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Abstract 

 Thi s dissertati on discusses t he practice of raci al  segregati on t hat  shaped t he Ameri can 

educati onal  syst em particul arl y bl acks‟ public schools si nce t he 19
th

 cent ury.  At  t hat  time 

segregati on was a l egal system whi ch affect ed most  aspects of bl acks‟ life until  t he 

decl aration of t he Br own v.  Board of Educati on decisi on.  The l atter was a landmark decisi on 

that  was regarded as a wat ershed i n bl ack American hist ory.  Thanks t o t he hi ghest  court  t hat 

ruled t o eliminate t he raci al  syst em and ordered for desegregati on i n t he American publi c 

schools and ot her public accommodati ons as wel l.  By t hat,  t he Supreme Court  Earl  Warren 

succeeded i n reversi ng t he “separate but  equal” doctri ne under Pl essy v.  Ferguson case.  It  was 

the era t hat  wit nessed unfair and unequal  treatments among whit e and bl ack Ameri cans.  The 

essential  obj ect  of t his study is t o show t o what  ext ent  t he Br own decisi on of 1954 contri but ed 

in prohi biti ng raci al  segregati on i n t he American public educati on.  Al so,  t he dissertati on 

aimed t o prove t he struggl e of bl ack Americans over cent uries of unequal  treatment  i n publi c 

schools and t o show t heir willi ngness t o achi eve raci al  equalit y and school  desegregati on. 

Additi onall y,  it  was an important  decisi on whi ch deri ves from fi ve consolidated cases under 

common aim whi ch is defeati ng l egal  segregation t hat  was based on race.  The st udy al so 

concentrated on how black Americans were victims of t heir complexions and segregat ed 

policies imposed by t he white sout herners.  At  the end,  t he dissertati on expresses how t he 

Br own decisi on changed bl acks‟ sit uati on t hrough gai ni ng more educati onal  opport unities, 

and it paved t he way for ci vil ri ghts movement. 
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الملخص 

انذساصت يًاسصت انخًٛٛز انؼُظش٘ انز٘ ًٍٚٓٛ ػهٗ انُظاو انخؼهًٛٙ الأيشٚكٙ ٔخاطت انًذاسس  حُالش ْزِ

انؼًٕيٛت نهضٕد يُز انمشٌ انخاصغ ػشش، كاٌ انخًٛٛز انؼُظش٘ فٙ رنك انٕلج ٚؼذ َظايا لإََٛا، ٔ لذ اثش رنك ػهٗ جًٛغ 

 ٚؼخبش َمطت ححٕل فٙ حاسٚخ حٛث، نمذ كاٌ الأخٛش لشاسا حاسٚخٛا  "بشأٌ"َٕاحٙ حٛاة انضٕد ٔرنك إنٗ غاٚت إطذاس لشاس 

الأيشٚكاٌ انضٕد، ٔكاٌ رنك بفضم انًجهش الأػهٗ انز٘ حكى يٍ اجم انمضاء ػهٗ انُظاو انؼُظش٘ ٔانز٘ أيش بٕضغ حذ 

 يٍ "اٚشل ٔسٌ"حًكٍ انًجهش الأػهٗ  انًشافك انؼًٕيٛت،كزانك فٙنهخًٛٛز انؼُظش٘ فٙ انًذاسس الأيشٚكٛت انؼًٕيٛت ٔ

، ٔلذ كاَج حهك ْٙ انحمبت "بهٛضٙ ضذ فاسغبضٌٕ"ححج لضٛت   انز٘ اطذس " ٔنكٍ يخضأٍٚٛ َفظهٍٛو " لإٌَ ػكش

 ْزا انبحث ْٕ إظٓاس إنٗ أ٘ أْذافإٌ أْى  .انخٙ شٓذث يؼايلاث غٛش ػادنت ٔغٛش يخضأٚت بٍٛ الأيشٚكاٌ انبٛض ٔ انضٕد

 فٙ يُغ انخًٛٛز انؼُظش٘ فٙ انخؼهٛى الأيشٚكٙ انؼًٕيٙ، حٓذف ْزِ أٚضا انذساصت إنٗ "4195 بشأٌ"يذٖ صاْى لشاس 

إثباث طشاع الأيشٚكاٌ انضٕد انز٘ داو خلال  لشٌٔ يٍ انًؼايهت غٛش انؼادنت فٙ انًذاسس انؼًٕيٛت ، ٔانٗ إظٓاس سغبخٓى 

بالإضافت إنٗ رنك، فمذ كاٌ لشاسا يًٓا رنك انز٘ ٚشخك يٍ . نبهٕؽ يضأاة ػشلٛت ٔانٗ إَٓاء انخًٛٛز انؼُظش٘ فٙ انًذاسس

خًش لضاٚا يخخهفت راث ْذف يٕحذ ْٕٔ إنغاء انخًٛٛز انؼُظش٘ انمإََٙ انًبُٙ ػهٗ انؼشق ، حشكزث ْزِ انذساصت أٚضا 

ػهٗ كٛف كاٌ الأيشٚكاٌ انضٕد ضحٛت نؼشلٓى ٔلأَظًت انخًٛٛز انًفشٔضت ػهٛٓى يٍ طشف انجُٕبٌٕٛ انبٛض ، ٔفٙ 

بخغٛٛش ٔضؼٛت انضٕد ٔرنك يٍ خلال انحظٕل ػهٗ فشص فٙ انخؼهٛى ٔكًا اَّ "  بشأٌ"انُٓاٚت ٚبٍٛ انبحث كٛف لاو لشاس 

.  صاْى فٙ فخح الأبٕاب يٍ اجم حمٕق يذَٛت أخشٖ
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I. Background to the St udy 

 The United St ates is a nati on whi ch is established under a constit ution and built  itself 

on ci vil  ri ghts.  The first  ten amendments t o t hat  constit ution known as t he Am eri can peopl e‟s 

Bi ll  of Ri ghts whi ch guarant ee American ci vil  ri ghts.  However,  still  American mi norities di d 

not  enj oy t hose ri ghts,  prot ecti ons and li berties especi all y bl ack Americans.  The whit e peopl e 

believed t hat  t hey are superi or race t o t his ki nd of peopl e who referred to t hem as “col ored 

race” or “ Negr os”.  This fact  directl y creat ed a sense of i nferi orit y and frustrati on among 

bl acks whom t hey were prohi bited from t heir ri ghts i n additi on t o unequal  treatment.  There 

has been a l ong hist ory of raci al  segregati on,  prej udi ce and i nequalit y withi n t he Ameri can 

soci et y,  whi ch t he bl ack communit y faced t hose issues t hat  directl y affect ed t heir mode of 

life.  For cent uries of bad treatment,  bl acks suffered t he issue of slavery at  first  and raci al 

segregati on l at er on whi ch shaped most  aspects of  t heir li ves.  For t hat  reason,  t hey fought  t o 

wi n bot h si des i n t he l aw and i n t he practical  civil  ri ghts enj oyed by others.  Indeed,  t hey 

want ed t o establish t he pri nci pl es of equalit y and j ustice i n t he American public school s. 

Al t hough t he decl aration of i ndependence i n 1776 stated t hat  “ we hol d t hese trut hs t o be self-

evi dent,  t hat  all  men are creat ed equal,  t hat  t hey are endowed by t heir Creat or wit h cert ai n 

unalienabl e Ri ghts,  t hat  among t hese are Life,  Li bert y and t he pursuit  of Happi ness…” bl acks 

still  suffer raci al  i nequality as well  bei ng vi ctims of t heir complexi ons ( Friedman 3- 8).  Bl ack 

Am eri cans fought  t o secure l egal  equalit y t oward raci al  discriminati on wi t hi n t he Ameri can 

soci et y.  Even after t he end of t he Ci vil  War of 1861- 1865 and wit hi n the abolishment  of 

slavery, racial segregati on carried out bet ween t he t wo races duri ng t he followi ng years.   

 For a l ong time,  African Americans struggl ed for est ablishi ng t heir equal  ri ghts by 

fighti ng raci al  segregation from vari ous si des particul arl y i n t he educational  fiel d.  At  t hat 

time,  t hey called for equality as t hey st arted t o l ook for ot her ways t o reach t heir improvement 

in t he American educati on because it  has been believed t hat  educati on is t he appr opri at e way 
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to improve t he soci al  and t he economic opport unities,  especi all y t hose peopl e whom were 

totally i gnored and disadvant aged.  In fact,  bl ack Am eri cans were not  consi dered as citizens, 

so t hey were prohi bited from educati onal  access and equal  pri vileges at  t he time whit e 

st udents enj oyed educational benefits.  

 The ni net eent h cent ury wi t nessed l egal  segregation agai nst  African American citizens 

under discriminat ory l aws whi ch passed by t he sout hern states i n order t o limit t heir ri ghts.  It 

was consi dered as a harsh and restricted period i n bl acks‟ hist ory,  in whi ch vari ous 

legislati ons passed against  t heir will.  Alt hough t he bad treatment  and different  obst acl es, 

bl ack Americans di d not  accept  t heir sit uati on.  They aimed t o defeat  raci al  segregati on despit e 

the difficulties and t he circumstances t hey faced,  t his fact  coul d demonstrate t he struggl e of 

the bl ack communit y t o acquire more ri ghts.  Lat er on,  t he American public schools faced a l ot 

of  seri ous events and challenges si nce whit e and bl ack st udents attended separat ed school s 

wi t h unequal  conditi ons.  At  t hat  time,  bl acks were l ooki ng and hoppi ng for better educati onal 

opport unities and equal  facilities.  This is clearl y shown i n t he case of Brown vs.  Boar d of 

Educati on of Topeka,  Kansas (1954),  whi ch st ated t hat  all  segregat ed l aws of separate publi c 

schools were unconstit utional.  It  was t he decisi on t hat  shifted American segregat ed school  t o 

desegregat ed one.   By thi s,  t he court  overt urned t he previ ous case of Pl essy v.  Ferguson 

(1896),  whi ch permitted legal  segregati on under “separat e but  equal ” doctrine.  Hence,  bl ack 

Am ericans struggl ed for achi evi ng equal  prot ecti on and est ablishi ng more justice i n Ameri can 

soci et y.  They st arted t o recogni ze t heir educati onal  positi on i n American public school s i n 

particul ar and t o be aware of t heir inferi or sit uati on i n general.   

 

II. St atement of the Probl em  
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Bl ack Americans are sufferi ng from raci al  segregati on and i nj ustice i n t he Unit ed 

St at es.  So i n t his st udy,  we are goi ng t o focus on raci al  i nequalit y whi ch exist ed bet ween 

whit e and bl ack st udents in t he American public schools t hat  were based on race.  Al so,  we are 

goi ng t o show how bl ack Americans were not  consi dered as citizens but  as inferi or race,  si nce 

they were deni ed from their l egal  ri ghts and prohi bited from equal  educational  opport unities. 

As  well  as,  t he st udy explai ns how School  Board officials opposed t o enroll t hem and refused 

their request concerni ng racial integrati on and school s desegregati on.   

 

III. Ai m of the St udy  

The current  research focuses on t he Br own decision of 1954 t hat  was a t urni ng poi nt  i n 

the American hist ory.  The research attempts t o expl ai n t he rol e of United St at es‟ Supreme 

Court  i n changi ng American„s race rel ationshi ps by orderi ng for raci al  i ntegrati on and equal 

educati onal  opport unities.  As well  as,  it  shows t he struggl e of t he col ored race i n achi evi ng 

racial  equalizati on i n t he American soci et y and to hi ghli ght  t he bi g rol e of t he decisi on i n 

maki ng segregated public schools illegal.  Aft er that,  t he st udy tries t o expl ai n t o what  ext ent 

the Br own decisi on succeeded i n preventi ng segregati on i n public schools,  and how t he 1954 

decisi on achi eved more rights and prot ecti ons for the black communit y.  

 

I V.  Si gnificance of the St udy  

The present  st udy mi ght  serve as an example for ot her st udi es.  It  may hel p t o 

understand t he issue of raci al  segregati on among peopl e all  over t he wor ld.  It  can al so be a 

reference for young generations who mi ght  not  be a ware of t his tragedy of hist ory.  Al l  i n all, 

the st udy sheds t he li ght on t he importance of t he Br own decisi on of 1954 i n fi ghti ng raci al 

segregati on i n t he American public schools and est ablishi ng more j ustice and raci al 
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equalizati on i n t he American soci et y as well.  This may hel p st udents to creat e an i dea or 

image about t he stat us of black Americans at that time.  

 

V.  Research Questi ons  

Br own v.  Board of Educati on 1954 represents a wat ershed i n bl ack Americans‟ hist ory. 

They struggl ed t o improve t heir educati onal  l evel and t heir i nferi or position i n t he Ameri can 

soci et y. The foll owi ng research questi ons are related t o t his study:  

 Ho w was t he st at us of bl ack Americans after Brown v.  Board of Education 

1954 decisi on? 

 To what  ext ent  t he Brown decisi on of 1954 contri buted i n changi ng t he 

sit uati on of black Americans educati on?  

 

VI.  Hypot heses  

The col ored race kept  t he desire t o gai n more ri ghts and raci al  equalit y i n t he Ameri can 

soci et y.  The Br own case still  regarded as a possibl e remedy t owar d raci al desegregati on.  So, 

the current st udy suggested t hat, 

 If t he Br own decisi on of 1954 was passed,  it‟s because of l ong bl ack Americans 

fought for racial equalit y and i ntegrati on.  

 If raci al  segregati on was prohi bited i n t he American public educati on,  it‟s because 

the maj or role of United St at es Supreme Court ruled for school desegregation.  

