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This cause is now gubmitte
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d hexrein on April 10, 196
have appeaicd to the Supreme Court

ment and decree of this Court made

of the

and entered

d upon the application of the de~

7, advising that defendants
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United States from the £final judg-

in this cause on Marca 22,

1967, and by said application they
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this Court to stay in

all respects

-

said judgment and decree of March 22, 1967, pending final

Upon consideration of said

of counsel in support thereof and in opposition thevreto, it

only veasons advanced by the defendants
stay are that the owxdexr

constitucional questions, aifecting the
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disposition o

application, and the oral arguments
appears that the

in suppozrt of their application for

of ¢his Court "involves serxious, and substantial

entire State of Alabama and its

educational system' and that the case will posgibly become "moot by action

¢f this court in effecting its judgmentc.?”

The defendants in this case have, since 1964, been required

e aEdeEolf Ehils (CotEE
in Aldbeme's pulbiiic sdhools.
involve any new or anovel constitutional
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2déd to the

public schoolis., The

Interpretations of the ovder of this Court to the contrary are erroncous and no

to eliminate discrimination based upon

This Court's order of March 22,
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defenidants® obligations to eliminate discrimination in

rvace or calor
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ozxdexr of March 22 only wmade those obligatiouns specific.
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effect:

Supiilisl,

4. Undexr the order,

school in the state. .

tificates to teachers.

6. Under this ordex,

SEtudlly sound, particularly public statements, now & part of the zecord

in this case, made by one of the defendants in this case to the following

0 This oxdexr forces white children to go to all-Negro schools
O o
and Negro students to go Lo predominantly white schools,

2. -The three-judge court will determine the assignment of

3. The order requires in every zrea of Alabama transferring of
students back and forth across town to achieve so-called balance.
the court will close cerxrtain schools and
send the children to another part of town or to another part of the county.
5. The oxder requires the closing of every Negro college,

.junior college and trade school and every all-Negro elementary and secoadary

state funds would be cut off to the

Alabama State College here in Montgomery uanless white students voluntarily
agree to enroll there. The same would be true of the other senior colleges, -

junioxr colleges and trade schools; unless white students enroll, state funds

s

would. be cut off by order of the court.

7. The three-judge court will determine the granting oi cer-

8. Under this decree, no person, including teachers and parents,

‘ is free to discuss the order of the court, other than to express approval

| therecof.  Any open expression of disapproval subjects the individual to con=~

tempt, thus, to a jail sentence without benefit of trial by jury.

9. This cecree requi

10, The court means
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unless you obtain balance in each
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Such statements (and
are erroneus) wmay have the effect
and other citizens of Alabama who

of Ehiis  CoumcNomiiamch. 22, 1\S6,

res that the teachers say the decree is

that a fréedom of choice plan does not work
and every_school systeﬁ.

was rendered in malice and animosity.

no attempt is made to enumerate ali that

¢f misleading the parents, school authoxities,

-are not personally familiar with the decree

Whnile this Court is not concerned with
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it 'is concerned and will be co

uch ervoneous and misleading statements, low

and decree of Maxch 22, 1967, were nished by
superinteandent for each of the school districts

the decree and opinion speak for themselves.

Further delay in the desegregati
is incomsistent with existing law.

The Supre

Bies v. Board of Education, 373 U.S: 683 (196

gating school systems are no longer tolerable

ncerned with the effect of
cver, copies of the opinion
this Court to tha school
named in the decree, and
on of Alabama public schools
me Court of the United States im
3y, stated: '"Délays im desegre-

See also Calhoun v. Latimex,

BN LS. i ileeson v, Gty of Memphis, 373 .U.5. 526, -and adlev v. School
Roard of Citv of Rlehmordl S82NS, 103F (1965) . The law is cleaz thathsiEate
suthorities are '"duty bound &é6 devot; every effort toward initiating desegre-
zation and'bringing about the el ation of racial discrimination in the
puﬁlic schaeol syetoms Ceoeer v, Aazen, 358 ¥.8. 1, 7. TFollowing this
philosophy, the United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit has re-
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used to permit delay in this area. Davis v,

of Mobile County, Alabama, 322 F. 2d 356
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Municipal Separate School District, 348 2d

Wil cdeoxlCoupsuneand s Bduastion, 366 F. 24 7

The opinion and decree of this C

cause on March 22, 1967, are firmly grounded

evidence ian this case, on basic constit

ial precedent. The defendants make n

deehilsion. Lucy v, Adams,
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1 of the stay.

States

the same is hereby denied.

of zn appeal by said defendants to the Supreme Court of the United
fzom zaid judgment and decree, is ORDERED to be and
Danenamia iGhe 15th day- of April, 1967,
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