PART THREE: The Brown Cases, 1950-1952

ill kinds of men, tha time to do it i3 now and tha place 1a in the
elementary schools whore our futurs eitizens laorn thelr [irst lesson
to respect tha dignity of the individual in a democracy.

Te ma the eituation s oledr and importont, particularly at this
time when our national leaders are ocalled upon to show to the world
that sur democracy means what it says and that it La a true demgcrecy
and there is no under-cover suppresilon of the ripghts of any of our
citlzens because of the pigmentation of their skina, #&nd 1 had hoped
that this Court would take this view of the situation and make a clear
cut declaration that the State of South Carolina should follow the
Inteandment and meaning of the Constitutien of the United States and
that it shall not abridge the privileges accorded to or deny equal
protection of 1ts lawa to any of its clitizens. Dut since the majority
of this Court feal otherwlse, and since I econnot concur with thes or

Jeln in the provosed decree, this Opinion is filed as a Dissent.
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