VII.  Li terat ure Revi ew    
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Aft er doi ng a l ot  of researches concerni ng t he topi c Br own v.  Board of Educati on 

1954,  we have found several  books,  articles and dissertati ons t ackli ng t he same issue,  but 

from different angl es and wit h vari ous views. These are t he followi ng examples:  

St arti ng wit h a dissertation made by Lynn T Brown (2004).   Brown v. Board of 

Education and School Desegregation: an Analysis of selected Litigation.  Accordi ng t o him 

Br own decisi on was consi dered as a monumental  decisi on decl ared by t he Unit ed St at es 

Supreme Court.  For him the Br own‟s case is seen as an evol uti on and transition from separat e 

public schools t owar d raci al  desegregati on and school  i nt egrati on.  Then,  he concentrat ed on 

the maj or fact ors and historical  events t hat  l ed t o the Br own decisi on.  In his opi ni on,  Br own v. 

Boar d of Educati on case offered t he promise and hope for  better educati onal  opport unities for 

bl ack chil dren.  

The second one is Tim Mc Neese (2007).  Hi s book known as:  Brown v. Board of 

Education: Integrating America’s schools.  McNeese spoke about  t he struggl e of t he col ored 

race i n achi evi ng raci al  desegregati on and school equalizati on.  Then,  he di scussed t he maj or 

events and circumstances t hat  l ed t o t he Br own decisi on of 1954.  Besi des,  he expl ai ned t he 

effect  and t he decisi on on t he American soci et y especi ally on public schools.  Br own v.  Boar d 

of Educati on affect ed t he United States politics more than effecti ng American race relati ons.    

Next,  Al onzo N Smit h (2001) i n his essay called:  Separate is not Equal: Brown v. 

Board of Education, Topeka,  Kansas.  He st ates that  t he Supreme Court  decisi on of May 17, 

1954 marked a wat ershed t owar d race rel ati ons in t he American hist ory.  As he menti ons t wo 

si des related t o t he bl ack‟s life.  The first  si de of soci al  system is based on raci al  i nferi orit y 

whil e t he ot her si de concentrates on t he soci ety struggli ng t o realize racial  equalizati on 

particul arl y equal educational access. 
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The l ast  one t o menti on is Derl ene Cl ark Hi ne (2005) i n his article titled as the briggs 

v.Ellliot Legacy: Black culture, consciousness, and Community before Brown 1930- 1954.  He 

states t hat  t he years between t he Emanci pati on and Br own v.  Board of educati on,  Bl ack 

Am eri cans struggl ed agai nst  t he unfair treatments i n educati on,  healt h care and economi c 

opport unities and t he poor conditi ons of bl ack Am eri can schools.  Then, he di scusses how 

bl ack American community react ed t o t he hostility of t he white sout herners.  

As we have already mentioned t he vari ous schol ars who dealt  wit h t he issue of raci al 

segregati on i n t he United St at es t hrough st udyi ng  Br own v.  Board of Educati on of  1954 

decisi on.  We believe t hat ,  t he issue is still  opened for furt her st udi es.  So,  our research t ackl es 

the same issue from ot her perspecti ve whi ch hi ghlights The Influence of the Brown Decision 

of 1954 on the American Education, the Case of Black Americans.  The current  st udy 

discusses t he importance of t he Br own decisi on i n changi ng bl ack Americans‟ sit uati on 

through shifti ng t owar d raci al  desegregati on.  It also,  concentrates on the i nfl uence of  t he 

decisi on i n t he American educati onal  syst em in particul ar and t he American soci et y i n 

general.  

 

VIII.  Li mitati on of the Work 

Thi s st udy attempts t o give a cl ear image about  an important  case of  t he t wenti et h 

cent ury whi ch is Br own vs.  Board of Educati on,  Topeka,  Kansas 1954.  Our  st udy 

concentrates on t he issue of unequal  educati onal opport unities and raci al segregati on i n t he 

Am eri can sout hern states particul arl y t he i nferior conditi ons of bl ack American school s 

duri ng t he 19
th

 cent ury.  Al so,  it  expl ores t he sit uation of t he bl ack communit y i n 1896 t hrough 

st udyi ng t he case of Pl essy v.  Fergusson under „separat e but  equal ‟ doctrine.  All  i n all,  t his 

research expl ai ns raci al  segregati on and soci al  i nequalit y t hat  covered bl ack Americans‟ life 
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after and before t he United St at es Supreme Court ‟s decisi on.  The latter i nfl uences t he 

Am eri can educati onal  syst em and shows how the sit uati on of bl ack Am eri cans‟ school 

attendance has shifted t hrough time. 

 

I X.  Met hodol ogy   

Si nce we are deali ng wi th hi st orical  events and general  facts about  past  and present 

sit uati on of bl ack Americans,  our st udy foll ows the hi st orical  and anal ytical  met hod.  In whi ch 

the research conduct ed is also based on quantitati ve approach t hrough presenti ng st atistics and 

di agrams about  how racial  segregati on has changed over time and showing t he average of 

bl ack Americans‟ school attendance.  In t his st udy,  we attempts t o i nt erpret  dat a collect ed 

about  raci al  i nequalit y i n t he American public educati on by gi vi ng a cl ear expl anati on about 

segregat ed schools.  In order t o understand more,  the st udy treats t he maj or event s of  Br own 

decisi on whi ch have occurred i n specific facts.  As a result,  we consi der t he chronol ogi cal 

order of past  events related t o t he struggl e of  bl ack Americans i n t he Unit ed St at es have t o be 

recorded and anal yzed i n term of their occurrence.   

The foll owi ng materials are used i n t his st udy:  Books and eBooks,  reliabl e articl es and 

magazi nes, dissertati ons st udi ed t he same issue, dat a gat hered from vari ous and credi bl e sites.  

 

 

 

X.  Struct ure of the Work  
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Thi s st udy is organi zed i nt o four chapt ers.  The first  chapt er is concerned wit h t he 

general  i ntroducti on whi ch cont ai ns t he mai n aspects of t he research proposal.  The second 

one shows t he era before t he brown decisi on of 1954 by t ackli ng t he issue of  race and 

inequalit y before t he decisi on and expl ai ni ng t he sit uati on of bl ack Americans educati on i n 

the ni netiet h cent ury under t he l egal  foundati on of segregat ed syst ems.  In t he t hird chapt er, 

the st udy deals wit h t he hi st orical  background of Br own vs.  Board of Educati on 1954 t hrough 

discussi ng t he pre- Br own era and how t he decision overt urned t he previ ous case of Pl essy vs. 

Fergusson.  Besi des,  it  demonstrates t he i nfl uence and rol e of t he United Stat es Supreme Court 

in achi evi ng equalit y and endi ng segregat ed public school s.  Concerni ng the l ast  chapt er,  t he 

st udy expl ai ns t he effects and si gnificance of t he Br own decisi on by showing its i nfl uence on 

the American public schools and Massi ve Resistance i n t he sout hern states.  It  also expl ores 

the maj or events t hat  appeared at  Little Rock Hi gh school  of 1957 and t he passage of t he Ci vil 

Ri ghts Act of 1964.  

 

 

 

        

 

 

 

 

 Introducti on 
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 Alt hough t he American soci et y set  under l aws whi ch are based on li bert y and val ues 

of  democracy,  racism and prej udi ce covered t he Am eri can soci et y particul arl y t hey shaped 

bl acks‟ life.  Indeed,  t he hi st ory of Unit ed St at es reflects t he struggl e of blacks i n est ablishi ng 

their l egal  ri ghts and equalit y t hrough fi ghti ng raci al  segregati on i n publ ic educati on and i n 

Am eri can soci et y i n general.  Raci al  segregati on and gender i nequalit y were among t he i ssues 

whi ch were practiced i n public schools duri ng t he 19
th 

cent ury.  For t hat  reason,  bl acks refused 

their positi on as bei ng i nferi or race and fought  t he restricted l egislati ons that  were passed at 

that  time as barriers to limit t heir abilities and ri ghts.  But  after the Ci vil  War and 

Reconstructi on Era,  t he sit uati on of bl ack Americans changed due t o ratificati on of  t he 

fourteen amendments in 1886.  So,  t he first  chapt er expl ores raci al i nequalities whi ch 

governed American societ y duri ng t he 19
th

 and t he begi nni ng of t he 20
th

 cent uri es by 

demonstrating t he sit uation of American educati on at  t hat  time.  Aft er t hat, t he chapt er shows 

how bl acks‟ life was duri ng t he reconstructi on era,  i n additi on t o t he case of Pl essy vs. 

Ferguson.  

 

2. 1 The Situati on of Bl ack Americans Educati on duri ng the 19
th 

cent ury  

At  t he earl y begi nni ng of America as a nati on,  t he United St at es t ook t he first  st eps i n 

establishi ng public school  syst em whi ch woul d offer educati onal  servi ces t o ever y person 

lived i n t he country.  The foll owi ng years of i ndependence,  Americans recogni zed t hat  it  was 

important  t o buil d an appropriate educati onal  syst em whi ch could hel p for furt her 

devel opment.  It  is because at  t hat  time Americans believed i n t he need of educati on.  So,  t hey 

creat ed t housand schools i n different  peri ods of time.  But  later on and wi t hi n t he issue of 

racial  segregati on t hat  obliged bl ack st udents t o attend separat ed schools,  Am eri can educati on 

took ot her dimensi ons ( Luedt ke 282).  
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Hi st oricall y,  t he struggl e of bl ack Americans began years ago specificall y when t hey 

were brought  as slaves from one hand and t o be regarded as i nferi or race wit hout  any ri ght 

from anot her hand.  At  that  time,  t hey wor ked as labor force for whites wi t hout  educati onal 

access because it  was forbi dden for t hose slaves t o be educat ed.  However,  some sl aves 

learned secretl y and i n anot her cases t hey were thought  by t heir masters. In 1863 Abraham 

Li ncol n si gned t he Emanci pati on Pr ocl amation that  made all  African American free slaves. 

Aft er t he end of t he American Ci vil  War i n 1861-1865 and wit hi n t he abol ishment  of sl avery 

that  was a si gnificant  event  duri ng t hat  time whi ch opened t he door t o ne w peri od for 

acquiri ng furt her ri ghts.  The bl ack communit y found t he chance and t he appropri ate occasi on 

to l ook directl y for educati onal  access ( Forte 570).  By1865,  about  10% of bl acks i n t he sout h 

gai ned some degree of literacy.   Aft er t hat,  t he new freed sl aves faced t he probl em of racism 

whi ch was prevalent issue t hat covered bl acks‟ life.  

It  is clearl y evi dent  t hat,  the sout hern states were based on l egal  segregat ed l aws whi ch 

restricted bl acks‟ ri ghts and t heir partici pati on i n Am eri can educati on compared t o t he whit e„s 

enrollment.  At  t he begi nni ng of t he cent ury bl ack Americans‟ educati on was very l ow and 

worst  until  t he Emanci pati on Pr ocl amati on was si gned.  Duri ng t hat  time, t he bl ack literacy 

rate was nearl y around 5% i n 1860s t hen i ncreased t o 40% i n 1890s and by 1910 it  was at 

70% ( That ai).  

In fact, black Americans‟ educati on wit nessed some ki nd of transformati ons after t he 

Ci vil War specificall y wi thi n the creati on of separat ed schools based on racial inequalit y i n 

the sout hern states, but at that time few schools were set for bl ack chil dren. Accor di ng t o t he 

census records and annual school district reports, the bl acks‟ enrollment i n Am eri can schools 

increased bet ween 1860s and 1870s for i nstance 24% for African American and 71% for 

whit es, till black Americans reached 77% compared t o 67% for whites during 1880s 

( Enomot o, Angus 42).  
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Alt hough t he harsh circumst ances and t he vari ous obst acl es made by t he sout herners, 

bl ack Americans kept  t he desire t o acquire knowledge and st udy.  Si nce,  it  has been beli eved 

that  educati on is t he only way t hat  coul d hel p t hem t o become more a ware and t o impr ove 

their sit uati on.  Aft er t he end of t he American Ci vil  War,  churches also played an import ant 

role i n bl acks‟ educati on whi ch contri buted t o t heir devel opment  i n one way or anot her.  For 

instance i n 1860s and 1870s nort hern churches built  many colleges and uni versities i n t he 

sout h.  Whi ch most  of t hese i nstit utions provi ded element ary and secondary educati on because 

at t hat time onl y few bl acks had t he opport unit y t o attend colleges and uni versities.  

 

2. 1. 1 Bl ack Ameri cans School Attendance   

Duri ng t he ni net eent h cent ury,  American publ ic schools wit nessed a si gnificant 

establishment.  At  t he begi nni ng,  it  was set  i n t he Nort h but  after t he Ci vil War and foll owed 

the Reconstructi on Era t his school  shifted t o t he sout h.  It  was cl early underst ood t hat 

Am eri can educati on faced vari ous challenges and passed t hrough several  transformati ons.  The 

questi on was seen duri ng t he ni net eent h cent ury i n whi ch American public school  formed 

restricted l aws and harsh i nstructi ons agai nst  bl ack communit y.  At  t hat  time,  t he sout herners 

feared t he sit uati on of blacks because t hey gai ned t heir freedom and t his might  l ead for aski ng 

more rights whi ch woul d gi ve them power while the whit es will lose t heir control.  

In fact,  raci al  segregati on st arted t o wor k i n American soci et y,  i n whi ch the sout hern 

states and l ocal  government  deci ded t o limit bl acks‟ freedom.  They st arted to pass legislati ons 

in order t o st and agai nst bl acks‟ expansi on from acquiri ng furt her ri ghts. As well,  t hey set 

separat ed schools based on race whi ch discriminat ed white st udents from bl ack ones.  For 

exampl e,  t he bl ack schools were operat ed on discrimi nat ory basis and most  of t he sout hern 

cl asses were t aught  by singl e t eacher who also got less payment  compared t o white teachers. 
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So,  raci al  segregati on and i nequalit y shaped t he Am eri can public schools and it  was vari ed 

bet ween t he sout hern states and t he rest of the nation.  

