
Brown v. Board of Education (1954) 

Today, education is perhaps the most important function of state and local governments. 

Compulsory school attendance laws and the great expenditures for education both 

demonstrate our recognition of the importance of education to our democratic society. . . . 

In these days, it is doubtful that any child may reasonably be expected to succeed in life if 

he is denied the opportunity of an education. Such an opportunity, where the state has 

undertaken to provide it, is a right which must be made available to all on equal terms. 

We come then to the question presented: Does segregation of children in public schools 

solely on the basis of race, even though the physical facilities and other "tangible" factors 

may be equal, deprive the children of the minority group of equal educational opportunities? 
We believe that it does. 

. . . In McLaurin v. Oklahoma State Regents, the Court, in requiring that a Negro 

admitted to a white graduate school be treated like all other students, again resorted to 

intangible considerations: ". . . his ability to study, to engage in discussions and exchange 

views with other students, and, in general, to learn his profession." Such considerations 

apply with added force to children in grade and high schools. To separate them from others 

of similar age and qualifications solely because of their race generates a feeling of inferiority 

as to their status in the community that may affect their hearts and minds in a way unlikely 

ever to be undone. Segregation of white and colored children in public schools has a 

detrimental effect upon the colored children.  

The impact is greater when it has the sanction of the law, for the policy of separating the 

races is usually interpreted as denoting the inferiority of the negro group. A sense of 

inferiority affects the motivation of a child to learn. Segregation with the sanction of law, 

therefore, has a tendency to [retard] the educational and mental development of negro 

children and to deprive them of some of the benefits they would receive in a racial[ly] 
integrated school system. . . .  

We conclude that, in the field of public education, the doctrine of "separate but equal" has 

no place. Separate educational facilities are inherently unequal. Therefore, we hold that the 

plaintiffs and others similarly situated for whom the actions have been brought are, by 

reason of the segregation complained of, deprived of the equal protection of the laws 
guaranteed by the Fourteenth Amendment.  

Questions: 

What constitutional right does this case involve? 

According to the court, why are racially segregated schools inherently unequal? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



The Southern Manifesto 

DECLARATION OF CONSTITUTIONAL PRINCIPLES  

The unwarranted decision of the Supreme Court in the public school cases is now bearing the fruit always produced when men 

substitute naked power for established law.  

The Founding Fathers gave us a Constitution of checks and balances because they realized the inescapable lesson of history that no 

man or group of men can be safely entrusted with unlimited power.  

We regard the decisions of the Supreme Court in the school cases as a clear abuse of judicial power. It climaxes a trend in the 

Federal Judiciary undertaking to legislate, in derogation of the authority of Congress, and to encroach upon the reserved rights of 
the States and the people.  

The original Constitution does not mention education. Neither does the 14th Amendment nor any other amendment. The debates 

preceding the submission of the 14th Amendment clearly show that there was no intent that it should affect the system of 

education maintained by the States.  

In the case of Plessy v. Ferguson in 1896 the Supreme Court expressly declared that under the 14th Amendment no person was 

denied any of his rights if the States provided separate but equal facilities. This decision has been followed in many other cases. It 

is notable that the Supreme Court, speaking through Chief Justice Taft, a former President of the United States, unanimously 

declared in 1927 in Lum v. Rice that the "separate but equal" principle is "within the discretion of the State in regulating its public 

schools and does not conflict with the 14th Amendment."  

This interpretation, restated time and again, became a part of the life of the people of many of the States and confirmed their 
habits, traditions, and way of life. It is founded on elemental humanity and common sense, for parents should not be deprived by 

Government of the right to direct the lives and education of their own children.  

Though there has been no constitutional amendment or act of Congress changing this established legal principle almost a century 

old, the Supreme Court of the United States, with no legal basis for such action, undertook to exercise their naked judicial power 

and substituted their personal political and social ideas for the established law of the land.  

This unwarranted exercise of power by the Court, contrary to the Constitution, is creating chaos and confusion in the States 

principally affected. It is destroying the amicable relations between the white and Negro races that have been created through 90 

years of patient effort by the good people of both races. It has planted hatred and suspicion where there has been heretofore 

friendship and understanding.  

Without regard to the consent of the governed, outside mediators are threatening immediate and revolutionary changes in our 

public schools systems. If done, this is certain to destroy the system of public education in some of the States.  

With the gravest concern for the explosive and dangerous condition created by this decision and inflamed by outside meddlers:  

We reaffirm our reliance on the Constitution as the fundamental law of the land.  

We decry the Supreme Court's encroachment on the rights reserved to the States and to the people, contrary to established law, 

and to the Constitution.  

We commend the motives of those States which have declared the intention to resist forced integration by any lawful means.  

We pledge ourselves to use all lawful means to bring about a reversal of this decision which is contrary to the Constitution and to 

prevent the use of force in its implementation.  

In this trying period, as we all seek to right this wrong, we appeal to our people not to be provoked by the agitators and 
troublemakers invading our States and to scrupulously refrain from disorder and lawless acts.  

Signed by:  

More than 100 members of Congress 

 

Questions: 

1.  Explain TWO reasons why the Southern Congressmen disagreed with the Brown decision? 

2. What view of the Constitution is illustrated here? 

3. What actions did the Congressman encourage Southern states to take? 

4. Do you find any of their arguments persuasive?  Explain. 


