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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
FOR DiE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE 

EASTERN DIVISION 

BlENDA KAY MONROE, an infant, by William 
Monroe, her father and next friend, 

HAROLD DWAYNE WALKER, an infant, by 
Frank Walker and Mrs. Rolean Walker, 
his father and mother and next friends, 

GEORGIA Sl'EPHANIE SPRINGFIELD, an 
infant, by Mrs. Mildred T. Springfield, 
her mother and next friend, 

MARIA BONITA MARTIN, an infant, by 
Kenneth A. Martin and Mrs. Eva M. 
Martin, her father and mother and next 
friends, and 

WIU...IAM MONROE, 
FRANK WAI...KER, 
MRS. ROLEAN W.M,.KER, 
MRS. MILDRED T. SPRINGFIELD, 
KBNtmni A. MARTIN, 
MRS •. EVA M. MARTIN, 

Plaintiffs 

vs. 
I 

BOARD OF CGiMISSIONERS OF THE CITY 
OF JAOCSON, TENNESSEE, CONSTIIDTING 
THE BOARD OF EDUCATION OR SCHOOL 
COMMISSI()f£RS ~F SAID CI':£!, and 
QUINTON D. ,.BJ>rvt6NDs, R. L. PATEY, and 
R. E. BATLEY, Board Members or Com­
missioners, who together as such, com­
prise the Board of Commissioners of 
the City of Jackson, Tennessee, con­
stituting the Board of Education or 
School Commissioners of said City; 

v/ 
C. J. HUCKABA, City School Superintendent 
and/or Superintendent of Public Instruction 
of the City of Jackson, Tennessee; 

COUNTY BOARD '-'OF .FDUc;.ATION QF MADISON CO~~TY, 
TENNESSEE, and R. E. RoqKS, L. .T. GREER, l_---'~ 
J. D. LILUJm, NEIL SMitH~ ~!.- D. PRARSON, 
JIMMY C. BOkn, and TAYLOR ROBINSON, Board 
Members, who together, as such, constitute 
the County Board of Education of Madison 
County, Tennessee; and 

JAMES L. WALKE~, County School Superintendent 
and/or Superintendent of Public Instruction 
of Madison County, Tennessee, 

Defendants 
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COMPlAINT 

1. (a) The jurisdiction of this Court is invoke under 

Title 28, United States Code, Section 1331, as this actio arises 

under the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution of the 

States, Section 1, and Title 42, United States Code, Sect"on 1981. 

The matter in controversy, exclusive of interest and 

ceeds the sum or value of Ten Thousand ($10,000.00) 

(b) The ju~isdiction of this Court is 

, ex-

s. 

r in-

voked under Title 28, United States Code, Section 1343, i that: 

This action is authorized by Title 42, United Sta es Code, 

Section 1983, to be commenced by any citizen of States 

or other person within the jurisdiction thereof the de-

privation, under color of state law, statute, ordinance, egula­

tion, custom or usage, of rights, privileges and immunit es se-

cured by the Fourteenth Amendment, Section 1, of the 

of the United States and secured by Title 42, United 

Section 1981, providing for the equal rights of citizens 

persons within the jurisdiction of the United States. 

2. This action is a proceeding under Title 28, 

States Code, Sections 2201 and 2202 for a judgment 

rights and other legal relations of plaintiffs and 

itution 

s Code, 

ited 

the 

per-

sons, similarly situated, eligible to attend public schoo s owned, 

maintained and operated by the City Board of Education or School 

Commissioners of the City of Jackson, Tennessee and/or County 

Board of Education of Madison County, Tennessee, in and f r said 

City, County and State, and demanding an injunction, for he pur­

pose of determining and redressing questions and matters f actual 

controversy between the parties, to wit: 

(a) Whether the custom, policy, practice or usage of 

the defendants in excluding plaintiffs and other persons, similarl 

situated, from public schools owned, maintained and opera ed by the 
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City Board o£ Education or School Commissioners o£ Jackso , 