In additi on,  Bl ack Americans attended separated schools based on race wi t h unequal 

conditi ons,  access and facilities.  In fact,  t hey were recei ved fewer programs,  resources and 

less qualified t eachers,  as well  t he curricul a was restricted compared t o whit e st udent s.  For 

instance,  bl ack schools were provi ded by l ower qualit y curricul a and t hey were not  exposed t o 

equal  opport unities.  Al so,  white schools were more t han t wi ce offered educati onal  facilities 

compared t o bl acks‟ one.  Indeed,  it  was a policy set  by American st ates t o limit bl acks‟ ri ghts 

and advancement  i n order t o keep t hem under control  of t he l aw and whites as well  (Walter 

35).  Moreover,  t he geography and t he distri buti on of schools were unequal.  This means t he 

locati on of American schools were different  between races,  i n whi ch black school s were 

disadvant ages compared t o whit es‟ school.  Even t he organi zati on of schools was based on 

race ( Casey).  As a result,  bl ack chil dren wit h t heir et hni c and raci al  background attended 

poorer schools due t o separat ed syst em.  So t hat,  t he disparities among American school 

performance were evi dent duri ng t hat peri od.  

Despite t he i nj ustices and raci al  segregati on,  some Americans schools succeeded i n 

provi di ng educati onal  basic t o bl ack chil dren.  The foll owi ng examples represent  some of 

these schools such as Wilberforce Uni versit y t hat  construct ed i n 1856.  It  was t he first  coll ege 

to be managed by African American and partici pat ed i n t he Unit ed Negro Coll ege Fund 

whi ch provi ded educati on and t eachers t o bl ack communit y.  Al so,  Jacksonville School  was 

established i n 1895 by Jacksonville Lodge whi ch aimed t o t each bl ack chil dren.  Anderson 

Count y was African American school  built  after the Ci vil  War whi ch contai ned 76 st udent s 

wi t h one teacher (Jenki ns 2).  
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 The foll owi ng years of t he Ci vil  War,  nearl y four million of African Americans gai ned 

their freedom.  The United St at es congress est ablished t he Bureau of Refugees,  Freedmen,  and 

Abandoned Lands,  also called t he Freedmen‟s Bureau i n 1865.  It  was creat ed t o hel p t hose 

ne wl y freed men and women t o acquire t heir ri ghts and t o be regarded as citizens.  Indeed,  t he 

bureau was gi ven vari ous responsi bilities t o serve and prot ect  t his communit y whi ch al so 

attempted t o make sure that  t he former slaves recei ved t heir soci al  ri ghts.  Si nce t he ne w freed 

slaves had t he desire t o study,  t hey want ed t o l earn how t o read and write in order t o achi eve 

their aims.  

Besi des,  t he maj or success was wit nessed i n t he educati onal  wit h milli ons and 

thousands of bl ack Americans advanced from new schools‟ est ablishment.  The Freedmen‟s 

Bureau opened t hose ne w schools under t he name of “Freedmen schools”,  but  raci al 

separati on and school  segregati on were still  practiced.  In 1866,  t he Freedmen‟s Bureau set  $ 

500, 000 for educati on,  and by 1869 t he bureau founded 3, 000 schools wi th 150, 000 st udent s. 

Ho wever i n 1870,  t he black communit y also contri but ed wit h $ 1 million t o educat e t heir 

chil dren.  In additi on t o that,  several  colleges were creat ed by nort hern religi ous bodi es and 

organi zati ons whi ch cooperat ed wit h t he Freedmen‟s Bureau.  They est ablished hundred of 

schools,  i nstit utions,  colleges and uni versities such as i n Savannah and Ne w Orl eans.  By 

1865,  bl ack mi nisters established t he Savannah Educati onal  Associ ation wit h $ 1, 000 

empl oyi ng 15 bl ack teachers wit h 600 st udents‟ enrollment (“The Meani ng of Freedom”).  

It  is cl earl y stated t hat,  many American schools were established t o encourage t he 

col ored race i n improving t heir soci al,  l egal, educati onal  sit uati on.  It  was due t o t he 

Freedmen‟s Bureau support  wit hi n t he cooperation of ot her i nstit utions.  But  i n fact, 

segregat ed schools were in use in t he United St ates duri ng t he 19
th
 cent ury.  
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The foll owi ng examples represent ed Bl ack American schools at  t hat  time:  Li ncol n 

Uni versit y of Pennsyl vani a was est ablished i n 1854.  It  was r egarded as t he ol dest  Bl ack 

uni versit y and t he first  instit ution founded t o provi de a hi gher education i n t he arts and 

sciences for bl ack yout h. In t he same year Ashman i nstit ute established and was t he first 

school  of hi gher learni ng for young bl ack men lat er on changed t o Li ncoln Uni versit y under 

the presi dent  Abraham Li ncol n.  Wil berforce Universit y was t he first  bl ack school  of hi gher 

learni ng managed by bl ack American and est ablished by African Met hodist Episcopal  church 

in 1856.  Al so,  Paul  Laurence Hi gh school  is a public secondary school  i n Washi ngt on D,  C.  It 

was called Preparat ory Hi gh School  for Col ored Yout h whi ch was t he first  hi gh school  for 

bl ack st udents t hat founded i n 1870 (“Milest ones in African American Educati on”).  

 

     Fi gure 1: Mean Years of schooli ng: Mal es, U. S Average  

Source: Margo, Robert A. Race and Schooling in the South 1880-1950: An Economic History. 

P. 11.  
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It  is cl earl y demonstrated t hat,  school  years between whites and bl ack st udent s are 

different  over cent uries.  The average of bl ack st udents‟ attendance i n el ementary school s was 

very l ow duri ng t he ni neteent h and earl y t wentiet h cent ury compared t o white ones.  However, 

bet ween t he 1900 and 1933 school  attendance i ncreased among t he t wo r aces but  wit h sl ower 

growt h concerni ng bl ack st udents.  The reason behi nd school  year differences among whit e 

and col ored race was related t o t he system used by the sout hern states at that time.  

 

 

2. 2 The Reconstructi on Era  

Aft er t he end of t he Ci vil War i n 1865,  t he United St ates marked t he begi nni ng of  ne w 

era t owar d raci al  equality.  It  was t he era t hat  shaped bl acks‟ life wit hi n t he American soci et y 

whi ch was called t he “Reconstructi on Era”.  In fact,  t he foll owi ng years of t he war consi dered 

as t he peri od of rebuil ding and reformi ng t he American soci et y bet ween 1865 and 1877.  It 

was t he time where t he Negr oes st arted t o cel ebrat e t heir freedom and gain t heir ci vil  ri ghts i n 

the country.  At  t hat  time,  t he American government  concentrated on how t o deal  wit h t he 

issue of l egal  stat us of millions former slaves. As a reacti on,  t he congress added t hree 

amendments t o t he constitution whi ch aimed t o establish more ri ghts for ne w freed sl aves i n 

order t o obt ai n t heir full citizenshi p.  The t hirteent h Amendment  grant ed t he abolishment  of 

slavery,  t he fourteent h Amendment  provi ded equal  prot ecti on and citizenshi p t o every person 

born or nat uralized i n America and t he fifteent h Am endment  guarant eed the ri ght  t o vot e for 

bl ack male ( Hoffberg). 

For a l ong time,  bl ack Americans were badl y treat ed even after getti ng t heir freedom 

as former slaves.  The white communit y t ook actions t o limit  t heir li berty t hrough passi ng 

legal  discriminat ory l egislati ons.  They put  restricted syst ems and ne w r ules i n order t o keep 
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bl acks out  of t he American soci et y.  These separat ed l aws and syst ems were gi ven vari ous 

names as t hey varied from one st ate t o anot her.  So,  bl ack Americans were prohi bited t he 

equal enj oyment of public accommodati ons, facilities, and states‟ pri vileges as whites di d.  

Al t hough t he Ci vil  War ended,  t he t ensi on among American races continued i n t he 

foll owi ng years.  Raci al  segregati on di d not  st op and bl acks were subj ected under t he whit e 

supremacy.  As a response t o t he t hirteent h Amendment,  most  of southern st ates passed 

segregat ed policies whi ch prohi bited t he col ored race t heir l egal  ri ghts such as t he ri ght  t o 

vot e as well  t hey were not  all owed t o defend t hemsel ves if t hey were attacked by t he whit es. 

Additi onall y,  t hey have no ri ghts t o own l and or any propert y.  They coul d not  wor k except  for 

agricult ural servi ces ( Gomez, Nei za 11).  

As a result,  bl ack Americans were li vi ng under poor and severe conditions due t o 

racial  syst ems as t hey were i gnored from t he educati onal  servi ces.  They were also confronti ng 

seri ous probl em of raci al segregati on under t hose l aws.  Bl ack Codes and Jim Cr ow La ws 

were among t he sout herners‟ apart hei d policies i n additi on t o ot her white group oppositi ons.  

 

2. 2. 1 Bl ack Codes  

In fact,  American sout hern st ates feared bl ack‟s positi on because t hey became no more 

slaves and i gnored after t he war.  They gai ned their freedom and t his might  l ead for aski ng 

about  more ri ghts whi ch woul d gi ve t hem power.  Ho wever,  t he white sout herners were 

anxi ous t o t he possi bility of  l osi ng control  over the bl ack communit y.  So,  t hey used l aws i n 

order t o achi eve t heir objecti ves and t o preserve t heir supremacy as well.  

In 1865,  t he sout hern legislat ures passed vari ous l aws known as t he Bl ack Codes 

whi ch separat ed bl ack from whit e popul ations and severel y limited t heir ri ghts.  Those Code 
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laws controlled all  aspects of bl acks‟ life,  whi ch depri ved t hem t he freedom t hat  t hey had won 

or expect ed t o li ve after the end of Ci vil  War.  As a result,  t he sout herners creat ed t hese Codes 

as a way of economic and soci al  domi nati on of blacks‟ li bert y.  They wanted t o enforce t heir 

supremacy and superi ority t hrough imposi ng restricted l aws t hat  limited blacks‟ partici pati on 

in t he political and soci al life wit hi n the American soci et y (“Bl ack Codes”).  

The sout hern l egislat ors enforced Bl ack Codes t o regul ate ci vil  and l egal  rights such as 

marriage,  l and propert y and j obs t hat  l eft  bl ack Am eri cans wit hout  freedom t o choose or  t o 

act.  Everyt hi ng rel ated t o bl ack‟s life was regul ated by t he government  under sever Codes and 

syst ems.  They believed that  t he freedmen shoul d onl y wor k on agri cult ural servi ces or ot her 

lower j obs.  At  t hat  time, bl ack Americans were subj ect ed by whites under unfair treatments 

and harsh conventi ons.  The first  bl ack Codes applied i n Mississi ppi  and Sout h Car oli na 

duri ng 1865,  and t he l aws were varied from one state t o anot her but  all  of them had t he same 

aims.  Indeed,  t he Bl ack Codes were applied i n the Mississi ppi  were so harsh and restricted 

compared t o t hose Codes applied i n Sout h Carolina.  Duri ng t hat  peri od,  bl ack Am eri cans 

were prohi bited from enteri ng ot her t owns wit hout  permissi on.  For i nstance,  i n Opel ousas, 

Loui siana bl ack peopl e shoul d have t he permission from t heir empl oyer t o ent er t he t own. 

Al so,  i n some l ocal  parts of Louisiana,  it  was impossi bl e for t he bl ack communit y t o li ve 

wi t hi n t he t owns or cities.  In additi on t o t hese restricted regul ati ons,  t here were many severe 

Codes t o limit bl ack‟s libert y such as vagrancy.  This meant  t hat,  if a black person found 

wit hout  j ob or any permanent  resi dence,  he would be directl y arrested for vagrancy and he 

coul d be imprisoned at hard labor (“The Sout hern Bl ack Codes of 1865-66”).  

Furt hermore,  Bl ack Codes were j ust  passed i n order t o keep bot h white and bl ack 

Am eri cans separat ed i n all  public facilities and ot her i nstit utions.  The whit e sout herners 

aimed t o keep t he col ored race at  l ow sit uati on t hrough imposi ng segregated rul es and 

preventi ng t heir contri bution i n t he soci al life as any ot her American citizens.  
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All  i n all,  t he freedmen‟s Bureau opposed t hese segregat ed l aws and declared t hem 

invali d by hel pi ng t he black communit y t o acquire more ri ghts.  Those Bl ack Codes became 

no more effecti ve especi ally i n t he Mississi ppi and Sout h Caroli na.  Al so,  t he congress 

responded t o t hese l aws in 1866 t hrough i ntroducing ne w conventi ons and syst ems regardl ess 

race whi ch gave and secured more ri ghts t o bl ack citizens.  The Ci vil  Ri ghts Act  1866 and t he 

ratificati on of t he fourt eent h Amendment  prot ected bl acks‟ ri ghts under equal  prot ecti on of 

the l aw.  Duri ng t he 1868,  t he maj orit y of sout hern st ates cancel ed t he rest  of discrimi nat ed 

Bl ack Code laws (Fay).  

 

2. 2. 2 Jim Crow Laws  

 Thr oughout  time,  t he white sout herners tried t o control  bl acks‟ freedom by imposi ng 

those severe Codes.  In fact,  most  of American southern st ates i nt erpreted t he 14
th

 Amendment 

and t he Ci vil  Ri ghts Act  1866 as a way t o accept  “separat e but  equal ” treatment  among races. 

Thi s led t o t he creati on of  anot her form of raci al segregati on after t he Reconstructi on Era i n 

1877 known as “Jim Crow La ws”.  

 First  of all,  Jim Cr ow was a name gi ven by t he famous act or Thomas Dartmout h t o 

“ Daddy” Ri ce.  It  was a whit e mi nstrel  show performer duri ng t he 19
th

 century.   Whi ch one of 

hi s show,  he pl ayed a charact er of bl ack person by bl ackeni ng his face and hands wit h 

makeup and danci ng at  the same time si ngi ng t he song “Jump Jim Cr ow”.  Ho wever i n 1950s, 

the Jim Cr ow charact er became well  known performance i n t he United Stat es t hat  referred t o 

bl ack i nferi orit y at  t hat  time.  By t he end of t he nineteent h cent ury,  t he t erm used t o descri be 

the severe practices of raci al  segregati on and portrayed all  sorts of bl acks‟ i nferi orit y wit hi n 

the American soci et y.  All i n all,  Jim Cr ow La ws conti nued t o be l egal  laws of t he whit e 

sout herners for decades (“Jim Crow i n America” 2).  
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Secondl y,  Jim Cr ow was often used t o descri be series of segregated l aws,  rul es and 

ot her conventi ons t hroughout  t he end of t he Reconstructi on Era till  t he mid 1960s.  The t erm 

adopt ed by t he maj orit y of  sout hern st ates after most  bl ack codes were repeal ed.  Indeed,  t he 

Jim Cr ow era marked l egal  separati on bet ween black and white peopl e i n all  public facilities. 

