of commumism, We have no other weapon to fight
comrmumsil with but this, soce in diplomuscy we are children to
womriumizt diplomuts, sod m prodecion we will alweys lap behind
them since under momolithic guvernment all producton can po to the
ppprandizzment of the State. Bot then, e don’t need snynthing elaz,
since that ides—hat emple belief of man that he can be free—is the
sironpest foree on sarth; all we need to do is, oee it
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Bevause il is glib and simple, v like to thimk of the word situa-
tion today as a precarous and explosive balance of two irmeconciliabe
ideologies confronting cach other, which precartons belance, once it
totters, will drag the whole world into the abyss along with it, That's
not so. Only ome of the forces is an ideclogy, an idea. Becanse the
second force is the simple fact of Man: the simpla belicf of individual
man that he can and shoold and will be free. And i we whir o far
are sl free, watl L coninee to be free;, all of 0s who are stll free
had better confederae, and confederate fosd, with all others who still
have a choice to be free—confederate oot s black people nor white
people nor pink nor Hue nor green people, but as people who stll are
free with all other people who still are free; confederate together and
stick together too, i we want a world or even a part of a world in
which individual man can be free, to continue to endure.

And we hed better take in with us 35 many as we can get of the
nonwhite peoples of the carth who are not completely free yet baf
who want to be and intend to be, befors that other force which b
opposed to individual fresdom, befools and gets them. Time wus
when the nonwhite was pontent to—sanyway, did—accept his instimet
for freedom as an unrealizable dream. Bul nod any more; the white
man himgel taught him different with thot phese of his—the while
man’s—own colinre which took the form of colonial expansion and
exploitation based and motally condoned on the premise of inequality
not becanse of Individual imcompetencs, but of mass race or color. AR
a result of which, in only ten years, we have watched the nonwhits
pecples expel, by bloody violence when necessary, the whitc man
from all of the middle east and Asia which be once dominated. And
into thatl vecuom has already begon to move that othor and inimical
power which people who belicwve in freedom are at war with—that
power which says to the nonwhitc man: "We don't offer you freadom
becanse there is no soch thing as frecdom: your white overlonds
whom you jost threw out have already proved that tw you, But we
offcr you cquality: at lcast equality b slavedoun; if won wre b be
slaves, at least you can be shoves o your own cobor wod rwce and
religion."

We, the western white man who dows believe that thers exists an
imdividual freedom above and beyond this mere sguality of slavedom,
must teuch the nonwhite peoples thin while there is yet a litle dme
Ieft. We, America, who are the stronpest force opposing communism
snd monalithicism, most teach sll other peoples, white and nonwhite,
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slave or (for & livle while vet) still free, We, America, have the beat
chamee o do this becuuse we can do it here, 8t home, without needing
to seml costly eedom expeditions into alico and indimical places
already convinced that there is no such thing as frecdom and liberey
aod equality and peace for all people, or we would practice it at home.

The best chance and the easiest job, because our nonwhite minar-
ity iz already on our gide: we don't need to sell them on America and
frecdom becanse they are already sold; even when ignorant from ife
ferior or mo edocation, even despite the record amd history of Inequals
ity, they still believe in our concepts of freedormn and democracy.

That is what America has done for them in only three hundeed
vears. Nat ro them: for them, because o our shame w2 have made
little effort 5o far to teach them to be Amenicans, let alone to wse their
capacities {0 make of ourselves a stronger and more unified Americw;
—the people who only three hundred years apo were eatimg rotten
elephant and hippo meat in African raio-forests, who lived beside one
of the higgest bodies of inland water oo earth and never thought of a
gail, who yoarly had to move by whabe villages and tribes from famines
and pestilence and huwnan enemics without onee thinking of a wheel,
pet in only three hundred woars in America produced Balph Bunche
snd Geeorge Washington Carver and BEooker T. Washington, who have
yed o prosluce 3 Fuchs or Rosepberg or Gold or Greenglass or Bur-
pess or MeLeon or Hiss, wnd for every promincot communist or fiel-
lirwraveler like Robeson, there ure a thowsand white anes.

In am not convinced that the Negro wants integration in the scnae
that some of us cleim to fear be does, I Believe he s American
enough to repudiate and demy by simple Americun instinet aty siric-
ture or repulstion forbidding us to do something which in our opidion
would be harmless if we did it, and which w= probubly would nut
want to do anyway. I think that what be wants is equality, and [ be-
lieve that he too knows there is no such thing as equality per s, but
omly aquality to; equal right and opportunity to make the best one can
of one's life within ona's capacity and capability, without fesr of in-
justice o oppression of threat of violence. Tf we had given him this
equal right to opportunity ninedy or fifty or even ten years agn, there
would have been oo Supreme Court decizion about howr we run
oar schonls,

1t in our white man's shame that m our preseal southe economy,
the Memro must not have cconomic éguality; our double shatne that
we fear that piving him more social equality will poperdes ks pres-



enf economic stufus; our tple shame that even then, to justify our-
selves, we must becloud the issue with the purity of white blood; what
2 commentary that the one remainimg place on carth where the white
man can fee and heve his blood protected and defended by law, is
Africe—Africa: the souroe and origin of the people whose prescnce
in America will have driven the whits man to flee from defilement.