Tennessee and by the County Board o£ Education o£ Madison County, 

Tennessee, ·in and £or said City o£ Jackson and County o£ adison, 

State o£ Tennessee, and in requiring Negro school childre resid­

ing in said City and County, to attend racially segregate schools 

operated by said City or County Boards o£ Education, or y other 

agency, public or private, solely because o£ their race color, 

and in operating compulsory racially segregated school sy terns in 

and £or said City o£ Jackson and County o£ Madison, pursu nt to 

Sections 49-3701, 49-3702 and 49-3703, (Tennessee Code 

1955), and that portion o£ Section 12 o£ Article 11 o£ 

otated, 

Tennessee Constitution which makes it unlawful £or white nd col-

ored persons to attend the same school, and pursuant to a y other 

law, custom, policy, practice, or usage, violates 1 Pro-

tection and Due Process Clauses o£ the Fourteenth Amendme t to the 

Constitution o£ the United States. 

3. Plaintiffs bring this action pursuant to Rule 23, (a) 

(3) o£ the Federal Rules o£ Civil Procedure as a class ac ion £or 

themselves and on behal£ o£ all other persons similarly s tuated, 

who are so numerous as to make it impracticable to bring hem all 

before the Court, and who seek a common relie£ based upon common 

questions o£ law and £act. 

4. Plaintiffs are Negroes and are citizens o£ th United 

States and o£ the City o£ Jackson, County o£ Madison and tate o£ 

Tennessee. All adult plaintiffs are parents and/or guard"ans o£ th 

infant plainti££s, and reside with the infant plaintiffs the 

City o£ Jackson, and within the County o£ Madison, State 

Tennessee. The infant plaintiffs are school children, el"gible to 

ttend the public schools o£ the City o£ Jackson and Coun 

adison, State o£ Tennessee, and have been attending said schools 

nd can satisfy all requirements £or admission to the public school 

-2-
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!I 

l\ 

\I 

·. Cl.·. 

I maintained and operated by the defendant, City Board of 

I or Schqol Commissioners of the City of Jackson, Tennessee in and 

for said eity, and by the defendant, County Board tion of 

Madison County, Tennessee in and for said County, g the 

1

1 

schools to which they respectively applied as hereinafter shown. 

J, 5. (a) The defendant, Board of Commissioners of the City 
II 
1\1 of Jackson, Tennessee constitutes the City Board of Educa 

II School Commissioners of said City and is composed of the 

II Board Members or Commissioners: the defendants, Quinton 

i R. L. Patey and R. E. Bailey, who together comprise the B 

~~Coaaissioners of Jackson, Tennessee constituting the City 

~~Education or School Commissioners of said City and who ar 

1 before and hereinafter referred to as defendant, City Boa II 
II . \ Educat~on. 

or 

ollowingi 

Edmond , 

ard of ! 

Board of I 
herein- I 

\I (b) The defendant, County Board of Education of Madi-

\son County, Tennessee is composed of the following Board 

\'The defendants, R. E. Rooks, L. T. Greer, J. D. Lillard, il 

!Smith, R. D. Pearson, Jimmy C. Bond, and Taylor Robinson, ho to-

1\gether constitute the County Board of Education of Madison County, 

!Tennessee and who are hereinafter referred to as defendant, County 

\ oard of Education. 
I 

(c) Both of said defendants, City Board of Ed cation I 
\ nd County Board of Education, exist pursuant to the Canst tution 

~d laws of the State of Tennessee as administrative depar ments or 

~gencies of the State of Tennessee, discharging government 1 func­

~~ions and are by law, bodies corporate or continuous bodie or en­

~ities, and are being sued herein as such corporate or con inuous 
i 

odies or entities. 

(d) All of said defendants, above named as Bo 

embers or Commissioners of the defendant, City Board of 

nd as Board Members of the 

1
\re citizens and residents of the State of Tennessee, and 

ued herein in their official capacities 
I 
\ -3-

\1 

re being 
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Commissioners, and also are being sued herein as individu ls. 

(e) Defendant, C. J. Huckaba, is Superinten ent o£ 

the City Schools o£ Jackson, Tennessee, and defendant, Ja es L. 

Walker, is Superintendent o£ the Public Schools o£ Madiso County, 

Tennessee. Both o£ said defendants hold o££ice pursuant o the 

Constitution and laws o£ the State o£ Tennessee as admini trative 

o££icers o£ the £ree public school systems o£ Tennessee. They are 

citizens and residents o£ the State o£ Tennessee and are ade de-

£endants herein and sued in their respective o££icial cap cities 

as stated hereinabove and also are being sued herein resp ctively 

as individuals. 