Ho wever,  t he t wo races were t ot all y treated i n different  ways.   Those l aws were imposed by 

the white sout herners i n order t o mai nt ai n t heir superi orit y over bl ack peopl e and t o keep 

them i n t he second cl ass positi on.  It  was a harsh syst em whi ch domi nated t he bl ack 

communit y t hroughout  most  sout hern st ates i n order t o keep t hem under control.  So,  bl ack 

Am eri cans were oppressed and deni ed from t heir legal  ri ghts and t hey were li vi ng under 

restricted and segregat ed laws (“The Trut h about Jim Crow” 3). 

In fact,  t he white sout herners cl aimed t hat  t hose laws provi ded equal  treatment  under 

“separat e but  equal” accommodati ons for bot h races.  Ho wever,  t he era witnessed severe raci al 

segregati on among bl ack citizens under legal  separated l aws.  They were treat ed as subhuman 

under t he whit e supremacy.  The Jim Cr ow l aws act ed agai nst  bl ack Americans‟ human ri ghts 

and were dehumani zi ng their freedom.  These l aws t hreat ened bl acks‟ life from educati onal 

inequalities t o healt h care wit h bad qualities,  and from t heir l egal  sit uati on guarant eed by t he 

Am eri can constit ution t o the unequal treatment t hey faced i n all public facilities.  

Duri ng t he 1880s and t hroughout  t he 1960s,  most  of sout hern states enforced raci al 

segregati on.  They aimed t o keep bl ack Americans i n t he positi on of humiliati on whi ch t hey 

had suffered before as slaves.   It  was forbi dden for bl acks t o use t he same public facilities 

whi ch were used by white peopl e.  For i nstance i n Al abama,  all  passenger stati ons operat ed by 

separat ed waiti ng rooms and separate ticket  wi ndows.  In Ari zona,  it  was illegal  for any whit e 

to marry wit h a Negr o.  Al so,  Fl ori da prohi bited i nt ermarriage bet ween whit e person and 

Negr o descent ( Rodri gues).  
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In additi on t o Fl ori da,  Arizona,  Georgi a,  Mississippi  and Maryland i nt ermarriage was 

forbi dden,  and t he southerners consi dered it  illegal  bet ween white and bl ack citizens. 

Concerni ng educati on,  many st ates li ke Fl ori da, t axes and Mississi ppi  established separat ed 

schools wit h unequal  conditi ons and educati onal  opport unities for both races.  In or der t o 

avoi d any ki nd of race i ntegration bet ween white and bl ack citizens,  t he sout hern st at es woul d 

punish and arrest  any person who opposed t he l aw and woul d be consi dered as a guilt y.  As a 

result,  t he Jim Cr ow era marked huge disparities in t he United St ates due to raci al  segregat ed 

laws.  

 

2. 2. 3 The Ku Kl ux Kl an   

Thr oughout  time,  bl ack Am eri cans conti nued t o face racism and oppositions i n t he 

Am eri can soci et y.  The Ku Kl ux Kl an ( KKK)  was among t hese oppositi ons and 

confront ati ons.  It  was a name gi ven t o vari ous organi zati ons i n t he United St at es whi ch 

advocat ed and support ed t he “ white supremacy”.  Their mai n obj ecti ve was t o keep t he bl ack 

communit y “under control ”.  At  t hat  time,  t he sout hern st ates wit nessed a number of t hese 

racist  groups t hat  emerged after t he Ci vil  War.  These organi zati ons used viol ence and t errorist 

acti ons because t he members of Ku Kl ux Kl an opposed bl acks‟ freedom as t hey refused t o be 

equal  li ke t hem; whi ch meant  no equal  treatment among t he t wo races.   For exampl e,  t hey 

raped,  murdered and burned bl ack houses i n additi on t o churches and schools.  Al so,  t hey 

killed bl acks by hangi ng t hem and t ort uri ng t hem by usi ng vi ol ent  methods.  That  peri od 

marked a ki nd of t error and vi ol ence agai nst  t he bl ack communit y.  In fact,  t he begi nni ng of 

the organi zati on‟s emergence,  t he Ku Kl ux Kl an members were very strong and powerful.  But 

in t he earl y begi nni ng of 1870s,  t he congress tried t o defeat  t hese secret  organi zati ons and t he 

bl ack communit y was no longer afrai d of t heir terror acti ons ( Tims 88-89). 
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It  is cl earl y ill ustrated that,  t he Ku Kl ux Kl an‟s members reject ed t he idea of raci al 

equalizati on among American races.  In fact, t hey want ed t o preserve t heir power  and 

superi orit y over t he nation t hrough usi ng illegal  and secret  means.  Their central  aim was t o 

prevent t he Negroes from acquiri ng t heir ri ghts and t o keep t hem inferi or and humiliated.  

Despite everyt hi ng,  bl ack of all  ages kept  t he desire t o be educat ed.  At  t hat  time, 

several  establishments were set  such as buil di ng ne w schools and uni versities.  By 1861 Mary 

Peake was a free bl ack woman opened a school  i n Hampt on,  Virgi ni a and Charl otte Fort en 

was also bl ack women who opened Pen School  on St.  Hel ena‟s Island.  As a result  138 bl ack 

chil dren were enrolled and 58 adults.  However i n 1863,  approximatel y 1, 700 st udents wit h 45 

teachers were at  30 schools i n Sout h Car oli na.  By t he end of 1865,  nearly 90, 000 freedmen 

were enrolled i n American public schools.  The Department  of Educati on devel oped t o support 

and hel p schools such as: Howar d Uni versit y established i n Washi ngt on D. C.  for bl ack yout h 

in 1867.  Besi des,  many colleges were founded such as Hampt on Normal  and Agri cult ural 

Instit ute i n 1868 (“The Meani ng of Freedom” 298).  

As a reacti on t o t hose segregated l aws and bl acks‟ oppositi ons,  most  Afri can 

Am erican l eaders emerged li ke Booker T.  Washingt on and W. E. B.  Du Bois whom made a l ot 

of  efforts t o fi ght  raci al  segregati on at  t hat  time and t hey hel ped t he bl ack popul ati on t o gai n 

their ci vil  ri ghts.  The first  one t o menti on is Booker T.  Washi ngt on who was t he l eader of 

Bl ack Tuskegee Instit ute i n Al abama duri ng 1890s.  He also believed t hat African Ameri can 

shoul d l earn how t o read and write as he supported many bl ack colleges and hi gh school s i n 

the country.  The second is W. E. B.  Du Boi s who was a l eader of African Am eri can gr oup and 

he was an important  fi gure at  t hat  time.  Du Boi s played an important  rol e in t he foundati on of 

NAACP who sai d “t he first  great  mass movement for public educati on at  the expense of  t he 

state, in t he sout h, came from Negroes” ( Cl ark 7).  
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2. 3 Bl ack Ameri cans duri ng the progressi ve era 

The progressi ve era referred t o t he peri od of soci al,  economic and political reforms i n 

the American soci et y t hat emerged from t he 1890s t o t he 1920s.  The peri od bet ween t he l at e 

of t he ni net eent h and t he earl y t wentiet h cent ury represent ed Americans‟ race relati ons whi ch 

bl acks were t ot all y i gnored i n t he Unit ed St at es.   At  t hat  time,  bl ack Americans confront ed t he 

issue of racism i n t he form of legal  segregati on i n all  public facilities particul arl y i n t he 

educati onal  si de wit h unequal  access and opport unities.  They want ed t o break t he st ereot ype 

belief and image of whit e supremacy and bl ack i nferi orit y.  

In fact,  raci al  i nequalit y was worst  i n t he sout h where t he maj orit y of bl ack Ameri cans 

were li vi ng under racist  soci al  order.  They were submitted t o li ve as t hird cl ass citizens si nce 

they were not  consi dered as human bei ngs.  For that  reasons,  bl acks protested agai nst  l egal 

segregati on and discriminat ory l aws t hat  were passed by t he sout hern states.   As a reacti on t o 

the i nj ustices and racist order enforced by t he sout hern st ates,  bl ack Americans reformist 

fought t o secure more Blacks‟ ri ghts i n t he American soci et y.  

Moreover,  t hose reformers
 
wor ked t o improve black Americans‟ public educati on at 

all  levels.  Al so,  t hey tried t o fi ght  and eliminate segregat ed l egal  syst ems t hat  were imposed 

by t he white sout herners duri ng t hat  era.  For i nstance,  Philant hropist  John.  D,  Rockefeller 

gave more t han $ 53 million t o educati on duri ng the years of 1902 t o 1909 in order t o improve 

public schools‟ conditi ons i n t he sout h ( Cashman 128).  

In 1860,  nearl y 1,  4 million of bl ack American chil dren under t he age of t en were 

livi ng i n t he United St ates and t he maj orit y of t hem di d not  attend schools.  At  t hat  time,  t he 
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enrollment  of whit e st udents was 55% whereas blacks‟ enrollment  was nearl y 2% t o 5%.  But 

ne w est ablishments emerged for bl ack Americans educati on wit h t he support  of t he 

Freedmen‟s bureau,  more t han 4, 000 schools wit h 9, 300 t eachers‟ empl oyment  and 

approximatel y 250, 000 st udents‟ attendance.   By 1870,  about  one-fourth of school  age of 

bl ack chil dren attended public schools ( Cl ark 10). 

Furt hermore,  t he progressi ve era marked a dramatic progress i n t he number of 

Am eri can schools and students access wit h educati onal  enrollment  ext ended from t he 1890s 

to 1930s.   Thr oughout  t he 1900,  t he average l ength of school  was 112 days,  however i n 1920 

increased t o 145 days.  The begi nni ng of 1912,  Julius Rosenwal d gave fi nanci al  support  more 

than 5, 300 bl ack chil dren schools‟ buil di ng specificall y i n rural  areas of Sout h Ameri ca 

( Zai nal di n, Inscoe). 

Consequentl y,  t he progressi ve movement  hel ped t he bl ack communit y t o improve 

their soci al  conditi ons due t o vari ous establishments especi all y i n t he educational  fiel d.  It  was 

regarded as an important  peri od i n bl ack American‟s life because it brought  si gnificant 

changes and vari ous transformations in t he American soci et y especi all y at the l ocal level.  

 

2. 4 Pl essy v. Ferguson  

 Al t hough t he United St ates congress i ntroduced three Amendments t o t he constit uti on 

to prot ect  bl acks‟ citizenshi p,  raci al  segregati on conti nued t o govern t heir life i n many parts of 

the country.  At  t hat  time, t he white sout herners imposed discriminati on i n form of l egal  l aws 

under „separat e but  equal‟ treatment  t hat  kept  white Americans separat ed from col ored race. 

In fact,  Louisiana was among t hese sout hern states t hat  applied segregat ed l aws i n all  publi c 

accommodati ons.  Duri ng t he 1890s,  Louisiana st ate l egislat ors passed Separate Car Act  whi ch 

consisted of:  
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All rail way compani es carryi ng passengers i n t heir coaches in t his 

St at es shall provi de equal but separate Accommodati ons for white, 

and col ored race, by providi ng t wo or more passenger coaches for 

each trai n. No person or persons shall be permitted t o occupy seats i n 

coaches, ot her t han t he ones assi gned t o t hem, on account of t he race 

they bel ong t o. (McNesse, ”Pl essy v. Fergusson ” 9)  

  

Accor di ng t o Mc Neece, Louisiana st ates enforced l egal  segregati on l aws t hat 

separat ed whit e from black Americans.  It  was forbi dden for t he bl acks t o use t he same 

accommodati ons t hat  were used by whites.  This meant  t hat,  t he st ate appl ied t hose separat ed 

laws i n order t o avoi d any ki nd of raci al  i nt egrati on.  Al so,  anyone who woul d oppose t he l aw, 

he will  be arrested and punished $ 25 fi ne or 20 days i n prison.  For t hat  reason,  t he bl ack 

communit y believed t hat those laws were unfair and agai nst the human ri ghts.  

In 1892,  an African American citizen called Homer Pl essy who was t hirty years ol d. 

Pl essy was of mi xed descents because he was seven ei ght hs white and one ei ght  bl ack.  But 

Loui siana state laws consi dered him as bl ack.  He deci ded t o challenge Loui siana l aws t hat 

required separate trai n cars for bot h races.  So,  he bought  a first  cl ass ticket  on t he East 

Loui siana Rail way,  from Ne w Orl eans t o Covi ngton.  Then,  he t ook a seat for „ whit e onl y‟ 

cars.  The conduct or who checks t he passengers ordered Pl essy t o move t o bl ack cars,  but  he 

refused t o obey him.  As a result  of  his acti on,  he arrested for opposi ng t he l aw.  Indeed,  he and 

ot her bl acks believed t hat t hose l aws applied i n Louisiana were illegal  and vi ol ated t he „equal 

prot ecti on‟ whi ch guarant eed by t he Fourteent h Amendment  of t he constit ution and st at ed 

that:  

Al l  persons born or nat uralized i n t he Unit ed St ates,  and subj ect  t o t he 

jurisdi ction t hereof,  are citizens of t he Unit ed Stat es and of t he st at e 
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wherei n t hey resi de.  No state shall  make or enforce any l aw whi ch 

shall  abri dge t he pri vileges or immunities of citizens of t he Unit ed 

St at es;  nor shall  any stat e depri ve any person of life,  li bert y,  nor 

propert y,  wit hout  due process of l aw;  nor deny to any person wit hi n 

its jurisdi ction t he equal prot ecti on of t he laws. ( Lauder 104)  

  It  is cl ear t hat,  t he Fourteent h Amendment  provi ded equal  prot ecti on under t he 

Am erican constit ution.  It also affirms t he prot ection of Bl acks‟ citizenship i n all  st at es.  By 

this,  t he Amendment  secures more ri ghts t o every person is li vi ng i n t he United St at es.  In 

additi on t he quot ati on stat es t hat,  it  is forbi dden for any American st ates to depri ve peopl e‟s 

legal ri ghts. 