Soon now all of ns—not just Southerners nor even just Armeri-
cams, but all peaple whe are sl free and want to remain so—are
going to have to make o choloe. We will have to choose aot beween
cobor mor race nor religion nor between Fast and West either, but
simply between being slaves and being free. And we will have o
choose completely and for good; the time is already past now when
we ¢an choose o little of each, a littde of both, W'e can choose a state
of slavedom, and if we are powerful enouph to be among the top two
or thres or ten, we can have a certain amoont of license—untl some-
one more powerful rises and has us machine-gunncd against a cellar
wall. But wa cannot choose freadom eatablished on a hierarchy of
degreea of freedom, on a caste system of sqoality like military rank.
We muost be free aot becanse we dlatm freedom, bat because we prac-
tice 1t, our [reedom must be buliressed by 4 homogeny equally and
unchallengeatdy free, oo macter what color they are, so that all the
other mitkcal forces everywhere—systems political or religlous or
racial of aabiomil—sall not just respect us becauze we procie Free-
dom, they wall fear ws becouse we do,

* * * £

[Editor's moe—On December 1, Mr. Faulkner extended views ex-
pressed it bis Memphis paper with the following statement]:

The guestion is w0 longer of while agaitst black, It is oo lomrer
whether or ot while blood shall remain pure, it i whether or oot
white people shall remain free.

We accept insult and contumely and the osk of violence becanse
we will mot 51t guoietly by and sec our native land, the South, not just
Misgissippi but all the Sooth, wreck and rain itsclf twice in lesa than
& hundred yoar, over the Negro question,

W spoak now againgt the day when our Southern people wiw
will reaist &o the last thess Inevitabde changes in sociul relntons, will,
when they have been forced 1o seoepl what they wl ome ime might
have sceepled with dignity and goodwill, will say, “Why dido't some-
o lell vs this belore? Tell us this in time™
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The Moral Aspects
of Segregation

Ey BENJAMIN E. MAYE

WHENEVER 3 strong dominant group posseases all the power, political,
pocational, scomomic, and wields all the power; makes all the
laws, municipal, state and federal, and administers all the lows;
writca all constitatlons, municlpal, state and fedecal, and imterprets
theza constitutions; collects atd kolds all the mwoney, mumicipal, state,
and federal ond distributes all the money; detenmines oll polies—
povernmental, business, political and educationul; when that group
plan: amd plwces beavy burdens, srevous to be borme, upon the
bucks of the weak, that sct = immorel. If the strong proop is &
Christien proup or @ follower of Judaism both of which contend
thut God is creator, judpe, impartial, just, wniversal, love and that man
was created in God's image, the act is arainst God and man—thus
immaral. If the steong gronp is atheistic, the act iz apainst homanity
—=&iill immoral,

Mo geoup is wise enough, good cnough, sirong cnough, o assame
an omnipotent and ompizcient rele; no group is good cnough, wise
enolugh o Festeict the mind, circumseribe the sool, and to limit tha
physical moverments of another group. To do that is blasphany, It is
a ustirpation of the role of God,

If the strong handicaps the weak on the prounds of race or color,
it ia all the more immoral becanse we penalive the proop for condi-
tiong over which it has no control, for being what naturs or nature’s
Cod made it. And that is tantameouont to saying to God, *You made
i mistake, God, when voo didn't make all races white,”” If there were
g low which said that an illiterate proup had to be sspregmted, the
Wlﬁj wp:;m]dgnlnmhmlandbmnm:limm. 1If ther=
were & law which said that all peoples with incomes belowr 35,000 a
year had to be sepregatad, the people under $5.000 a year could
gtrive bo dse mbowe the £5 (M0 bracket. IE there were & lawr which
gald that men and wmodes who did noc bathe bad o b seprerated
they conld develop the habit of daily baths and remove the stgma
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If there were a law which zaid that all groups had to be Catholics,
the Jews and Protestents could do something sbout it by joining the
Catholic Church. But to segregate a man becanse his skin is boown or
bleck, red or yellow, is to scprepate & man for ciccumstences over
which he has wo control. And of 81l immeral acts, this 18 the most
immaoral.

5o the May 17, 1954, Decision of the Supreme Court and all the
decizions againit segregation are attempts on the part of the jodges
involved to ahalish a great wrong which the strong has deliberately
placed apon the kacks of the weak. Tt is an attempt on the parc of
federal nnd stale judges o remove this stigma, this wrong through
constitutional means, which is the demwocratic, American way.

I sabd o moment ago that I the strong deliberataly picks oot 3
wenk racikl poup and plsces upon it beavy bacdens that act s
immoral. Let me try to amalyee this bucden, segregation, which hos
been imposed vpon millions of Americats of oolor. There are al
lenst three muin reasons o legal sgregaion m the United States.

1. The first objective of seprepation is o place a legal bodpe of
inferiority upon the seprerated, to brand him as undit to move
fresly among other humen beings. This bedpe says the sapre-
pated is mentally, morally, and socially unfit to move around
u5 o [res man,

2. The secomd objective of seprepution is to set the segrepated
ppurt so that he can be treated s an inferior: in the courts,
in recreativ, in trunsportetion, o politics, in povernment, in
employment, m religion, in educaton, in hotels, in motels,
restaurants amd in every other area of American life. And
ull of this bas been done without the consent of the segrogated.