6. The State o£ Tennessee has declared public ed cation a 

State £unction. The Constitution o£ Tennessee, Article 1 , Sectio 

provides: 

"Knowledge, learning, and virtue, being essential 
the preservation o£ republican institutions, and 
di££usion o£ the opportunities and advantages o£ 
cation throughout the di££erent portions o£ the 
being highly conducive to the promotion o£ this 
it shall be the duty o£ the General Assembly, in 
£uture periods o£ this Government, to cherish li 
ture and science." 

to 
the 
edu­
tate 

Pursuant to this mandate the Legislature o£ Tenne see has 

established a uniform system o£ £ree public education in he State 

o£ Tennessee according to a plan set out in the Tennessee Code An-

notated, 1955, Sections 49-101 through 49-3806, and suppl ments an 

amendments thereto. The establishment, maintainenance an admin-

istration o£ the public school system o£ Tennessee is ves ed in a 

Commissioner o£ Education, a State Board o£ Education, Co nty 

Superintendents o£ Public Schools, and County and City Bo rds o£ 

Education. 

7. The public schools o£ the City o£ Jackson, Te nessee 

are under control and supervision o£ defendant, City Boar o£ Edu-

cation, and defendant, C. J. Huckaba, acting as an admini trative 

department, division or agency, and as an agent o£ the St te o£ 

-4-
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Tennessee. The public schools of Madison County, Tenness are 

under the control and supervision of defendant, County 

Education and defendant, James L. Walker, acting as an 

tive department, division or agency and as an agent of 

of Tennessee. Said City and County Boards of Education a 

spectively charged and vested with the administration, 

government, supervision, control and conduct of public 

within said City of Jackson and County of Madison, respec 

of 

"nistra-

State 

and are vested with all powers and duties pertaining to, onnected 

with, or in any manner incident to the proper conduct and 

of the public schools of said City and County, respective Said 

City and County Boards of Education are under a duty to e 

school laws of the State of Tennessee, to maintain effici 

school systems in the City of Jackson and in Madison 

Tennessee, respectively; to determine the studies to 

public 

the methods of teaching, and to establish such schools as 

necessary for the completeness and efficiency of said res ctive 

school systems. Defendant, c. J. Huckaba, as 

Jackson City Schools, and defendant, James L. Walker, as 

tendent of the Madison County Schools, respectively, 

t of 

per in-

mediate control of the operation of the public schools of aid City 

and County, and are the respective administrative agents f r the 

efendants, City Board of Education and County Board of Ed cation. 

8. Plaintiffs allege that the defendant, City Boa d of 

ucation and its Superintendent, C. J. Huckaba, 

f the laws of the State of Tennessee and County of 

er color 

, have 

ursued and are presently pursuing a policy, custom, pract ce and 

sage of operating a compulsory racially segregated school system 

for the City of Jackson, Tennessee. Likewise the d fendant, 

Board of Education and its Superintendent, James L. Walker, 

under color of the laws of the State of Tennessee a d County 

-5-
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o£ Madison, also have pursued and are presently pursuing a policy 

o£ operating a compulsory racially segregated school sys in 

and £or the County o£ Madison, State o£ Tennessee. The acially 

segregated school systems respectively operated by 

consist o£ "primary" systems o£ public schools limited t and/or 

designated £or attendance by white children residing wit 

boundaries o£ said City o£ Jackson, and/or the County o£ 

respectively. Said schools are sta££ed by white teacher , white 

principals and white sustaining personnel. Said "white" 

are located in various parts o£ the City o£ Jackson and 

County, respectively, and regardless o£ location, these schools 

are and have been designated as "whitett schools and, with certain 

exceptions hereina£ter mentioned, may be attended by 

dren only. Likewise said de£endants, City Board 

chi l­

ion and 

County Board o£ Education, respectively maintain y" 