 Ho wever, the j ustice Henry Billi ngs Brown wit h the maj orit y opi ni ons i nterpreted t he 

Fourt een Amendment i n anot her meani ng and t hey stated t hat:  

 The obj ect of t he ]Fourteent h[ Amendment was undoubt edl y t o 

enforce t he absol ut e equality of t he t wo races before t he law, but i n 

the nat ure of t hi ngs it coul d not have been i ntended t o abolish 

di sti ncti ons based upon col or, or t o enforce soci al, as disti nguished 

from political, equalit y, or a commi ngli ng of t wo races upon terms 

unsatisfact ory t o eit her… (“Pl essy v. Ferguson” 1) 

 It  is cl earl y evi dent  t hat,  the j ustice Br own and t he ot her court  j ustices argue t o impose 

segregati on among whit e and bl ack popul ati ons because t hey consi der t he col ored peopl e as 

an i nferi or race.  For t hat  reason,  t he t wo races shoul d acquire separat e publ ic accommodati ons 

wi t h equal treatment. 

 Homer Pl essy was one of ten million vi ctims of raci al  discriminati on.  He was accused 

and he l ost  his case.  Later on,  Pl essy‟s case rose t o t he Supreme Court  of t he United St at es. 
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Duri ng t he trial  court,  t he j ustice John H.  Ferguson accused Pl essy for viol ati ng t he l aw and 

he regarded his acti on as a challenge t o t he separate but  equal  accommodations (“Summary of 

Pl essy v Ferguson (1896)”).   

In 1896,  t he United St ates Supreme Court  decl ared t hat  Louisiana Act  of 1890 whi ch 

stated „all  rail way compani es were t o provi de equal  but  separat e accommodati ons for whit e 

and col ored race‟ di d not  vi ol ate t he Fourteent h Amendment.  He also rul ed t hat  Loui si ana 

St at e had t he ri ght  t o require „separate but  equal‟ railroad cars for white and non- whit e.  In 

additi on,  t he j udge John H.  Ferguson rul ed agai nst Pl essy‟s acti on i n opposi ng Loui si ana l aw 

and t he Supreme Court decl ared „separat e but equal ‟ doctri ne as t he law of the land (Fry 4).  

Accor di ng t o t he court,  „separat e but  equal ‟ doctrine was regarded as t he appropri at e 

way t o prot ect  t he soci al prej udi ces and American citizens at  t hat  time.  But  i n fact,  bl acks 

were sufferi ng i n t heir practical  life because all  public facilities were not  equal  and t hey were 

obli ged t o use t hose who were i nferi or i nstitutions.  For i nstance,  black school s were 

di sadvant aged and crowded compared t o whi te ones.  So,  t he decision meant  t hat  t he 

government  officiall y accept ed raci al  segregation as l egal  and t he era wit nessed l egal 

segregati on among white and bl ack communities. 

In 1899 and after Pl essy‟s case,  t he United St at es Supreme Court  ext ended t he 

„separat e but  equal ‟ doctri ne t o t he American public educati on.  So,  bl ack Ameri cans 

conti nued t o face raci al i nequalities and soci al i nj ustices until  t hey reached t he Br own 

decisi on of 1954.   The latter woul d bri ng a si gnificance change t owar d bl acks‟ educati onal 

positi on as it might gi ve them racial equalit y whi ch t hey hoped for a l ong time.  
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Concl usi on  

 Aft er t he end of t he American Ci vil  War,  t he sout hern st ates wit nessed a soci al  and 

legal  syst em t hat  separated t he white communit y from non- whit es i n all  public facilities at  t he 

expense of bl ack li berties and ri ghts.  The whit e sout herners st ood as an obst acl e for bl acks‟ 

freedom i n order t o preserve t heir supremacy over t he nati on.  For a l ong peri od of time,  t he 

Negr oes were l ooki ng for raci al  equalit y and hoping for better conditi ons specificall y i n t he 

Am eri can public schools.  They struggl ed t o fi nd pl ace i n t he American soci et y because t hey 

were vi ctims of raci al  segregat ed l aws.  Despite the fact,  t he constit ution guarant eed bl acks 

freedom,  ri ghts and citizenshi p t hroughout  t he 13
th
,  14

th
 and,  15

th 
amendments,  raci al 

segregati on conti nued t o cover t heir li ves.  Indeed, t he case of Pl essy vs.  Ferguson support ed 

legal  foundati on of segregati on among American citizens t hat  was based on race.  All  i n all, 

the ni netiet h cent ury marked t he era of soci al  i njustices and i nequalities towar d bl acks‟ life. 

The l atter kept  t he dream of acquiri ng more ci vil ri ghts and equal  educational  access i n t he 

Unit ed St ates,  t hrough various cases raised by bl acks i n order t o challenge those separat ed and 

unfair l aws.  One of t he most  important  cases which challenged t he constitutionalit y of raci al 

segregati on was Br own v.  Board of Educati on Topeka,  Kansas 1954 wi t h t he ot her four 

consoli dat ed cases. 
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Introducti on 

 The peri od bet ween 1890s and 1950s,  American soci et y faced l egal  segregati on based 

on race.  At  t hat  time,  „separat e but  equal ‟ doctrine shaped all  aspect  of bl acks‟ life by 

mai ntai ni ng raci al  separation i n all  public accommodati ons.  For many years,  t he i nstit uti ons 

of l egal  discriminati on and soci al  i nj ustices made bl ack Americans at  t he lower positi on and 

less disadvant aged particul arl y i n public schools.  In fact,  t he Negr oes or t he col ored race were 

hopi ng for equalit y and better educati onal  opportunities si nce t hey were deni ed from t heir 

mi nimum ri ghts compared t o whit e Americans.  Over cent uries,  t hey struggl ed t o improve 

their educati onal  l evel  and t o achi eve equal  opportunities as whites di d.  Their mai n obj ecti ves 

were direct ed t owar d desegregati on and equalization of American public educati on.  The t hird 

chapt er discusses t he pre- Brown era and t he most efforts of t he NAACP in defendi ng bl acks‟ 

ri ghts i n t he Unit ed St ates by showi ng its rol e i n prohi biti ng raci al  prej udices.  Aft er t hat,  t he 

chapt er presents t he historical  background of Brown v.  Board of Education 1954 wit hi n t he 

ot her four combi ned litigati ons.  

 

3. 1 The pre- Brown era 

3. 1. 1 The Foundati on of the NAACP 

 Even after t he end of t he Ci vil  War,  bl ack Americans kept  t he desire t o fi ght  for raci al 

equalit y,  as t hey wor ked t o improve t heir sit uation i n American public educati on.  Indeed, 

legal  segregati on forced bot h whit es and bl acks t o attend separated public school s wit h 

unequal  educati onal  opport unities especi ally bad qualit y and conditi ons for bl ack chil dren. 

For t hat  reasons,  peopl e of col or needed t o change t heir i nferi or positi ons that  were forced t o 

live under t he whit e sout herners.  So,  t hey started t o creat e t heir own school s and 

organi zati ons.  
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In 1909,  t he Nati onal  Associati on for t he Advancement  of Col ored Peopl e ( NAACP) 

was est ablished under t he l eader W. E. B.  Du Boi s.  It  was an African- American l argest  ci vil 

ri ghts organi zati on i n the nati on and its pri ncipal  obj ecti ve was „t o ensure t he political, 

educati onal,  soci al  and economic equalit y of rights of all  persons and t o eliminate raci al 

hatred and raci al  discrimi nati on‟.  It  was also looki ng for t he di gnit y of  bl ack Ameri cans 

duri ng t he t wentiet h century (“The NAACP: A Cent ury i n t he Fi ght for Freedom”).  

  The NAACP aimed t o secure for all  peopl e t he rights whi ch required i n the 13
th
,  14

th
 

and 15
th

 Amendments and guarant eed i n t he American constit ution.  Al so,  it  pl ayed a maj or 

role i n challengi ng l egal  di scriminat ory l aws and fighti ng for j ustice i n t he American soci et y. 

In 1910,  Du Boi s creat ed t he official  j ournal  of the NACCP „t he Crises‟. It  was a magazi ne 

that  expl ored t he bl acks‟ life and dail y suffers.  All i n all,  it  wr ot e about  t he struggl e for t heir 

human ri ghts i n t he United St ates (“The Hi st ory of the NAACP”).  

Furt hermore,  t he NACCP attempted t o prot ect  American citizens and t heir equal  ri ghts 

regardl ess race.  It  also tried t o eliminate raci al  segregati on and prej udi ce t hroughout  legal 

acti ons and i nstit utions particul arl y i n American public educati on.  For i nstance i n t he 1940s, 

the organi zati on made a campai gn i n Fl ori da known as t he „ Doubl e V‟ whi ch meant  vi ct ory 

agai nst  racism.  The campai gn concentrated on t he sout herners‟ policy t owar d raci al 

segregati on.  Aft er t hat, t he Fl ori da‟s l egislat ors established The Minimum Foundati on 

Pr ogram for Public Schools.  The program had t wo aims; t he first  one was creat ed t o improve 

Fl ori da‟s educati onal  system.  However t he second aim,  t his program would hel p t o i ncrease 

bl ack schools standards and t heir educati onal  conditi ons i n Fl ori da.  By t his,  t he program 

woul d have fair and equal public educati on syst em (“ Hist ory of Ci vil ri ghts in Fl ori da”). 

Thr oughout  t he 1920s,  the Crises‟ magazi ne published an article about  the fi nanci al 

st udi es of col ored schools i n vari ous parts of t he sout hern st ates.  That  magazi ne marked huge 
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disparities among white and Negr o schools. For exampl e i n 1926, Georgi a school s‟ 

expendit ures were $36. 29 for white st udents compared t o $4. 59 for bl ack schools.  Besi des, 

the average of teachers‟ sal aries was $97. 88 for whites and onl y $49. 41 for blacks ( Bell 15).  

We can say t hat  duri ng bl acks‟ fi ght  for gaini ng more ci vil  ri ghts and raci al 

integrati on,  t he NAACP pl ayed a maj or rol e i n t heir hist ory.  It  was an import ant  and 

successful  organi zati on,  whi ch marked t he transition from raci al  segregation and i nequalities 

to become an essential  defender of bl acks‟ communit y by supporti ng t hem t o achi eve publi c 

educati onal equalities and pushi ng t hem for Ci vil Ri ghts Movement. 

Duri ng t he begi nni ng of the t wentiet h cent ury,  most  sout hern states had no publi c hi gh 

schools for bl ack Americans.  For example i n 1915,  nearl y 23 of t he sout hern cities i ncl udi ng 

Ne w Orl eans,  Charlest on and Charl otte had no bl ack hi gher schools.  However,  approximatel y 

36 hi gh schools were established for whit e st udents onl y (Mc Neese, ”Br own v.  Boar d of 

Educati on” 32).    

Bet ween t he years of 1908 and 1909,  A Department  of Educati on Annual  Report  i n 

Sout h Car oli na expl ored that  Caroli na‟ state had onl y 2, 354 bl ack schools compared t o 2, 712 

for whit es.  In fact,  bl ack st udents were 181, 000, and it  was cl earl y shown t hat  t he bl acks‟ 

number was hi gher t han whit es wit h 154, 000.  Al so,  t he col ored schools cont ai ned one t eacher 

who t aught  63 bl ack st udents,  whereas white schools required one t eacher wit h 35 st udents. 

Additi onall y,  bl ack schools acquired onl y t he average of 15 weeks of school  a year,  whil e 

whit e schools wit h t he average of 25 weeks a year.  Concerni ng t he t eachers‟ sal aries was 

different  bet ween t he t wo races and schools as well.  Moreover,  the whit e schools‟ 

expendit ures provi ded almost  $1,  6 million compared t o j ust  $300,  00 for bl ack schools. 

Consequentl y,  t he disparities among races were cl earl y shown,  and t he „separat e but  equal ‟ 

doctri ne had not hi ng t o do i n realit y and t heir practical life (33).  
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Thanks t o t he maj or efforts made by t he Nati onal  Associ ati on for t he Advancement  of 

Col ored Peopl e ( NAACP)  whi ch hel ped bl ack Americans t o improve t heir sit uati on t hrough 

establishi ng ne w schools and offeri ng fi nanci al supports.  The Negr o st udents hoped t o 

achi eve equal  educati onal  access bet ween American races regardl ess their di versit y and 

et hni cit y.  

 

3. 1. 2 The Rol e of Thurgood Marshal i n Fi ghti ng for Bl acks’ Ci vil Ri ghts 

 The peri od bet ween t he 1920s and 1930s marked t he time whi ch brought  more 

advancement  t owar d bl acks‟ educati on.  Therefore,  American bl ack schools started t o acquire 

ne w transformations and devel opments due t o maj or efforts made by the NAACP,  bl ack 

Am eri cans l eaders li ke T. Washi ngt on,  W. W . Du Boi s,  Thurgood Marshall and t he desire of 

bl ack parents t o teach t heir chil dren.   