3. The third objective of Jeralized scpregation follows from the
brst two. It is desipned to make the seerepated believe that he
is inferior, that he is nobody and to make him accept willmgly
his mierior stutus in socicty. It is these conditions which ihe
Moy 17, 1954, Decision of the Supreme Court and ather led-
eral decisions against segreration are designed to comrect—Iio
remove this immoral stigima that has been placed vpon 16
million MNepro Americans, and these are the ressoms every
thinking Merro wants the lepal badae of segregation remonved
=0 that he might be able to walk the carth with dignity, a5 &
man, and nol cringe and kow-tow a8 2 dlave, He believes that
this & his God-given right on the aarth.
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Sepregation s immoral becavse it has milicted o wound upon the
soul of the seprepaled and so msticicied his mind that millions of
Meproes now alive will never be cured of the disease of itferiority.
Many of them have come to fesl and belizve thet they are inferior or
that the cards are 50 stacked against them that it is useless for them
i strive for the highest and the best Scgregate a race for ninety
veard, telt that race in books, in law, in cowurts, in cducation, in
chorch and school, in employment, in transportation, in hotels and
motels, in the government that it is inferior—it is bound o Jeave iis
damaging mark upon (he souls and minds of the segregated. Ti iz
ihese copditions that the federal courts seek (o change,

Any wwuniry thal restricts the Mull development of any sepment of
society petands its own prowth amd development, The sepreputed
produces kess, and even the minds of the sttong group are circum-
scribed because they are often afraid to pursue the whole truth and
they spend too much time secking ways and means of hew to kesp the
seprepated proup in Mits place.” Segrepation is immoral because it
leeds to imjustice, brutality, and Iynching on the park of the group
that seprepates. The scgregated is somebody that can be pushed
around as desired by the segregator. As a rule eqoal justice in the
courts is almost impossible for & member of the segregated group if
it involves a member of the group imposing segregation. The
segregated has no rights that the segregator is bound to respect.

The chief sin of segregation is the distortion of human peraonality.
It damages the soul of both the segregator and the sagregated. It
gives the segregated a feeling of inherent inferiority which is not
bused on fucts, and it pives the segregator a leeling of superiority
which is not based on facts. It is difficult 10 know whe & damaged
more—the segrerated or the semeprator,

It is fales accosation to say that Megroes hedl the May 17, 15554,
Decision of the Supreme Court because they want to mingle socially
with white people. Megrocs want scprepation abolished because they
went the begat stigma of inferiority removed and because they do oot
belicve that cguality of cdocational opportunitics can be comphetely
achicwed In & aocicty where the lawr bramds a group inferior. When
¢ Megro rides In @ Pullman unseprepated he does it not because he
wants to rlda with white people. He may or may not cngags I con-
wersations with 2 whits person. He wants pood accommodations, When
be euts in oo wmegregated dincr on the train, he gocs in becanse he
is hungry und nol becawse he wants oo cat with whitc people. He
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goes to the diner not evon to mingle with Megroes but to get some-
thing to eat. But as he eats and rides he wants no badge of infariority
pintied on his back. He wants to eat and ride with dignity. Mo Megro
clothed 1n his right mind helieves that his aocial stams will be en-
hanced just because he wmociates with white peaple,

I is also o Talse pecusation b say that Negroes are msisting that
segregaled schools must be abolished today or tomomrow, simulte-
neesly all over the place, As far az T koow, no Negro leader hoas ever
advocated that, nod they have oot even sadd when desegregation is
to be o fmished job, They de say that the Supreme Court is the high-
est low of the land and we should respect that Low, Megro leaders do
say that each local commumnity should bring topether the racial groups
in that community, calmly sit dowm and plan ways sod means not
how they can ciccomyent the decisionm but how they can implement
it and plan together when amd where they will start. They will be able
b atart sonner in some places than in others and move faster In Aoma
places than in others but bogin the process in good faith and with
goond intent. To deliberately scheme, to deliberately plan throagh
nefarious methods, through wviolence, boyeott and theeats to nollify
the Decislon of the highest law o the Tand iz not only imoiocal but it
emourages a disregard for all laws which we do not like,

We meet the moral issue again, To write 16to oo constitutons
things that we do nod intend oo carry oul is an Immoral act, I think
I arm clght when T say that mwost of our states, certainly some of them,
gy 1o thedr constlintions “separate ol equal.” But you know as well
as [ do that on the whobe the gulf of inegquality in edwcation widened
with the vears. There was Do =erious attempt nor desire in this coun-
try 1o provide Negroes with educational opportunities squal to thoss
for whites, The great surge 1o equalize educebional opporiunitics for
Meproes did not begin until after 1935 when Murray won his suit to
enter the law school of the University of Murylend. [t is alsa clear
that the millions poured inbo Mepro education in the last 20 yoars
wert appropnated oot s0 much because it was right but in an cn-
deavor to maintain serreraton.

We brought this situstion upon oursslves. Wi here in the South
have gaid all along that we believe in scgregation but cqual segrega-
tion. In 1896 in the Louoisiana case, Plessy versus Forgnson, the
Dnited Statez Supreme Cort coofirmed the doctreitse “separata but
equul.” But from 18596 to 1935 thers was practically sothiog dvme to
muke the separate aqual, When Mureay won hiz casa o 1935, »e
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knew we had to move toward cqualization. Since 1935 many suits
have bean won.