systems o£ "colored" or "Negro" schools designated as sue. by de-

£endants, and limited to attendance by Negro children. ese 

school systems are respectively sta££ed by entirely Negro person­

nel; the teachers are all Negroes, the principals and all sustain­

ing personnel are Negroes. These schools, regardless o£ ocation, 

are limited to attendance by Negro children. These compu sory ra­

cially segregated school systems operated respectively by the de­

£endants, City Board o£ Education and County Board o£ Edu 

based solely upon race and color; attendance at the vario 

is solely based on race and color and the assignment o£ p rsonnel 

is determined solely upon the race and color o£ the child 

tending the particular school and the race and color o£ t 

nel to be assigned. Plainti££s are in£ormed and believe 

£ore aver upon said in£ormation and belie£ that the de£en 

not maintained geographical zone lines. However, the scho ls in 

said "Negro" and "white" systems are and have been designa ed and 

-6-
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maintained by defendants exclusively on the basis or rae and 

color and assignments or students to these schools are a 

been made by the defendants on the basis or the designat and 

past use or a school as a "Negro" or "white" school and race 

or' color or the pupil to be assigned, all white 

mandatorily assigned to the "white" schools and all 

being mandatorily assigned to the "Negro" schools. For 

both the defendants, City Board or Education and County 

Education, have respectively adopted, maintained 

children 

or 

and 

they still are respectively maintaining and enforcing th"s custom, 

policy, practice or usage or compulsory racially segrega d 

systems in the schools or said City and said 

defendants respectively have jurisdiction and control, pu suant to 

which they have required and are still chil-

dren, including the infant plaintiffs, to be assigned aid 

schools designated exclusively ror Negro children. 

9. From time to time since 1954 or 1955, Negro c"tizens 

and residents or the City or Jackson and County or Madiso have 

requested the defendants to cease operating said compulso y raci­

ally segregated public school systems in and ror the City or 

Jackson and County or Madison, State or Tennessee, and to comply 

with the decision or the Supreme Court or the United Stat s in 

the Segregation Cases; and also £or several years defend nts 

have been fully aware or their affirmative duty under the decision 

or said Court to desegregate all public facilities under heir 

jurisdiction and control. Defendants have continued, how to 

operate said compulsory racially segregated public school 

in said City and County and have railed and refused to ro ulate 

or adopt any plan ror desegregating same. 

10. In August, 1961 several Negro children residi g in 

Jackson, Tennessee made application to the defendant, 

or Education, ror admission to "white" schools. Said 

-7-
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treated these as applications £or trans£er, and in Januar , 1962, 

granted the applications o£ three o£ said Negro children or 

"trans£er" to a single "white" school, simultaneously iss ing 

the £ollowing o££icial statement which was published in t e 

Jackson Sun, a local newspaper, on the 25th day o£ Januar , 1962: 

"In compliance with the decree o£ the United States 
Supreme Court in the case o£ Brown vs. School Board, 
and the decrees o£ the United States District Court 
£or the Western District o£ Tennessee, interpreting 
and implementing the decree o£ the Supreme Court in 
the Brown case, the Board o£ Commissioners (school 
board} o£ the City o£ Jackson, Tennessee, by unani­
mous decision pursuant to Tennessee's Pupil Place­
ment Act, approves these applications e££ective toda 

T.herea£ter said de£endant continued and still continues 

all applications o£ Negro school children £or admission 

schools as applications £or "trans£er" under the Tennesse 

Assignment Law (Tennessee Code Annotated, 1955, 

" 
treat 

"white" 

Pupil 

-1741, 

et seq.), and o£ the many such applications it has recei ed, it 

has permitted only £our additional Negro school children 

enrolled in its said "white" schools as o£ the current No 

white school children in the City o£ Jackson or County 

"white schools" £or white children and "Negro schools" £o Negro 

children. 

In June, 1962, the in£ant plainti££, Brenda Kay 

through her parents, made written application to the 

City Board o£ Education, to be admitted to Jackson Senior 

School, a "white" school operated by said de£endant, £or 

school year 1962-63 beginning in August, 1962. In July, 

the in£ant plainti££, Harold Dwayne Walker, made applicat"on to 

said'de£endant, City Board o£ Education, to be admitted t the 

Alexander Elementary School, a "white" school operated by said 

-8-
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defendant, for the 1962-63 school year beginning in Augu t, 1962. 

Said infant plaintiffs pursued the administrative remedi s pro­

vided under the Tennessee Pupil Assignment Law, but thei said 

applications were denied by defendants solely on account of their 

race or color. 