 Thur good Marshall  was born i n Maryl and (1908,  1993).  He was a U. S.  Supreme 

Court  j ustice and Bl acks‟ ci vil  ri ghts defender.  He was consi dered as an important  fi gure i n 

the American hist ory.  In fact,  Marshall  graduat ed from Li ncol n Uni versity,  and t hen he got 

hi s l aw degree from Howar d Uni versit y.  In 1933, he j oi ned t he NAACP and wor ked t oget her 

for fi ghti ng Jim Cr ow La ws as t hey challenged “separat e but  equal” doctrine.  He represent ed 

the NAACP i n many cases whi ch challenged l egal  segregat ed l egislati ons,  as he served t he 

bl ack communit y duri ng t he court  cases.  Also,  Marshall  was a l awyer who defended bl acks‟ 

ri ght and he won several cases duri ng t he court decisi ons ( Greenhouse 1993).  

It  is argued t hat,  Marshall  and t he NAACP‟s att orneys concentrated on t he 14
th
 

Am endment  duri ng t he court  trial  i n order t o defend bl acks‟ ri ghts.  It  is also used as a 

guarant ee of citizenshi p t o every person is li ving i n t he Unit ed St at es under t he equal 

prot ecti on of t he constit ution.  
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Aft er several  vi ct ories of bl ack ci vil  ri ghts‟ cases,  Marshall  believed t hat t he era of 

legal  segregati on comes to an end and he st ated t hat:  “t he compl ete destruction of al l  enforced 

segregati on is now i n sight … segregati on no l onger has t he st amp of legalit y i n any publi c 

educati on” (McNeese, ”Brown v. Board of Education”  67).  

Furt hermore,  Thurgood Marshall  hel ped t he organi zati on for t he creation of  t he 

NAACP‟s Legal  Defense and Educati on Fund (LTD).  He fought  for bl acks‟ equalities and 

struggl ed t o eliminate racial  discriminati on i n publ ic educati on.  He pl ayed a central  rol e i n t he 

Br own decisi on duri ng the 1950s.  In 1967,  he became t he first  bl ack American j ustice of t he 

U. S.  Supreme Court.  All i n all,  he was regarded as an i nfl uential  bl ack fi gure of t he t wenti et h 

cent ury (“Thurgood Marshall: La wyer and U. S. Supreme Court Justice” 972).  

In fact  Br own vs.  Board of Educati on was t he name gi ven t o fi ve separat e cases whi ch 

were decl ared by t he United St at es Supreme Court  concerni ng t he issue of raci al  segregati on 

in American public schools.  Those cases were: Bri ggs v.  Elli ot,  Davis v.  Count y School 

Boar d,  Belt on v.  Gebhart Bullah v.  Gebhart,  Bolling v.  Sharp and t he l ast one was Br own v. 

Boar d of Educati on.  It  is important  t o know t hat,  those cases were from different  parts of t he 

country,  but  all  of t hem shared t he same aims whi ch were school  desegregati on and 

eliminati ng discriminat ory legal laws i n order t o achi eve educati onal equality i n particul ar.  

 

 

3. 1. 3 Bri ggs v. Elli ot (Sout h Caroli na)  

Bri ggs v.  Elli ot  was t he first  of t he fi ve cases t hat  accused t he school board for 

provi di ng unequal  educational  facilities bet ween whit e and bl ack American st udent s.  It  was 

regarded as a speci al  case because it  was t he first  one whi ch reached t he U. S.  Supreme Court, 
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and challenged t he l egal segregati on of public schools whi ch required „separat e but  equal ‟ 

treatment.  In fact,  it  was t he case t hat  pushed t he NAACP t o challenge unequal  publi c 

schools‟ facilities among white and bl ack races.   

The bl ack citizens whom were li vi ng i n rural Cl arendon Count y South Car oli na 

suffered from t he severe and unfair treatment  of  Jim Cr ow La ws.  In additi on t o raci al 

segregati on and unequal  educati onal  opport unities whi ch existed i n t hat  soci et y ( Hi ne 1060). 

Thr oughout  t he 1950,  a bl ack parent  who called Harry Bri ggs accused the school  Boar d of 

Cl arendon Count y t hat  was direct ed by R. W.  Elli ot  for unequal  public school  facilities 

bet ween t he t wo races Indeed,  Bri ggs cl aimed t hat  bl ack schools were i nferi or and 

disadvant aged compared t o white schools and t hat separat e schools wit h unequal  educati onal 

opport unities vi ol ated t he 14
th

 Amendment  of t he constit ution.  Besi des of  havi ng separat e 

segregat ed schools,  bl ack st udents were sufferi ng school  transport ations. They were obli ged 

to wal k for many miles t o t heir far schools i nstead of t he l ocal  white ones ( Edwar d et  al 

2004).  But  school  officials refused t o bl acks‟ request  and cl aimed t hat  the Negr oes di d not 

pay t axes,  so it  woul d be unfair for whites to provi de transportation for bl ack school s 

(Johnson 5).    

In 1949,  t he NAACP provi ded fi nanci al  support for bl acks‟ transportati on and asked 

the Board of Educati on for educati onal  equalities i n Cl arendon Count y.  Al so,  Joseph Al bert 

Del ai ne who was a l ocal t eacher i n rural  primary school  pl ayed an important  rol e i n Bri ggs‟ 

case.  Moreover,  Marshall used psychol ogi cal  proofs t o show t he impact  of raci al  segregati on 

and school  conditi ons on bl ack chil dren.  In order t o support  his vi ews,  he called for t he 

psychol ogist  Kennet h Cl ack who used a doll  experiment  t o t est  bl ack st udents.  The result  was 

unexpect ed when t he bl ack chil dren sel ect ed t he whit  doll  (Weber 18).  The case was heard by 

three j udges:  Geor ge Bel l Timmermen,  Li beral  J. Parker and J.  Whaites Wari ng.  Duri ng t he 

trial,  t he court  ordered schools t o be equalized and t o acquire equal  public educati onal 
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opport unities for bot h races.  In fact,  t he court ‟s decisi on was concentrated on t he equali zati on 

of schools and i gnori ng racial  segregati on‟s issues (Johnson 6).  This meant  t hat,  t he j udges 

refused t he request of t he plai ntiffs t o eliminate raci al discriminati on i n public schools. 

In fact,  Thur good Marshall  was not  satisfied with t he decisi on t hat  provi ded equal 

accommodati ons because American public schools were still  conti nued to require separat ed 

races.  In contrast,  he want ed raci al  desegregati on i n public schools whi ch was for cert ai nl y a 

wi sh t o every bl ack Americans to happen t hroughout a l ong peri od of time.  

Aft er t hat,  t he NAACP raised t he Bri ggs‟ case t o t he U. S.  Supreme Court.  The l atter 

ret urned it  back t o t he district  court  i n order t o see any devel opment  t oward public school s‟ 

equalizati on among races.  But  when t he case agai n ret urned t o t he Supreme Court,  it  was 

joi ned t o t he Br own litigati on because it  was post poned wit h t he ot her four cases from 

Kansas,  Del aware,  Virgini a and t he Di strict  of Col umbi a.  Hence,  t he NAACP and t he bl ack 

communit y recogni zed t hat t he issue of racial segregati on needed time to be achi eved.  

 

3. 1. 4 Davis v. Count y School Board ( Vi rgi ni a) 

 In Davis‟ case,  bl ack st udents of hi gh school  were resi di ng i n Pri nce Edward Count y 

whi ch most  of its popul ation were Negr oes and approximatel y were 59% of t he count y school 

inhabitant.  For i nst ance,  t he average of bl ack students‟ attendance was 386 at  hi gh school 

compared t o 346 for whi te st udents.  In fact,  Virgini a l egislat ors passed l aws whi ch pr ovi ded 

legal  segregat ed of public accommodati ons,  and Edwar d Count y‟s public school s were 

di scriminated by race ( Bryan). 

 At  t hat  time,  several  schools were built  for t he bl ack communit y wit h l ower 

conditi ons and l ess pri vileged t hen t he white ones.  Al so,  bot h schools‟ expendit ures were 
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unequal  whi ch t he county provi ded onl y $195 for Negro st udents and spent  $317 for whit es 

(“Davis v.  School  Board of  Pri nce Edwar d Count y”).  The case required raci al  segregati on 

bet ween white and col ored races i n American public educati on.   The count y‟ school s showed 

huge disparities among the t wo races;  whi ch t he bl ack chil dren were prohibited t o attend l ocal 

whit e schools under discrimi nated l egal  l aws.  The pl ai ntiffs asserted t hat  t hose segregat ed 

schools deni ed t he equal prot ecti on whi ch was guarant eed by t he constit ution.  

 On April  1951,  t he struggl e agai nst  raci al  i nequalit y begun i n Virgini a‟s publi c 

schools.  A brave and bl ack st udent  called Barbara Rosa who was st udi ed at  a hi gh school  i n 

Farmville deci ded t o organi ze a prot est  wit h t he ot her st udents agai nst  t he school  boar d.  The 

school  officials refused to buil d a ne w school  for bl ack chil dren and also Bar bara‟ school  was 

overcrowded wit hout  any educati onal  facilities.  So,  Barbara and her cl assmates expressed 

their anger and disappointment  t owar d t he school ‟s i nferi or sit uati on compared t o whit e 

pri vileged schools ( Brayan).  

 Aft er t hat,  most  of bl ack parents asked for t he hel p of t he NAACP counsel.  At  t he 

local  court,  t he organi zati on‟s l awyers and bl ack parents accused t he count y school  for 

imposi ng segregati on i n bl ack schools.  Moreover,  Thurgood Marshall  and t he NAACP‟s 

lawyers whom were Spotts wood Robi nson and Oliver Hill  tried t o convi nce t he count y bl ack 

st udents t o ask t he court t o eliminate public schools‟ segregati on bet ween r aces i nst ead of 

aski ng for t he establishment  of ne w bl ack schools.  But  t he court  refused t he st udents‟ request 

for school i ntegrati on (Shay 2012).  

Consequentl y,  t he Virgini a‟s court  saw t he unequal  educati onal  facilities whi ch were 

cl earl y evi dent  bet ween t he whit e and bl ack schools as an unfair for bot h races.  Then,  it 

decl ared t hat  t he count y school  shoul d be equalized among whit e and Negro st udents as it 

shoul d use t he same educati onal  opport unities regardl ess race„s background.  But  after peri od 
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of time,  raci al  segregati on conti nued t o be practiced i n public schools,  t he case appeal ed t o t he 

Supreme Court and combi ned wit h the ot her four cases under Brown vs. Board of Educati on.  

 

3. 1. 5 Belton v. Gebhart and Bul ah v. Gebhart (Del aware) 

 The challenge of raci al  segregat ed schools conti nued t o be existed i n Dela ware St ate. 

The l atter,  wit nessed t wo separat ed cases but  wit h t he same issues.  One of the cases appeared 

in Cl aymont  t own and the ot her one i n rural  side of Hockessi n.  Indeed,  Del aware St at e 

required separat e separated schools for whit es and col ored race.  In bot h cases,  bl ack st udent s 

were  prohi bited by legal segregat ed laws t o attend white schools. 

 The bl ack communit y was disappoi nt ed wi th Del aware‟ schools i nequalities 

specificall y t hose bl ack schools wit h i nferi or conditi ons and poor educational  opport unities. 

Bl ack parents were forced t o send t heir chil dren t o far segregat ed hi gh schools i nstead of 

st udyi ng at the l ocal ones whi ch were attended by whit es onl y.  

 The first  case of Belton v. Gebhart st arted when group of pl ai ntiffs cl aimed agai nst  t he 

Boar d of Educati on„s members and ot her school officials.  Among t hem were Et hel  Loui s 

Belt on and ot her bl acks i n Cl aymont  i n Ne w Castle Count y.  They want ed t o gi ve t he 

permissi on for black st udents i n order t o be admitted t o white hi gh school s (Sout herland 1). 

 Concerni ng t he second case,  Bulah v. Gebhart appeared at  t he same time and wit h t he 

same probl em of school  segregati on.  The case was brought  by Sarah Bulah,  a bl ack woman 

who tried a l ot  t o persuade t he Del aware Department  of Public Instructi on t o bri ng bus 

transport ation for bl ack chil dren i n Hockessi n.  Mrs.  Sarah Bul ah demanded equal  facilities t o 

her daught er Shirley Barbara and for all  bl acks. Shirley Bar bara also claimed agai nst  t he 

members of t he state Board of Educati on,  and asked for t he admissi on i n an el ement ary 
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school  t hat  was attended by whit e st udents.  But her request  was rej ected and t hat  no bus 

transport ation coul d be provi ded for Negroes (Johnson 3).  

 By 1952,  t he t wo cases were heard at  t he Del aware Court  Chancery wit h t he 

represent ative of t he t wo l awyers:  Jack Grenberg and Louis L.  Reddi ng from t he NAACP 

Legal  Defense and Educati onal  Fund.  Duri ng t he court  trial,  t he bl ack pl aintiffs expl ai ned t he 

inferi or conditi ons of t heir schools and how bl ack chil dren were suffering from educati onal 

inequalities ( Edwar ds et al  2004).  Accordi ng to t he NAACP vi ew,  t he Del aware publi c 

schools syst em vi ol ated the Fourteent h Amendment  of t he United St ates constit uti on whi ch 

provi ded equal  prot ecti on of all  American citizens.  But  i n fact,  Del aware„s bl ack chil dren 

were depri ved from equal prot ecti on of t he law.  

 Al t hough t he j udge Col lin Seitz was wit h t he pl ai ntiffs‟ request  and their maj or 

opi ni ons,  he cannot  reject  t he U. S.  Supreme Court ‟s pri nci pl e t hat  was ruled i n Pl essy v. 

Ferguson‟s case.  He st ated t hat ” I believe t he separate but  equal  doctri ne in educati on shoul d 

be reject ed,  but  I also believe its rejecti on must  come from t he U. S.  Supreme Court ” 

(“Gebhart v. Belt on”). 

As  a consequence,  t he judge decl ared t hat  segregat ed schools were unconstit uti onal 

and bl ack chil dren could be admitted t o whit e schools.  But  t he decisi on di d not  elimi nat e 

segregati on i n Del aware schools.  So,  t he case was j oi ned i nt o Br own v.  Boar d of Educati on 

Topeka of 1954.  But,  t he bl ack communit y believed t hat  t he road t owar d raci al  equalizati on 

and school i ntegrati on was near t o be reached and it was a matter of time.  