It would have bean a mighty fine thing if we had obeyed the
Supreme Court in 1896 and equalized educational opportunities for
Megroes, Tf we had done that the problem wonld have heen solved
becanse gradually the separate school system would have been abol-
ished and we wonld have been saved from the agony and fear of this
hour, We didn't obey the Supreme Court in 1896 and we do not
wanl o obey it oow,

Let me say agwin that the May 17, 1954, Decision of the Supreme
Court is an effort to abolish a great evil through ordedy processes.
And we are morally obligated to implement the Decision or modify
the federmal constitution snd say plaindy that this constitution was
mesnt for white people and not for Negroes and that the Declaration
of Independence created mostly by the mind of the preat southerner,
Thomas Jefferson, was meant for white peopls and not Negroes. Tell
the: world honestly that we do not believe that part of the Declaration
of Independence which says in essance that all men are created equal,
that they are endowed by their creator with certain inalienable rights,
that amwng these are life, liberty and the porsdit of happiness,

We ara morally obligated to abolish legalized segregation io
Ametica of reinterpret the Christlan Gospel, the Ol and Mew Testa-
ments, apd make the Gospal say that the poblo principles of Todadsm
o Cheistinnity are oot applicable to colored peoples and Negxoes,
Tell the workd homestly and plalnly that the Fatherhood of God and
the Brotherhood of Mun cantd work whers the colored roces are
involved. We sre morally obligated o move ioward implementing the
Decisiwm in the deep south or bose our morel kademship in the world.
If we do not do it, we must play the role of hypocriey, preaching onc
thing amnd doing apcther, This is the dilemma which faces our
democracy.

The eyes of the world are wponm ns. Onc billion o moda colored
poopic: in Agia amd Africa are judging our democeacy solely on the
haxis of hew we treat Megrocs. White Earope i= walching ws too. 1
ghall newer forget the day in Lucknow, India, when nine reporters
from all over India questioned me for 90 mitotes about how Negroes
are tregted in the Tnitad States. I ghall remerber o my dyving day
the event o 1937 when the principal of an vitouchable school infro-
duced mw bo his buys as an untonchable from the United States. At
first it angered me. But on second thoughl [ koew that be was dght.
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Though great progress has been made, for which [ am grateful, [ and
my kind are still untouchables in meny sections of the countey, There
are places where wealth, decency, culture, education, religion, and
position will do no good if a Negro. Mone of these things can take
away the mark of untouchability. And the world knows this.

Recently a group of colored students from Asia, Africa, the Mid-
dlzc East and Sonth America were visiting an outstanding Southern
terwn. All the colored people cxcopt those from Africa and Haif could
live in the downtown hatels. The Africans and the Haitians had to
=eek refuge on the campus of a Megro College, That incident was
kopown i ]l the other colored students and it will be told many ctmes
in Eupope, Asia, Africg—and it will not help us in cur effors o
democratice the world,

Kot bong sgo o Jew from SBoath Afrca and 2 man from Tndin
were goests of o Negro professor, He drove tham for several days
through the urban and rural sections of his state. The Megro, the host,
g citizen of the United Stales, coukd not gel food [pom the hoiels and
restaurants, His puests, one a Jew and the other sn Indian, had to
gn in aad buy food for him. The man who miroduced me in India as
an untoucheble was right, The MNegro is America's untouchable.

Two or three yeurs apo a fiend of mine was travelimg in Germany.
He met 8 German who had traveled widely m the United States. He
iold my frnend that be hanps his head in shame every time he thinks
of what his country did to the Jews—killing six millicns of them. But
he told my friend that after seecing what segremation has done to the
Aol of the Mepro in the South, he has come to the conchision that it
is worse than what Hitler and his colleagues did to the Jews in Ger-
many. He may be wrong but thiz is what he is telling the peoplke
in Germany,

Make no mistake - -as thiz country could not exist half slave and
half Pree, it cannot exist half segregated and half desegregated. The
Supreme Court has given America an opportunity to achicve great-
ness in the area of moral and spicltual things juat as it has already
achieved preatmess m milicary amd industrial might and in material
posseesions. It is my belief that the South will accept the challenge of
the Supreme Court and thus make America and the South safe for
dEmHHCracy.

If we Jose this bamle for freedom for 13 million Megroes we will
Tozc it for 145 million whites and evenbually we will lose it for the
workl This is indeed a Hme for groatooss
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The Segregation Decisions:
A Lawyer’s View

Ay CECIL Smms

TrE sTorM of denumintivn in the South which followed the recent
decisims of the United Stutes Supreme Court in the Seprepation Cases
hod wn eurfier historical counterpert in the abuse of the same tri-
bunzl by Morthern newspapers in 1857, following the decision in the
cedebrated Dred Scott Cess. In the earlier decision the Mew York
Tribwne reflected the sentiment of a substantial segpment af Morthorn
and Eastern public opinion when, only a few days after the Dyed Sootc
deecision, it said editorially:

"“The Iong ttumpeted decision . . . having been held over
from last year in order not oo Saprantly to alarm and exas-
perate the Froe Statcs on the eve of an important Presiden-
tal election . . . s entitled to pest 50 much moral weight as
would be the judgment of the majority of those congreprated
in amy Ywashington barmmoom. [t is & dictum prescribed by
the stump w the Bench.™

Sixty-five veors lnter Churles Warren, the eminent biographer of
the United Sipies Supreme Counl, made the followmp observation
with reference to the public reaction in the North et the tme of te
Dived Scott decision:

*“The whirlwind of ubuse which swept upon the Cour, the

Ioss of confidence therstofore eniertamed in it, sod the en-
gning damage to its Teputation, were, however, in reality,
due more largely to misunderatandings of the decision, and
the falsehoods spread relative to Taney's opinion, than o
the puionl decision itself."”

Today we have in the South a situation similar to that which
cxisted im the Morth immediately after the Dred Scott decision. Demed
the right of citizenship in the Dred Scott case, the Mepro hes now, by
decres af the same Court, been pranted squal protection of the law
noder the Fourtcenth Amendment m attending puldic schools. The
fury amd the predictions of dire conseguences beard in the North in
1B57 are now achocd io the South, and opes apam the sttack being

1 Chicles W' oo, The Supremes Cops 3 United Slaiss Hisoek, Vel 3, page 17
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made upon the Court arizes from a gross misonderstanding of the
actual holding of the Court as applisd to the continnation of the tradi-
tonal Sowthern dual systam of public achoals with separate facilities
lor white and Negoo students.