Plaintiffs aver that the aforesaid action, or a 

action of defendants in attempting to adopt or apply the Tennessee 

Pupil Assignment Law as a plan of desegregation, is inva id and 

does not comply with the requirement of the Fourteenth 

to the Constitution of the United States in that said la is not 

and does not purport to be a plan of desegregation, inade-

quate as a plan for reorganizing the public schools into a non­

racial system; nor does said law afford an adequate administra­

tive remedy for plaintiffs, in view of defendants' conti ing 

policy, practice, custom and usage of racial segregation 

their failure and refusal to reorganize said school syst s on 

a nonracial basis. 

11. At the beginning of the school term, i.e., o-wit: 

in August, 1962, the infant plaintiff, Brenda Kay Monroe, pre­

sented herself with her father and made proper and timely appli­

cation for admission to said Jackson Senior High School, ut was 

denied admission to said school by defendants, solely on ccount 

of her race or color. On the same day, the infant plaint"ffs, 

Harold Dwayne Walker and Georgia Stephanie Springfield, esented 

themselves together with some of their parents and made oper and 

timely applications for admission to the Alexander Elemen ary 

School. Both of said plaintiffs were refused and denied dmission 

by defendants to the said Alexander Elementary School, so ely on 

account of plaintiffs' race or color. All of said infant plain­

tiffs reside in close proximity to the respective schools to 

which they applied and would have been admitted had they een 

-9-
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white children. The plaintif'f's, Brenda Kay Monroe and Ha old 

Dwayne Walker, live much nearer to said schools to which 

applied than to the "Negro" schools whi.ch they are and ha e been 

required by the def'endants to attend. T.he inf'ant plainti £, 

Georgia Stephanie Springf'ield, had not attended school in the 

past, but was entering the f'irst grade, and lives much ne rer to 

Alexander Elementary School than to the "Negro" school wh ch 

def'endant, City Board, requires her to attend. The plain 

Kenneth A. Martin and wif'e, Eva M. Martin, and their chil , the 

inf'ant plaintif'f', Maria Bonita Martin, are presently resi ing 

near a school designated by the def'endants as a "Negro" s 

however, they join in this action f'or the reason that sai inf'ant 

plaintif'f', Maria Bonita Martin, as well as other persons imilarly 

situated, are being denied their rights to enjoy a non-di 

natory public education by reason of' the compulsory racia ly 

segregated public school systems which the def'endants are main­

taining and operating in and f'or the City of' Jackson and ounty 

of' Madison, State of' Tennessee, as more f'ully shown herei af'ter. 

(a) Def'endants• requirement of' compulsory racial segre­

gation imposes unreasonable burdens upon the inf'ant plain if'f's 

and other Negro school children similarly situated who li e near 

schools which white children living in the same area are ermitted 

to attend, but plaintif'f's and all other Negro children ar re-

f'used assignment to these "white" schools and required travel 

greater distances to "Negro" schools, solely because of' t eir 

race or color. 

(b) Plaintif'f's aver that while some of' them soug t and 

seek admission of' their children to the respective school to 

which they applied as af'oresaid, same being the schools o their 

choice and nearer to their homes, all of' the plaintif'f's f' 

insist that the operation of' said compulsory racially seg 

schooT systems in the City of' Jackson and in the County o Madi-

-10-
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son violates rights o£ the plainti££s and members o£ the·r class 

which are secured to them by the Due Process and Equal P otection 

Clauses o£ the Fourteenth Amendment to the Federal Const·tution. 