 

3. 1. 6 Bolli ng v. Sharp (Di stri ct of Col ombi a) 
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 In fact,  t he Bolli ng case had t he same obj ecti ve as t he previ ous cases t oward t he issue 

of raci al  segregati on in American public educati on.  The soci et y of Col ombia appli ed 

segregat ed educati onal  syst em among white and bl ack chil dren wit h unequal  opport unities. 

The case challenged t he constit utionalit y of  raci al segregati on i n public schools,  whi ch bl ack 

st udents were prohi bited by t he l aw t o attend white schools because t hey were vi ctims of t heir 

race and col or. 

 Gar dner Bi shop and other group of bl ack parents deci ded t o challenge separat ed 

schools i n Washi ngt on,  D. C.  They want ed t o desegregat e school  districts among races,  whi ch 

meant  t hat  Bi shop and ot her parents asked for raci al  i nt egrati on of t heir chil dren.  On 

Sept ember 11,  1950,  was t he time when Gar dner Bi shop tried t o t ake a group of el even young 

bl ack American st udents and he asked for t heir admissi on t o t he Juni or Hi gh School.  The 

latter was known as John Phili p Sousa and was attended by whit e st udents onl y.  Indeed,  it 

was ne w school  wit h several  and l arge cl assrooms. Despite t he fact  t hat,  t he school  had empt y 

cl assrooms and enough pl aces,  t he white school  officials refused t he request  of bl ack 

integrati on because t hey were Negroes ( Edwar ds et al 2004).  

 Each time t he bl ack communit y want ed t o enj oy t he l egal  ri ghts of Ameri can 

citizenshi p and even if they tried t o challenge segregat ed schools and t he unfair treatment  of 

educati on board officials,  t hey faced rej ecti ons and severe oppositi ons to t heir request  for 

their legal and equal ri ghts. 

 Aft er t hat,  one of t he NAACP counsels who was called Charl es Houst on agreed t o 

support  t he bl ack parents and he became t he represent ati ve of t he group.  So,  Bi shop or gani zed 

a meeti ng wit h t he bl ack parents and deci ded to react  agai nst  t he poor conditi ons of  bl ack 

st udents and t heir i nferior sit uati on.  Their schools were wit hout  materials or qualified 

teachers,  whereas t he white hi gh schools provided educati onal  facilities wit h speci alized 
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teachers and wit h appropriate curricul a.  In 1950 was t he time of Bolli ng case preparati on, 

when Charles Houst on became sick because he was sufferi ng from heart  diseases.  He was 

obli ged t o ask his colleague James Nabrit to represent him (Johnson 4).    

At  t he trial  court,  Nabrit  di d not  i ntroduce evi dence about  t he bad conditions of  bl ack 

schools and t heir i nferi ority compared t o t hose white,  large and pri vileged schools.  It  was t he 

fact  t hat,  Nabrit  refused to concentrate on t he unequal  educati onal  opportunities bet ween t he 

t wo races because he want ed more t han t hat.  He was l ooki ng and t hi nki ng about  t he issue of 

racial  segregati on itself instead of provi di ng equal  facilities.  Unf ort unately,  t he l ocal  court 

rejected t he case and announced t hat  segregated schools were l awf ul  in t he Di strict  of 

Col umbi a.  As a result,  Nabrit  appeal ed t he United St at es Supreme Court,  and t he case was 

del ayed wit h t he ot her four cases under t he common issue of raci al  segregati on i n Ameri can 

public schools ( Edwar d et al 2004).  

 In 1951,  t he case was called under one of t he plai ntiffs Spots wood Thomas Bolli ng. 

He was one of t he chil dren whom were accompani ed wit h t he Gar dner Bi shop t o Susa Hi gh 

School  (Johnson 5).  In fact,  t he Bolli ng case was different  from t he ot her cases because t he 

lawyers coul d not  rel y on t he Fourt eent h Amendment.  The reason was that,  t he Di strict  of 

Col ombi a applied t he Fifth Amendment  of t he constit ution (due process clause) and does not 

cont ai n equal  prot ecti on cl ause.  But  t he j udges of t he court  argued t hat  t he t wo cl auses of  t he 

fourteen and fift h amendments had t he same meani ng ( Bernst ei n 2).  

   

3. 2 Brown v. Board of Educati on, Topeka, Kansas 

 Br own decisi on was regarded as one of t he most  important  U. N.  Supreme Court 

decisi ons i n t he American hist ory.  It  was t he case whi ch changed t he stat us of bl acks‟ publi c 
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educati on i n t he t wentieth cent ury.  The decisi on of 1954 marked soci al,  legal  and educati onal 

transformati ons from racial separati on t o i ntegrati on t o reach school desegregati on.  

 The NAACP and bl ack Americans l eaders want ed t o ensure equal  prot ecti on and 

educati onal  opport unities for all  bl ack chil dren.  So,  t he bl ack communit y wi t h t he support  of 

many associ ati ons made a l ot  of effort  t o challenge segregati on and t o change t he publi c 

educati onal  syst em t hat  was based on race at  t hat  time.  In fact,  Kansas‟ state di d not  appl y 

segregat ed l aws i n public educati on,  but  it  permitted raci al  segregati on at  el ement ary school s 

particul arl y among t he first  class cities.  For example,  t he cities acquired more t han 15, 000 

inhabitants.  Besi des,  t he Kansas state built  onl y four el ementary schools for bl ack chil dren 

compared t o ei ght een whit e schools.  Al so,  bl ack chil dren were not  all owed t o attend whit 

el ement ary schools however Juni or and Seni or hi gh schools were integrated. (Johnson 2). 

The pl ai ntiffs want ed t o admit t heir chil dren i n white l ocal  schools whi ch were near t o 

their homes because they were dissatisfied wi t h t he difficulties and obst acl es whi ch 

challenged t heir chil dren every day.  But  t he school  officials rejected t heir admissi on.  So,  t he 

bl ack chil dren were obli ged t o wal k for far distances t o t heir schools.  

Indeed,  t he case was referred t o Oli ver Br own and his ol dest  daught er Linda Br own. 

She was a seven years ol d st udent  i n t he t hird grade at  an el ement ary bl ack school  whi ch 

known as Monroe school.  Duri ng 1950,  Br own attempted t o enroll  his daught er i n whit e 

el ement ary school  and he was not  t he onl y one,  but  ot her t wel ve pl ai ntiffs i n Topeka j oi ned 

him and t hey asked for the enrollments of t heir chil dren.  Unf ort unat el y,  the school  gover nors 

refused t heir request (Pitts 38).  

Despite t he fact  t hat,  the Negr oes faced vari ous obst acl es t o reach their aims i n 

acquiri ng educati onal  access,  t hey conti nued t o challenge t hose barriers made by t he whit e 

sout herners under apart hei d l aws of separat ed schools.  Because,  t hey become more a ware of 



 Yessaad 41 
 

their i nferi or school  conditi ons and no m ore feared t he whit e Americans‟ policies.  It  was due 

to support of Thurgood Marshal and t he NAACP‟s lawyers.  

Furt hermore,  t he bl ack young girl  was obli ged t o wal k for seven miles from her house.  

In additi on t o t he dangerous of rail way,  she had to wait  for  a bus t o t ake her for ot her miles i n 

order t o reach t he Monroe El ement ary school  (McNeese, ”Br own v.  Board of  Educati on” 12). 

On February 28
th
,  1951and wit hi n t he hel p of t he NAACP‟s members,  bl ack Ameri can 

pl ai ntiffs accused Board of Educati on of Topeka,  Kansas.  The t hree l awyers were Charl es 

Bl edsoe,  Charl es Scott  and John Scott  whom were represent ed by Robert  Carter and Jack 

Gr eenberg of t he NAACP Legal Defense and Educati on Fund ( Edwar ds et al 2004).  

The j udges of t hat  case st ated t hat:  “segregati on of  whit e and col ored chil dren i n 

public schools has a detrimental  effect  upon t he col ored chil dren. ” ( Pitts 40).  Alt hough t he 

court  j udges believed t hat  raci al  segregati on i nfluenced bl ack Americans,  t hey rej ect ed t he 

pl ai ntiffs „complai nt  and st ood i n favor  of school  board.  The mai n reason was t hat,  t he Unit ed 

St at es Supreme Court  had already rul ed t hat  segregat ed public schools bet ween whit e and 

bl ack Americans were constit utional under Pl essy v. Fergusson case. 

On Oct ober 1
st
,  1951 Marshall  and t he NAACP‟s att orneys were obli ged t o appeal  t he 

U. S Supreme Court.  When t he case was raised to t he hi ghest  court  l evel, it  was j oi ned wit h 

the ot her cases from Sout h Caroli na,  Del aware,  Vi rgi ni a and Di strict  of Col umbi a (Johnson 

2).  Duri ng t he court  preparati on,  t he NAACP and Marshall  heard ne ws from t he Supreme 

Court  t hat  t he fi ve cases were post poned.  It  was t he hi gher court  who deci ded t o del ay t he 

cases‟ sessi on until  t he presi dential  el ecti on woul d fi nish (Mc Neese, ”Br own v.  Boar d of 

Educati on” 99). 

On December 9
th
,  1952 was t he first  time when the Supreme Court  accept ed t o hear 

the fi ve cases‟ arguments,  but  it  di d not  reach any sol uti on (Washi ngt on 2004).  Duri ng t he 
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courtroom,  Thur good Marshall  asked t he Supreme Court  t o overt urn t he ruli ng i n Pl essy case 

and t o eliminate separat ed schools based on race.   

The United St at es Supreme Court  combi ned t he NAACP‟s fi ve cases t hat challenged 

the l egalit y of segregation i n public educati on under one name known as Brown et al. v. 

Board of Education of Topeka, et al.  Besi des,  the consoli dat ed cases raised t he t wenti et h 

cent ury‟s questi on of whet her raci al  discrimination among whit e and colored races vi ol at ed 

the spirit of t he Fourteenth Amendment  (“Pl essy v.  Fergusson and t he Debat e over Separat e 

but Equal” 8).  

In each time,  t he School  Boar d represent ati ves depended t heir arguments and evi dence 

on t he “separate but  equal” doctri ne rul ed by t he U. N.  Supreme Court  i n Pl essy v.  Fergusson 

case of 1869.  In contrast, Marshall  and t he ot her la wyers relied on t he equal  prot ecti on of  t he 

laws guarant eed by t he Fourt eent h Amendment  and due process clause of t he Fift h 

Am endment  ( Bell  16).  Additi onall y,  t hey used t he psychol ogi cal  effect  of segregated school s 

on bl ack chil dren and the harmful  impact  on their mental  capacit y and t heir educati onal 

success.  Al so,  t hey showed t heir t ot al  disappointment  wit h separat ed public school s wit h 

unequal  educati onal  opport unities and its negative effect  among col ored race.  All  t heir 

arguments questi oned t he legalit y of separat ed schools under raci al pri nci ples.  

Aft er a l ot  of debat e and hard discussi on between bot h si des about  seri ous and 

sensiti ve subj ect,  t he court  j udges reached t he decision.  On May 17
th
,  1954, t he Unit ed St at es 

Supreme Court  decl ared unanimousl y t hat  raci al  segregati on i n public schools was illegal  and 

no more vali d.  By t hat,  the Br own decisi on reversed t he “separat e but  equal ” doctri ne i n t he 

case of Pl essy v.  Ferguson,  whi ch l egalized racial  segregati on i n American soci et y.  At  t he 

trial court, the chi ef j ustice Earl Warren announced t hat:  
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Does segregati on of children i n public schools sol el y on t he basis of 

race,  even t hough t he physi cal  facilities and ot her “t angi bl e” fact ors 

may be equal,  depri ve t he chil dren of mi nority group of equal 

educati onal  opport unities? We believe t hat  it  does… [ Segregati on 

generat es i n t he chil dren] a feeli ng of i nferi orit y as t o t heir st at us t o 

the communit y may affect  t heir hearts and mi nds i n a way unli kel y 

ever t o be undone … We concl ude t hat  i n t he field of public educati on 

the doctri ne of “separate but  equal” has no pl ace.  Separat e educati onal 

facilities are i nherentl y unequal.  (McNeese, ”Brown v.  Boar d of 

Educati on” 113- 114) 

Thi s quot ati on demonstrat es t hat,  warren was i n favor of bl ack chil dren and school 

integrati on.  Accordi ng t o him,  raci al  segregati on deni ed t he col ored st udents t heir educati onal 

opport unities,  and t his woul d creat e a sense of i nferi orit y among t hem which woul d directl y 

affect  t heir educati onal  abilities.  As a result,  he decl ared t hat  segregated public schools were 

unconstit utional.  By t hat, t he hi ghest  court  ended the cent uries of segregated treatment  among 

Am eri can races.  

Additi onall y,  t he hi ghest court  agreed t hat  racial  discriminati on i n public school s 

vi ol ated t he equal  prot ection provi ded by t he Fourteent h Amendment  of the constit ution.  So, 

the Supreme Court  rul ed agai nst  segregat ed l aws i n t he sout hern st ates.  Aft er t hat,  t he court 

decisi on expanded from public educati on t o ot her public accommodati ons and i nstit uti ons i n 

the United St ates.  
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 Fi gure 2: Li nda Brown at El ementary White School Onl y     

Source:  Mc Neese,  Tim.  Brown v. Board of Education integrating America’ schools. 

2007.  P. 11.  

The pi ct ure shows t he young girl  Li nda Br own attended el ementary white school  onl y. 

Thi s reflects t hat  she succeeded t o enroll  at  a l ocal white school  alt hough she was bl ack girl.  It 

also represents t he maj or efforts of t he col ored race i n fi ghti ng for school  desegregati on and 

the struggl e for educati onal access regardl ess t he severe circumstances.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                

It  was t he fact  t hat,  t he cases were brought  from states treated separat el y and vari ed 

from t he ot hers whi ch were brought  from t he federal  government.  For i nstance,  t he Bolli ng 

case from t he Di strict  of Col ombia was controlled by t he federal  j urisdi ction rat her t han its 

own domi nance.  The NAACP‟s l awyers relied on t he Fift h Amendment  to sol ve t he pr obl em 

under due process cl ause.  But  all  of t hem issued t he constit utionalit y of raci al  segregat ed 

syst em ( Brown 57).  