The prevailing conception of schonl officials, public officers, and
pechaps lawyvers, generally, is that the Supreme Court in the Segrega-
tion Cases has ordered achools for Megroes abolished, and that Negro
children wnd white children will ba tequired o attend ntegrated
schools m the semwe buildings, Leading oewspapers atid petodicals
speak of the impending “mtegeation” of our two school systems as il
the opinion of the Count leaves oo alternative other than consolida-
tion. Yet nowhere in the opimeon of the Court does the wond “intega-
tion” appear cxcept in ome guotalion teken by the Court Ioom the
opinion of the Supreme Court of Kanses in the Oliver Brown Case,

The viddation of the Fourteenth Amendment found by the Court
was the compulsory attendonce of Meproes in separate schools soleky
because of race. The mandate of the Court went po lurther thon 1o
order the gradual elimination of this element of compulsion by the
adoption in good faith of a plan which would permit but oot require
Mcpro children to attend the same schools a5 white children within
proper goographical districts. These conclusions will appear from &
single analysiz of the lanpuare to be found in the two opinions of
the Court.

The Scoregation Cases involved situations arsing in Kanses, South
Carclina, Virginia, and Delaware, where Mepro children had been
denicd admission to public schocls under State Constitutions or fews
requiring of pormitting scgregation according to race. In cach of the
ages the Court fonnd that the Nogro and white schools involved had
been equalized, or were being cqualized, with respect to buildings,
curricula, qualifications, salarice of teachers, and other tangible
factors.*

Tt will be rocalled that the Court had previously in 1896, in the
vaose of Plessy v. Ferguson,® announced the “separate bul egual™ doc-
tritke, wtider which the Supreme Conrt for more than ball » century
had, in the lace of repeated attacks, continued to vulidate the comsli-
tulsoiiadity of the compulsory sagragation af the rmaces in public schools,
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The “aeparate but equal™ doctrine approved by the Supreme
Court In the Plessy case orlginaied m the Supreme Coott of Masso-
chugetts [n 1848, in i% decision i the cose of Surmh C. Roberts vs,
The City of Boston,* in which Charfes Summer, the abolitiondst, Bled
suit on bebalf of Sarah Roberts, a five-vear-old Negro pid who was
refuzed mdmission to the white Boston poblic schoo!, seeking: damages
under o Massachusetts state statute which made it sctionable to £x-
clude any child unlawfully from a public school. Chicf Justics Shaw,
in the conrse of the opinion, =aid:

“Tt 15 urged that this maintenunce of separate schools tends

to deepen ond porpetuats the odious distinction of caste
founded in a desprooted prejodice in public opinion. This
prefudice, i it cxiste, is mot creatad by law, and probabl
un;ﬂ be changed law. Whether thi&_d&sui:ict;uin

reqadice, existing 1o opinions and feelings of the com-
gtﬁllllt}'. wiuld nnu% be effectuully fostered by compelling col-
ored and white children to associatc topsther in the same
schoods, may well be doubted: at all events, it is fair and
proper question for the commitiee p consider and decide
upon, having in view the besl intarest of casses of Goldren
placed under their superintendence, and we cannot soy that
their decision wpon it is oot founded on just erounds of ree-
son 4nd experience, and in the results of a discriminating
and honest judgment.”

But the federal Supremz Court has now wiped oot nearly sixty
yoars of adherencs to the “separate Tt eqoal™ doctrine in the recent
Oliver Brown and related cases, Chief ITnatice Warren ending this
long period of judicial conformity with three cryplic sentences, The
learncd Chief Justice said:

“In approaching this problem, we canmot torn the clock

back to 1R6R when the Amendment was adopted, or aven
to 1896 when Plezssy v, Fargusoh was wrillen, We rmust
consider public education in the light of its full develop-
ment and its present place in Amencan life throughout the
nation. OUmnly 1n this wey can it be determined if sepregation
in public schools deoprives these plaintiffe of the cqual pro-
tection of the Laws.™

The real basis of the Court’s opinion was the #ffect which the
reguirgd separation of Megroes of teoder ape hed upon such children
mentally, Said the Court:

“To separate them [rom others of similer ape and qoalifics-

tion sabely because of their nae groerates & focling of infe-

| % Wlacs Hepa 198
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miority ws by their status io the community that may affect
their hearts snd minds m o way uolikely ever to be undope,

E E ] » E

“Whatever may have been the extent of psychologicnl knowl-
edpe at the time of Plessy v. Ferpusen, this finding is amply
supported by modern aothority. Any language in Plessy v.

Ferguson contrary to this finding is rejected.

“Te conclude that in the ficld of public cducation dostrine
of “separate bul equal” has no jiian:& Se educational
Eacilities are inherendly unequal, , we hold that
the plamtif and others sictilurly situated for whom the ac-
tions have besn brought are, by reason of the scprepation
complained of, deprived of the equal protection of the laws
goarantead by the Foarteenth Amendmsent.™

The underlying thooght Impliclt in the above hmguage is thai the
Feeling of inferionty results not from the aciual arendance in a sepo-
rate school, but from (he begl requirement undee which Negro chil-
dren are compelled to attend a separale school. Tt would seem logical
o conclude under the opinmion of the Court thot Negroes attending
separate schools by choice, and not under compulsion, would be free
vl the detrimental efect of seprepation saoctioned snd required by
Iowr. A system of sepuraie schools wvuilabde io the toces upon 8 bass
of fres choice would mot foll within the comstitobonal probibitom,

In interpretiong the meaning of the Suprecse Courl decision, it
must alweys be borne in mind that the fimsl opioion of the Court,
remcdered Muay 17, 1954, did nol reguire integration of the two schook
gystems, and went no further thun to cotdemn the compulsory sepma-
ration of the races solely becauss of color. IE will be reculled that in
its first opinion the Court propounded certuin guestions (o he purties
litipunt, and invited responses [rom the Alorney Gederals of the
Southern States, prepuraivry to the druling of (he Cond's decree and,
at the Conrt's direction, the first question to be copsidersd on the
second argument was whether or not the Court should by its decres
direct that Megro children chould be sdmitted to “schouols of their
choice™ within limits set by normal geographic districtmg.