The compulsory racially segregated school system is pre ·cated on 

the theory that Negroes are inherently inrerior to white 

and, consequently, may not attend the same public school attende 

by white children, who are superior. The plainti££s, an members 

o£ their class, are injured by the policy o£ assigning 

principals and other school personnel on the 

and color o£ the children attending a particular school 

race and color o£ the person to be assigned. Assignment 

school personnel on the basis o£ race and color is also 

race 

the 

cated on the theory that Negro teachers, Negro principal and 

other Negro school personnel are inrerior to white teach 

principals and other white school personnel and, therero 

not teach or serve white children. Thus all o£ the plai 

are a££ected and injured by derendants' aroresaid policy 

practice, custom or usage, whether they are thereby 

£rom a white school nearer their homes, or whether, 

hand, they are required to attend a school nearer their 

but which is designated and stigmatized as a "Negro" sch 

£rom which all children o£ other racial extractions are 

(c) Plainti££s £urther aver that, while the 

schools owned, maintained and operated by the derendants City 

Board o£ Education and County Board o£ Education, are in general, 

modern, well-equipped and well-starred, with adequate ilities 

o£ all kinds and with broad, up-to-date curricula, textb oks 

and programs designed to a££ord their students a good ed cation, 

plainti££s are inrormed and believe, and aver upon said nrorma­

tion and belie£, that most o£ the "Negro" schools in bot o£ 

said school systems, including the "Negro" City schools 

-11-
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the in£ant plainti££s have been attending, are substanda 

or inadequately sta££ed, and poorly equipped, with lacki 

inadequate library, ca£eteria and health £acilities, and 

inadequate or outdated academic £acilities, textbooks an 

training aids which are £requently handed down to them a£ter being 

discarded in the "primary" systems o£ "white" schools ope 

de£endants. Said City and County School Systems are 

lated and interdependent inso£ar as the rights which 

here seek to redress are concerned, as illustrated by the 

that all school children residing in the City o£ Jackson 

and be admitted £reely to the schools operated by 

Board o£ Education, except that said County Board en£orce 

racial segregation in said County Schools, limiting admis 

Negro children to "Negro schools" therein. In addition, 

trative trans£ers have been rather £reely permitted by de 

Boards o£ Education between said City and County School 5 

so long as this could be done without a££ecting said de£e 

mutual policies and practices o£ racial segregation in th two 

school systems. Said County Board o£ Education operates 

High School in Madison County o££ering certain technical 

tional coures vital to adequate preparation o£ 

tudes £or science and technology in a modern age, and "wh·te" 

children residing in the City o£ Jackson as well as the C 

Madison are £reely admitted to this as well as other Coun 

"white" schools, but Negro school children o£ both 

County are denied this right, but are permitted by 

attend only the "Negro" County Schools. Said County 

supported by public £unds partially obtained through 

residents o£ the City o£ Jackson, including the plainti££s and 

other members o£ their class. 

-12-
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12. The defendants apparently rely on the follow"ng pro-

visions of the Tennessee Constitution and Statutes, which read 

as follows: 

Constitution of 1870, Art. 11, Sec. 12: 

" ••.• No school established or aided under tion 
shall allow white and negro children to be recei ed 
as scholars together in the same school ••••• " 

Tennessee Code, 1955, Sections: 

"49-3701. Interracial Schoolsprohibited. 
be unlawful for any school, academy, college, or other 
place of learning to allow white and colored to 
attend the same school, academy, 
place of learning. 

"49-3702. Teaching of mixed classes prohibited. - It 
shall be unlawful for any teacher, professor, or edu­
cator in any college, academy, or school of lea ing, 
to allow the white and colored races to attend e 
same school, or for any teacher or educator, or ther 
person to instruct or teach both white and colo d 
races in the same class, school, or college buil ing, 
or in any other place or places of learning, or allow 
or permit the same to be done with their knowle ge, 
consent or procurement. 

"49-3703. Penalty for violations. -Any person 
any of the provisions of this chapter, shall be 
of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, shall b 
for each offense fifty dollars ($50.00), and im 
ment not less than thirty (30) days nor more th 
(6) months." 

13. The infant plaintiffs and all other persons 

situated, in the City of Jackson and County of Madison, 

Tennessee, are thereby deprived of their rights guarante 

Constitution and laws of the United States. 

six 

of 

the 

Plaintiffs aver that the said constitutional and statu-

tory provisions and all other laws, customs, policies, p 

and usages of the State of Tennessee requiring or permit 

segregation of the races in public education, fall withi the 

prohibited group which the Supreme Court of the United S 

holds must yield to the Fourteenth Amendment of the Cons itution 

of the United States, and are of no force and effect. 

