
May 22, 1968

tiblkldaw
169-74-4

Mr. Joe H. Aeynolds
1,.$4'J Tennessee buildinc,i
Houston, Te%as 77q02

Re: Ross v, Eckels
c t	I0e.44 

,ear Mr. Reynolds:

This is tc confirm QUI telephone conversation
of May lb, 3965.

Ais I Indicated to you in that conversation,
I would Le pleased to confer with you and the 1;uper..
intendent in washinrAon. While we d.:..scusaed either
May 29, 1963 or May 30, 1960 as possiLl , dates tor
stIch a z-..eeting. I presume that the koroer date would
£e preferable since the latter is a lea/ holiday.
Accordinvly, I au.:, expecting to oieet with you on
May 29, tW,), in my office in the Departmt
Justice (Room 1610 at wiatever time i convenient
to you. it is el, um.exstanding that a Mr. frank
Yaeger, wile is	 sting the Sehool District in
formulating desegregation plans, will also Le preen
at the ,leetins.

In our telephone conversation, we did not
discuss wether you wal5 to havo counsel fox plain-
tiifs at this •sdatin9 at the 	 of the .4Aonth. In
11.14ht of ptaintiffs' notion fox supple4Antal relief
tat is now pending Lore the Court I think it
appropriate that counsel for plaintiffs be preset
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I 4.4, auxe the meeting will be nuch more productive
it all counsel are present. Mowevez, I will leave it
to your jud4ient to uecide whet;)er you wish to i:ave
counsel tor plaintiffs L;resent since you requested
this articular neeting and it you do, to eNteno an
invitation to theJa.

The other matter we discussed in cur telephone
conversation concerned the date upon which we requested
to Le advised of the plans ;!ormuIated and adopted by
the School Board to Lring its per:formance into ccri-
pLiance with constitutional requirements. In our
letter of May 6, I96J, we az_Xed to Le so adviaed Ly
June  1, 19i. We: set this date 60 thet there would
be adequate tine for us to evaluate these plans and
so that sorz* of theae plans, could be instituted prior
to the opening of the 19 ,6-1969 school year with a

mum of ade,inistrative inconvenience. But in light
of the. meeting scheduled of May . 29, 11:46 and the com-
pleities you advised were involved in formulating
such plans, we wculd 1a agreealle to • gtending the
June lot date to June 12, 19.66. I trust, however,
that this change Q. datga will not Le eAsunderstood;
we still believe that these plans should le promptly
torgulated and fully considered now no that we can Le
advised in writing by June 12th.

I appreciate your prompt consideration of
this natter and mr. Top anc I loo  iorward to seeing
yett on May 2' I.

Sincerely,

OWZB M. PISS
Attorney

Civil Rights DAvision
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