In considering the question of whether or not the South may con=
tinue to operate ite aeparate public school systems for the oo races
and, more particalarly, whether or not the statzs and local school
boards may adequately meel the Cloart's requirements by giving Megro
children, or their parents o8 their natoral guardiang, the right o choose
to enter, or mot #o enter, schools previously maintained as segregated
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schools for white students, as distinpuished from the compulsory in-
tegration of both white and Megro stodents in the same poblic school
facilities, the second opinion of the Sopreme Court, rendersd May 31,
1955, is most Mluminating. In this second opinion the Court said:
“Full implementation of these constitutionsl principles may
mm"jmlum?'.mn %f :u;_]ﬂ local E-cfm&g-lmﬂf?hlcénhs ﬂﬁmﬂ
AULNOPIbsE hate The ETIFr Or Gl
ussessing, und solving these %. r:u-{ms will hawn&
congider whether the action of school authorities constitotes
pood faith implementation of the governing constitutsonzal

inciples.

'1‘];:;: CuI:Jrl specifically directed that in Fashioning and effectuating
devrees the courts should be puided by equitsble principles character-
izéad by “a practical Hexibnlity,™ the Chief JTustice saying:

“Al stake is the personal interest of the plaintiffs in admis-

ston to public schools as soon as practicable on & non-dis-

Criminatory bags.™
There is a vast difference between maodutory intepration and ad-

mission on 3 fof-dscriminalery basis, After stating thut courts must
require “ithal the delendants muke a prompt and reasonable start to-
ward full corpiance with our May 17, 1954 nuling,™ the Court also
poitited out;

“Once such a stant has been made, the courts may find that
additional time is oecessary to carry out the ruling in an
effeciive manmer.”

The ultimate goal was described by the Chisf Justice in the follow-

ing words:
“To that end, the courts may consider problems related o
administration, arising from the phz:s.h:ul comichition of the
school plart, the school {ramsportation system, personnel,
revislon Of school districts amd attepdance areas mto com-
pact umits to achieve a system of determining admission o
the poblic schools on a non-racial bagis,™
All of this was ondered by the Court to be sccomplished “with
#ll deliberate speed,™

The practical problem oow exisiiog m the South s to determine
whether or fhot there is o [easible plan of achizving a system of deter-
trting admission to the public schools on 2 non-racial basis which
iy be adopted in pood fwith and which may be sccomplished with
deliberate spesd. Such a plan is oot required to kave as is ultimak
goul the complets micgration of the races in & sinple schaol system,
pravided the Merro's right to choose is preserved to bim free from
COCITION.
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Herry Ashimore, it his recently published volume The Negro and
the Schools,* provides an interesting example of the “dght to choose™
plan i the school sysiem of Evensville, Indisna.

Poior to 1949 seprepation mm the public schools in Idiuna was
legally permissible and it existed in practice in the city school system
of Bvansvifle. In 194% the lemislatore of Indiana enected o slotuls
abolishing scgregation in the public schools and fxed a statutory pe-
riod of five yoars within which it was required to be accomplished. At
that tima Evansville had a population of 130,000 citizzns, 6.6% being
Megroes. Under the plan adopted by Evanaville, Negro children enter-
ing the beginning grades wore given the choice of attending either
the while or the Megro achools within their respective districts, No
pressun: wus exarted to forca the Negroes in making their choice.

There were approsimately 12,000 white children and 1,000 Negro
children sttending seporate elementary sachools, and 6,650 white and
350 Nepro stidents in segregated high schools. During the first year,
18 Meproes elected to enter the white elementary schools. Ooly one
Mepro stodent enrolled in the white high school. During the ficst year
the choice was mestricted to the frst grade in the eementary schools
and to the beginming yeer in the jumior and sefior high schools. In
each succeeding year the choice was exiended an additional grade
vpward throughout the five-year plan,

These Megro children who chose to enter the white schools during
the first year were widely scattered throoghout the classes and they
were received without any noticeable animosity, During the third year
there were 50 Megro children in the white schools, but this equaled
only 45 of the Negro atudenta actually in schools, the remaining
964 having voluntarily clected to attend separate Negro schools. At
the =nd of the fifth yoar, which expired in 1954, 9214% of the Negro
children had woluntarily contimusd in their own scparate Negro
schools. Thes cholce system was 5o satisfactory (o both races in
Evansville that at the end of the fve-year period no offont was made
o change it

Only a few weeks oge the United States District Court for the
Western DHstrict of Tennessee, st Memphis, after hearing festimomy
in open cour, entered a decrte approving an over-all plan adopted by
the Tennesses Board of Education applicable o Memphis Stote Col-
ke and other like institutions which involved a groduated plan pro-

b 8ee, for e Fulll dhocsmion of Fheepdn, Asrcan, Evanscllle, Tadioes ssd Clocianedl
Wiiricy, pragey W af oy
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viding for the sdmission of Negroe stodents at the gradoata level doring
the first year, and then continuing downward throogh the collage one
yoar at a time ontil all years were covared.