-13-
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Plaintiffs therefore aver that the said custom, p licy, \ 

practice or usage o£ defendants in excluding plaintiffs 

persons, similarly situated, £rom public schools owned, 

nd other I 

aintaine~ 
and operated by the defendants, City Board o£ Education 

I 
nd Count~ 

! 
Board o£ Education, in the City o£ Jackson and County o£ 

State o£ Tennessee, solely because o£ plaintiffs' race o color, 

and in operating said compulsory racially segregated pub ic li 

school systems in and £or said City and County, pursuant to said 

I 
constitutional and statutory provisions and any other la , custom1 

I 
policy, practice or usage o£ the State o£ Tennessee requ ring or 1 

I 

permitting segregation o£ the Negro and white races in p blic 

education, deprives plaintiffs and all others similarly ituated 

o£ the equal protection o£ the laws and o£ due process o law in 

violation o£ the Fourteenth Amendment o£ the Constitutio o£ the 

United States, and is therefore unconstitutional and voi and 

a££ords defendants no legal excuse to deprive plaintiffs o£ 

their rights herein prayed. 

14. Plaintiffs and those similarly situated and ££ected, 

on whose behalf this suit is brought, are suffering irre arable 

injury and are threatened with irreparable injury in the future 

by reason o£ the acts herein complained o£. They have n plain, 

adequate or complete remedy to redress the wrongs and il egal 

acts herein complained o£, other than this suit £or a de 

o£ rights and an injunction. Any other remedy to which 

and those similarly situated, could be remitted would be 

larationt 

lainti££ 

attended! 

by such uncertainties and delays as to deny substantial elie£, ,I 

would involve multiplicity o£ suits, cause further irrep rable 

injury and occasion damage, vexation and inconvenience, 

to the plaintiffs and those similarly situated, but to d 

dants as govenmental agencies. 
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Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and aver up n said 

information and belief, that although classes for the Sp ing 

Semester, 1963 begin in the Negro schools of said City a d County 

on or about 14 January 1963, similar classes in the "whi e" 

schools of said City and County do not begin uary 

1963. As aforesaid, plaintiffs reque~ted admission to t e 

public schools of said City and County on a racially non iscrimi­

natory basis several months ago, and both defendants, Ci y and 

County Boards of Education, are or should have been awar for 

many years of their duty to initiate and make known to s 

patrons a plan or plans for desegregation of said school systems. 

Notwithstanding their knowledge of this duty, they have ot done 

so, and there is no reason why, in view of the foregoing circum­

stances, the said infant plaintiffs and other Negro scho 1 chil­

dren, similarly situated, should not be admitted to the 

schools of said City and County on a nondiscriminatory b sis at 

once. The infant plaintiff, Georgia Stephanie Springfie d, 

entered public school for the first time in Aqgust, 1962 and 

theretofore had not been subjected to the inherent evil f 

racially segregated education. Plaintiffs further aver hat they 

and other Negro school children, similarly situated, wil suffer 

irreparable injury in the future unless defendants are r strained 

by the temporary restraining order and injunction of thi Court 

for the reasons set out hereinabove, and also for son 

that the defendants very.apparently intend to continue t eir 

said policies and practices of compulsory racial segrega ion; and 

if the plaintiffs and other Negro children similarly sit ated, 

are not granted immediate relief now, they will continue to be 

subjected to the inherent evil and inequality of said ra 

segregation in the public schools for an indefinite peri 

time, resulting in immediate and lasting harm and damage not 

only to them, but also to white children who are thereby being 

-15.-
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indoctrinated daily with concepts o£ themselves as a mas er or 

superior race, while infant plaintiffs will continue to e 

subjected daily to the said indoctrination classifying t em as 

an inferior race. 

15. There is between the parties an actual cont oversy 

as hereinbefore set forth. 

WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFFS respectfully pray: 

The Court issue forthwith a temporary restrainin order 

and/or a preliminary injunction against the defendants, mmedi­

ately restraining and enjoining them and each o£ them, t eir 

agents, employees, servants or attorneys, £rom refusing 

the infant plaintiffs and other persons similarly situat 

admit 

the Jackson Senior High School and Alexander Elementary chool, 

or any other public school, institution or facility oper ted by 

defendant, City Board o£ Education, or by defendant, Cou ty Board 

o£ Education, in and £or the City o£ Jackson and County 

son, State o£ Tennessee, because o£ plaintiffs' race or 

pending further orders o£ the Court. 

The Court adjudge, decree and declare the rights and 

legal relations o£ the parties to the subject matter her in 

controversy in order that such declaration shall have th force 

and e££ect o£ a final judgment or decree. 

