PART TWO: Desegregation Efforts

The Court of Clvil Appeals stated only the testimony

of the respondents in its opinion, and gave no statement

of the evidence as presented by petitioner, Ad a matter

of fact, the undisputed testlmony shows that the law gchool
provided for petitioner, and which the Court held was
equivalent to the Law School of the University of Texas,

mere three (3) rooms in the bagement of a bullding; and that
there were approximately two hundrsd ([200) books in.such
proposed sehoolj and that the Supreme Court Library of the
6tate of Texas was not equivilent to the Library of the Law
School, of the Univexsity of Texas for the use of students
studying law; that the propesed lam school for petitioner had
no rating with any ef the national rating ageneles for lay
gehoclay and the feellities for teaching law in the proposed
achool wers not equel to the facllibies for teaching law .in
the law school ¢ the University of Texag, and thai race
segregetion in- higher and professional f£ields of education
13 inherently discriminatory within the meaning of the
Fourteenth Amendment, and cannot be made otherwise,
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