The experience at Evansville, Tndiana, and the plan evalved with
court approval at Memphls Siate College, sould seem to sugpest o
sensible approach to the solution of the problem within the require-
ments of the Supreme Coort matdate short of complels integration.
Such a plap i acheal practice will test out gie ruther widely held be-
lief that 3 large majoraty of the Negroes in the South would prefer to
remnain 1o thelr separate school systéms provided equal facilities are
Turnizhed with competent and adeguetely compensated Nepro teach-
ers, At the same time, this so-called voluntary or choice basis will
permit a limited non-seprerated pattern to develop within the two
syslems on 8 scale which will involve 3 minimum of friction and at
the same tme furnish clinical expericnce beneficial to both Nemroes
and whites.

ln o ecent articke published by the Jourmal of Predfic Law at the
Emory University Law School, in Atlamta, Georgiz, W. E. Gauverke,
in discassing this non-sepregated pattern resulting from the choice
system, said:

“Besearchers have poitited out that such a schoot is belioved

by some MNegmoes to present & unique opportunity for the
solution of racial problems and the dewclopment of a

soundcr psychalogical sctting for the growth of the person-
:allrgdnf the Megro child.™
In 1944 » comprehensive study of the Negro problem, sponsored
by the Carnegie Corpomation of Mew Yook, resulted in the publica-
tion of a large volume entitled A#n dmerfcan Dilemes. This was an
impartial study of the Amenican Megro in the United States, upder-
tuken by Gunoar Myrdel (to use his own warda} “in a whally abjec-
five und dispassionate way as a social phenomenon.™ Myrdal was a
vitizen snd resident of Sweden who was selected to make the study
hecause he wes a social scientist from a foreign “mon-imperiallatic
couttry, and with no background of domination of one race gwver
another, who could approech this task with a fresh mind, uninfluenced
by iradifional attitudes or by earlier conclusions.”

A condensation of An American Dilemma, by Professor Arnold
Rose of Washington University at St Louis, in dealing with Megro

4 "Tix Seprens Court Declsion wsd b Srpumilun of Recs for Scbeol Peposs
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aftiivdes owards education, gives the following conclusion of Gun-
nur Myrdal:

“Megroes are divided, too, om the izmues of scgregated
s:hhﬁ ﬂmlar “ﬁﬂmmﬂ'fem digcrimination and;}:

a Mepro riority, they are against it, althow
many Soothern Megroes would not take ap open stand thut
would anger Southarn Whites. Some Mearoes, hoewever, pre-
fer the segregated school, even for the Nonth, when the
mixned school involves humiliation far Megro students and
discriminuticn ugainst Megeo (eachers, Ciher Megroes prefer
the mixed schools af any vost, sitce for deem it 13 4 matter
of principls or they belisve it is 8 means of mproving roce
ralatioms "™

Degepregation will not nocesearly resull in the integraton of the

white ol colored races in the public schomds. Recently, in a poblic
discnasion of dezegragation in the public schoole in Michigan, Alvin
Loving a Megro high school principal st River Rouge, Michipan,
was quotad in the Chicage newspapers in an Associated Press dis-
patch as saying:

*T taxght at a hich school in Defroit, When [ went thers it
was ahomt 705 whits. Then it began to chanpe, and this
change involved integration.

“The school population Decame more heavily Megro. As it
did so, clubs beime either white or Negro, School dances
were 0o looper hebd, Activifies such ys dramatics, swhich in-
vobved a sort of socisl contuct, virteally ended.

“We were descpregated—DMichigon schools hove never been
segregated, as a matter of Fact—buat we were oot integrated.”

Il by dezepregation one means the abandonment of the exizting

separale schools for Megroes and consolidation of the Magro achool
system into the whits schools with compulsory sttendance of both
whites and Megroes in the same school, there is ample evidence that
such conzolidation will not actuslly accomplish the integration of the
races, Thiz is particularly true if it 5 ageinst the will and desire of &
sybstantial scgment of both the white and the MNegro races. While
undoubtedly there are some Negro families whi will under all cireum-
stapices insist upon the right of their children to attend 3 mixed achon]
puraly a4 a matter of principle, it is entirely pn!ml:llc. that even the
ot zeslons of the crosaders, once this mght is oot denied bt its
gxerciae becomes a matter of choice will make their choice of schools
gobely on what they comsider to be o the best mter=st and welfars
off theiv children.

1 The Negre It Amsarien, goge 16T



Unkess the South, through wise leadership, can work out 2 gound
and practical plan penerully acceptable to a majority of hoth races,
such us the “choice” plan, we face a crisis not only in the feld of
public education but in the much larger field of general race relulions,
The angwer does not lic in mere delay or sohterfoge, Ti is rue thet o
etafe docs have the onqualified right o withdraw from the Oeld of
public education and to discontinue ity nuncial suppodt of elementary
and secondary schools, normal schools, and its colkges and universi-
ties It iz wbvious, howeser, thut oo state cun afford to take such a
step without at the sume time providing 8 substitute method for con-
tinuing its present school sysiems, and it is eqgually obvious that no
such substitote system could function without the aid of pahlic funds,