The Court enter a judgment or decree declaring t 

custom, policy, practice or usage o£ defendants in maint 

and/or operating compulsory racially segregated public s 

systems in and £or the City o£ Jackson and the County o£ 

State o£ Tennessee, and in excluding plaintiffs and othe persons 

similarly situated, £rom the Jackson Senior High School 

Alexander Elementary School, or any other public schools, insti­

tutions or facilities maintained and/or operated by defe dants, 
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City Board of Education and County Board o£ Education, s lely 

because o£ race or color, pursuant to the above quoted p rtions 

o£ Article 11, Section 12 o£ the Constitution o£ Tenness e, 

Sections 49-3701, 49-3702 and 49-3703 o£ the Tennessee C 

Annotated, 1955, and any other law, custom, policy, prac ice 

and usage, violates the Fourteenth Amendment o£ the Cons itution 

o£ the United States, and is therefore unconstitutional nd void. 

The Court issue a permanent injunction forever r strain-

ing and enjoining defendants and each o£ them, their age ts, 

employees, servants or attorneys, from maintaining and/o opera-

ting compulsory racially segregated systems o£ public sc ools, 

institutions or facilities £or education in and for the ity o£ 

Jackson and County o£ Madison, State o£ Tennessee, and £ om re-

fusing to admit plaintiffs and other persons similarly s"tuated 

to said Jackson Senior High School, Alexander Elementary School, 

or any other public schools, institutions or facilities perated 

by defendants, City Board o£ Education and County Board £ 

Education, in and for the said City and County, because £ 

plaintiffs' race or color. 

In addition to the immediate and preliminary rel"e£ 

prayed hereinabove in behalf o£ the named infant plainti £s and 

other persons similarly situated, the plaintiffs t this 

Court also expeditiously issue a preliminary and/or perm nent 

injunction directing defendants, City and County Boards £ Educa-

tion, either to reorganize immediately, or in the altern tive to 

present to the Court at an early date a complete plan £o the 

prompt and speedy reorganization o£ the entire systems o public 

schools, institutions and facilities within their respec ive 

jurisdiction and under their control, into unitary, nonr 

systems o£ schools, institutions and facilities, which s 

include a plan for the assignment, education and treatme t o£ 
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students or enrollees on a aoDracial basis, 

treataeDt of teaekers, primeipals, statt and otker sckoo , i~ 

stituti~aal, educatioaal or otker sustaining personnel o 

racialltasis, tke fOil str11ctio:a aDd use of all plant or 

ta•ilities and tke approval ot ~gets oa a .onracial )a 

operation of tke sekool transportation system on a DOnra 

'basis, and the eliJaiption ot all alld aJl)' otaer diserilli tions 

in sai4 systems and in tae operation and use at sekools, insti-
. . 

tutio:as, facilities, nrricula er progrus of aJl1 Datura wllatso­

ever iR said City and County Scaool Systeas. ~kick are 

race or color. Plaintiffs pray tkat if tkis Court direct 

defendants to preseat suck desegregation plans, taat thi 

will retain jurisdietion of tllis case pelldiag C'ourt app 

fUll and coaplete iapleaentation of defendants' plan.s. 

Plailltit:rs :f'Urtker pray tkat tlle Court will 

tlteir costs llereill ana suck turtla.er, otrtlaer or addition& ~eliet 

a a aay appear proper to tke Court to be eqUi ta'bie and j11 t. 

Ck Greenberg . 
Constance Baker 2otley 
~a.as •• Bairit,III 
10 Coluabus·Circle 
lfn York 19, l'ew York 
Attorneys for Pla1ntit s. 
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STATE OF 'IENNESSEE 

MADISON COUNTY 

William Monroe, Frank Walker, Rolean Walker, Mi 

T. Springfield, Kenneth A. Martin, and Eva M. Martin, m 

that they are some of the plaintiffs in the above case, 

they have read and know the contents of their 

and that the statements made therein are true own 

knowledge, except as to those statements therein 

to be made upon information and belief, and those state 

believe to be true. 

SIGNED: 

----------------------' a Notary Public in and for 

and County, the ~day of January, 1963. 

My Commission Expires:~£?~ 
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