It is my belief that the people of the Sonthern States will oot
permit the sbandonment of their poblic school syatems without rea-
sonable assurance that the schools will continge to operate 0 some
manner on a semi-peblic basis. Any so-called private school system
devised in an cffort to avoid the requirements of the seprepation deci-
sionA supported by public funds in the form of grants or subsidies to
parents of school children will be & transparent subrerfuge and as
such will he held subject to the requirements of the Fourteenth Amend-
ment, Anyone holding a contrary opinion will do well w0 read the
recant opinlen of the United States Supreme Court in Terry v, Adams,®
in whikh the Court held thar private Anglo-Saxon clobs in Texas,
which called themzelves “Tavbird Associations,” and which were or-
ganized to conteol the selection of mominees for county offices, vio-
lated the constitutional rights of Megroes who were excluded from
membership even though these associations operated exclusively with
private funds,

There is mothing in the opinion of the Supreme Court in the Serre-
gation Coses which indicates o desire to coerce or stampede the South
inte o hosty end perhaps unwise reconstruction of the present school
systems in order to meet the requirements of the Fourteenth Amend-
ftent, Mor wms there anythiog novel or revolutionsry in the Court
holding that changing conditions, meleding chonped psychological Fac-
tors, would justify the Courl in chenging its mterpretotion of the
meaning and scope of the Fourteenth Amendment so as to brng
about o different construction of that provision of the Consbtion
from that given i 1896 in Phessy v. Ferguson, A pew and different

A Ty v Adeows 345 1. B, &8 (19533
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interpretation of A constitntional provision to meet o crisis in & democ-
racy is nothing new in the field of constitutional law. For example,
doring the depression in the 19308, Conpress passsd an ect declarmg
8 moratorium om the foreclosure of past due farm morteages, Farm
mortgamzs, incloding the right of foreclosore, are property protected
by the Constitution of the United States. In upholding the comstit-
tionality of the lerialative moratorium which suspended the rght of
foreclosure on farm mortpages, the Supreme Court of the Lnited
States =zaid:
“It is no answer to say that this public meed waz not appee-
hended a century apo, or to insist that what the provisson of
the Constitution meant to the vision of that day i1 must
e o tha vislon of our time. Tf by the statcment that what
the Constitntiom meant at the fime of s adoption it means
toclay, it is intemded to say thut the greal clauses of the
Constitution. must be confined to the interprelation which
their framers, with the conditions and ocutlook of their time,
would have placed upon them, the statement carTies its own
cefutation. It was to guard againat anch a narrow conception
that Chief Justice Marshall uattered the momorable warn-
ing—"We must never forget that it is a constitution we are
exp * {MeCulloch v, Mur;lund. 4 Wheat, 317, 407,
4 L. Ed. 570, 601 }—'a constitution intended to endure for
ages to comes, and, consequenthy to be adapted to the van-
ous crigis of human affairs.” (Fd., p. 415). When we are
deallng with the words of the Constitution, said this Court
int Bfissoar] v, Holland, 252 7. 8. 416, 433, 64 L. Ed 641,
od T, 40 8, Ot 382, 11 AL L. R. 9Rd, “we must raalize that
they have culled into life o being the development of which
could oot heve been foreseen comtipletely by the most gifted
of its bepetters. . . . The case belore us must be considersd
in the light of our whole experience und not meerely in that
of what was said a hundred years ago,” ™
The opinion of the Supreme Court in the Seprepation Cascs came
as o distinct shock to the Scuth, and perhaps to the entire country,
Bast it did mot come withoat previcus wamings. For yoars keaders in
Svuthern edocation have pointcd out that oor continued failore to
provide aqeal and adequate educational opportunitics for the Negro
i, the South, particularly at the clementury and secondary school
Tevel, was building up storm clowds of resentment that might wltimate-
Iy prove disestrous b our Jual system of public educetion.
Heward W, Odum of the University of North Carolina, wridng

B Hpme Bulldityg £ Lok Adiocklikys v. Hliobedal, 290 U, 5, 440, ™ L. B4 ar page 421
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belure the first decision of the Court, said:

“Tor vne, he cumulalive feplect by e Southern Stutes of
Megro public schools, and the South’s fafure to live up to
its phlipations to provide equal facilifies for the two races,
have compowndsd educational deficits beyond the reason-
able litnits of todacance withitn the framework of constite-
EﬁjﬂlﬁTuﬂdnlﬂs. demwocratic fair pley, and morel obligo-

What is noeded in the South now i a recognition of the fact that
the agency sat up by curselves in our democracy to detepmine gques-
tiong of this nature has unanimously repdered a decigion which estab-
lighes with Aoglily the illegality of compulsory =egregation of the
Megra in ihe public schoels, Our problem new is fo examine the scope
of the deqsion, (o accept if, aod to provide o miionsl plun that will
eome within the mondute of the Count and, if possible, one thut will
ook destooy the pubbic schocl systems.

The Court hes found thet compulsory seprepation m the public
schools based solely on color victates the Fourtesnth Amendment to
our Constitution. The Court has not declared that separate schools
for Meproes must be discontinoed in order b correct the violation of
constitutional rights. It has directed that the element of compulsion
be removed.

It is to be assumed that if a gradual plan is devised in the South
under which Megroes are given the clght to atend mixed schools
within proper geographical limitations if they choose to do 5o, but
with the further dght o elect o remain In existing Nepmo schools with
competent Fegro teachers and equal and adequate fecilities, wisdom
will in most coses condrol the decislon and a pattérn will be developed
for the ultimate solution of the problem without the nesdless destruc-
Hon of existing sound values in our public educationsl systems, We
st rememnber that the forces which generates beat may, with intelli-

gent handling, be used to provide Light.

10 e e Fhioymen's and Dinvolive & ' Prodlom of Napo Sapergolion de fir Podidc
S o e Sash
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