 Yessaad 45 
 

The Fourt eent h Amendment  guarant eed t he equal  prot ecti on of t he l aws but  it  was 

applied onl y t o t he states and not  t o t he federal  government.  The t wo concepts of equal 

prot ecti on i n t he Fourt eent h Amendment  and due process of t he Fift h Am endment  deri ved 

from t he American i deal fairness.  Al so,  it  woul d be unfair for t he court  j ustices t o rul e raci al 

segregati on as illegal  i n all  public schools except  Col ombi a‟ schools.  Accordi ng t o t he court 

bot h of t he concepts are int erchangeabl e ( Bernst ein 2).  

 It  is agreed t hat,  Br own v.  Board of Educati on was an i nfl uential  decision i n bl acks 

Am ericans‟ public education hist ory.  For Marshall and t he NAACP,  t he first  Br own decisi on 

was j ust  t he begi nni ng of  ne w era t owar d equalizati on and school  desegregati on as well. 

Indeed t he chi ef j ustice warren believed t hat, American public schools shoul d not  be 

separat ed or cat egorized under race disti ncti ons.  

At  t hat  time t he NAACP vi ewed t hat,  t he fi ght  for raci al  equalit y and soci al  j ustices 

coul d not  be realized until  t he eliminati on of ethnic disti ncti ons i n t he American soci et y. 

Duri ng t he decisi on‟s decl arati on,  t he court  di d not  specify t he exact  time for endi ng raci al 

segregat ed schools.  In anot her wor ds,  t he Br own decisi on I di d not  cl arify how desegregati on 

woul d be realized i n separated public schools.  

Aft er one year,  on May 31
st
,  1955,  t he case came t o be known as Br own II when 

Marshall  and t he att orneys made a l ot  of efforts t o persuade t he Supreme Court  t o put  t he 

decisi on i nt o practice among Americans public schools.  In fact,  racial discriminati on still 

existed t hroughout  t he country,  and not  by l egal l aws but  by soci al  traditions known as De 

Fact o segregati on.  All  i n all,  t he chi ef j ustice warren made t he admissi on of col ored race i n 

local  white schools l awful.  In additi on,  t he federal  district  courts and American st ates shoul d 

respect  t he decisi on with “all  deli berate speed” (Weber 17- 24).  This meant  t hat,  t he whit e 

schools shoul d admit the Am eri can st udents under nondiscriminat ory basis.  
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Furt hermore,  t he court  returned back t he cases t o the court  district  except  Bolli ng case 

that  went  back t o t he Del aware‟ Supreme Court.  The j udges deci ded t o let  t he remedy for 

endi ng raci al  segregati on t o school  di stricts because t he issue was compl ex and sensiti ve and 

it  t ook a l ong time t o be sol ved.  So,  it  woul d better for t he l ocal  states or district  courts t o deal 

wi t h t he issue rat her t han the Supreme Court ( Conneel y 99).  

Al l  i n all,  t he fi ve cases were heard t oget her under a common issue of raci al 

segregati on i n public schools.  The Br own liti gation deri ved from t hose five cases t hat  were 

also called t he “school  cases” or t he “school  segregat ed cases” ( Br own 55).  Indeed,  t he 

announcement  of t he Brown decisi on hoped t o offer equal  prot ecti on of t he l aw for all 

Am eri cans regardl ess race,  col or or gender.  It  also questi oned t he issue of raci al  desegregati on 

in American public schools wit h equal  educati onal  access.  It  was t he decisi on t hat  marked t he 

struggl e bet ween t he American l aws and soci ety around seri ous and complex issue of raci al 

segregati on.  
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 Fi gure 3: The United St ates Supreme Court Deci si on’s Brown v.  Board of   Educati on 

Topeka, Kansas 1954 – 1955  

Source:  <htt ps:// www. googl e.fr/?gws_r d=ssl#q=PI CTURE+OF+t he+decl arati on+of +t he+ 

brown+decisi on> 
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It  is cl earl y evi dent  t hat,  t he Supreme Court  supported raci al  i nt egration i n t he 

Am eri can educati onal  syst em and decl ared t hat t he practice of raci al  segregati on among 

Am eri can races is unconstit utional.  In fact,  thi s petition represents the fi ght  of bl ack 

Am eri cans whom asked for raci al  desegregati on and school  i nt egrati on after cent uri es of bad 

treatments of soci al and educati onal i nj ustices.  

The decl arati on of t he Brown decisi on demonstrat es t hat  t he col ored race want ed t o 

improve t heir educati onal level  and t o change t heir soci al  positi on t hrough gai ni ng more l egal 

ri ghts.  Consequentl y,  t he Br own decisi on marks the transiti on from separate public educati on 

based on race t o move t owar d school desegregati on regardl ess t heir et hni c di versities.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Concl usi on  
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 Over cent uries,  t he col ored race was a vi ctim of separat e public schools with unequal 

educati onal  facilities.  Thanks t o t he maj or efforts made by t he NAACP,  Thur good Marshall 

and ot her bl acks‟ represent ati ves i n fi ghti ng raci al  segregati on i n t he American publi c 

educati on whi ch deni ed bl ack chil dren t heir equal prot ecti on guarant eed by t he constit uti on. 

In fact,  t he t wentiet h century reflect ed t he era which marked a controversial  debat e over t he 

issue of raci al  and l egal segregati on i n t he American soci et y.  This led to t he decl arati on of 

Br own decisi on of 1954 t hat  was a wat ershed in t he American‟s race rel ati ons.  It  was a 

landmark decisi on t hat  overt urned t he l egal  syst em under Pl essy„s case of 1896.  By t hat,  t he 

hi ghest  court  ended cent uries of unequal  treatment  and educati onal  i nj ustices under 

di scriminat ory l aws among t he American races.  Consequentl y,  t he Br own decisi on  of  1954 

was consi dered by t he United St ates court  j udges as t he most  seri ous and sensiti ve subj ect  t o 

be sol ved over cent uries. In one hand,  it  was t he decisi on t hat  st ood as t he best  exampl e of t he 

Supreme Court  i n defending bl ack American mi norities from t he white supremacy.  In anot her 

hand,  it  creat ed a massive resistance at  t he time it  opened ne w ways for bl acks‟ ci vil  ri ghts 

such as t he events at Little Rock Hi gh School and the passage of Ci vil Ri ghts Act of 1964.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Introducti on 
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 Thr oughout  t he t wentieth and t went y first  cent uries,  American public educati on 

conti nued t o challenge t he equal  access of educational  facilities for bl ack students.  Thanks t o 

the Supreme Court ‟s decision whi ch overt urned cent uries of raci al  segregation and i nj ustices 

in t he American soci et y.  In fact,  t he Br own decision i nfl uenced t he Americans‟ race rel ati ons 

under school  desegregation and raci al  i ntegrati on.  But  t he decisi on was still li vi ng under t he 

pressure of t he Unit ed St ates constit ution and soci al  change whi ch creat ed a Massi ve 

Resistance.  The l atter l aunched from t he white sout herners oppositi on of raci al  i nt egrati on 

among American citizens.  So,  t he fourt h chapt er expl ores bl ack Americans‟ struggl e for raci al 

integrati on and school  desegregati on and shows how sout hern st ates reacted t o t he sit uati on 

„Massi ve Resistance‟.  Then,  t he chapt er discusses t he events i n Little Rock Crises of 1957 

and t he passage of t he Ci vil  Ri ght  Act  of 1964.  The l ast  part  of t his chapt er devot es t o 

demonstrate t he Educational  Achi evement  Gap bet ween Bl ack and White St udents i n 

Segregat ed Public Schools. 

 

4. 1 Raci al Integrati on and School Desegregati on 

 Over cent uries,  t he bl ack communit y fought  for raci al  equalit y i n t he American publi c 

schools.  Thanks t o t he highest  court  decisi on of 1954 whi ch prot ect ed bl acks‟ ri ghts and gave 

them t he hope and permissi on for havi ng equal  access t o public schools and better educati onal 

opport unities.  The struggl e agai nst  raci al  segregati on and school  i nt egration expl ai ned how 

the issue was difficult  and sensiti ve t o be sol ved.  Indeed,  t he struggl e t oward raci al  i nt egrati on 

started i n t he begi nni ng of t he t wentiet h cent ury when t he bl ack community demanded school 

desegregati on.  They asked school  board for bl ack st udents‟ enrollment  under non-

di scriminat ory basis.  
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The Br own decisi on aimed t o offer raci al  equality and j ustices t hrough elimi nati ng 

racism and soci al  prej udices among American citizens.  It  also hoped t o protect  all  Americans‟ 

ri ght  under t he l aws by unifyi ng t he American chil dren regardl ess t heir ethnicit y,  col or and 

gender.  It  was t he decision t hat  promoted t o ensure raci al  i nt egrati on and better opport unities 

in t he American educational  syst em.  As a result,  t he American public schools became t he 

cent er stage for t he fi ght of raci al  i ntegrati on and equalizati on.  (“Fi ghti ng Back 1957-  1962” 

26). 

The effect  of t he Br own decisi on i n eliminati ng t he practice of de j ure segregati on 

brought  some changes and a little advancement  among bl acks‟ life particul arl y i n t he 

educati onal  fiel d.  The decisi on prohi bited separated schools based on race,  but  t he foll owi ng 

years some sout hern st ates carried out  t he practice.  Desegregati on was a maj or concept  whi ch 

charact erized t he transformations i n American public schools.  In fact,  the Supreme Court 

decl ared t hat  separat e schools among races were inherentl y unequal.  By t hat,  t he hi ghest  court 

offered ne w peri od for American‟s race relati ons i n public education under school 

desegregati on.  At  t hat  time,  t he Br own case marked t he transiti on from separate publi c 

educati on based on race to school desegregati on and raci al integrati on ( Br own 2-4).  

Accor di ng t o Patterson James,  t he effect  of t he decisi on was on ci vil  ri ghts movement 

because it  had no immediate i nfl uence on t he American soci et y at  l east  t he first  ten years.  The 

second one was on racial  i ntegrati on and school desegregati on,  but  t he impact  happened 

graduall y and over peri od of time (4).  

 Even after t he Br own decisi on whi ch prohi bit ed raci al  discriminati on among races, 

sout hern bl ack chil dren were still  sufferi ng from the psychol ogi cal  impact of t hose segregat ed 

syst ems.  Al so,  small mi nority group or Negr o st udents suffered physi call y and 

psychol ogi call y from attendi ng t he maj orit y of whi te schools ( Carson 3).   
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It  was t he fact  t hat,  raci al separated syst em i n public accommodati ons woul d directl y 

creat e t he unequal  access t o t hese accommodations.  It  woul d also be unfair for bot h races 

specificall y for bl ack Americans who woul d get t he i nferi or positi on.  During t he first  half of 

the cent ury,  American raci al  mi norities struggl ed t o prove t heir existence t hroughout  raci al 

integrati on t o white schools.  Additi onall y,  t he physi cal  separati on of American races affect ed 

bl ack citizens whi ch pushed t he Negr o race t o ask for t heir l egal  ri ghts.  Thi s woul d happen 

wi t hi n t he support  of t he NAACP and ot her major bl ack fi gures such as W. E. B.  Du Boi s, 

Booker T. Washi ngt on and Martin Lut her Ki ng Jr. 

The Foll owi ng years of t he Br own decisi on,  t he Nati onal  Associ ation for t he 

Advancement  of Col ored Peopl e kept  l oyal  t o t he bl ack communit y.  It  carried out  supporti ng 

them by challengi ng l egal segregated l aws and fi ghti ng for raci al  equalit y.  The organi zati on‟s 

att orneys believed t hat  t he vi ct ory of Br own case opened t he doors for further ci vil  ri ghts.  At 

that  time,  t he NAACP was l ooki ng for full  i ntegrati on and how t o eliminate separat ed publi c 

schools.  But  t he central  questi on was t he decl aration of t he Br own decisi on of 1954 suffici ent 

to end t he l egalit y of Jim Cr ow La ws.  Unf ort unat el y,  it  was not  because most  segregat ed 

public schools conti nued to use separat ed syst em among American races. 

It  was true t hat  t he Br own decisi on ordered t o forbi d l egal  segregati on in all  publi c 

accommodati ons,  but  t he decisi on di d not  go further i n t he practical  life.  For i nstance duri ng 

the first  mont h of t he decisi on announcement,  t he sout hern states wit nessed some acti vities 

and programs concerned raci al  i ntegrati on.  But  anot her states refused school  desegregati on 

because t he white sout herners vi ewed t he decisi on as i nt erference t o st ates‟ ri ght  and affairs. 

Anot her exampl e demonstrated t he facts about  blacks‟ struggl e for raci al  integrati on at  t hat 

time.  In 1956 when a black woman called Aut heri ne Lucky attempted t o enroll  i n whit e 

Uni versit y of Al abama.  At  t he begi nni ng she was apparentl y admitted j ust for t he safet y and 
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reput ation of t he Uni versit y.  But  later on,  Lucky was expelled by t he Uni versit y Boar d 

officials (“Fi ghti ng Back (1957-1962)” 26). 

In additi on,  raci al  i nt egrati on st arted t o t ake pl ace i n some American publi c 

instit utions whi ch used to be di scriminated before.  For example,  most  northern and west ern 

states passed ne w l aws t hat  prohi bited raci al  segregati on i n all  public facilities such as: 

Or egon,  Mont ana,  Al aska and Nort h Dakot a,  besides t o ot her cities li ke Del aware,  Maryl and 

and Missouri.  It  was due to t he case of Br own v.  Board of educati on t hat  many sout hern st at es 

moved t owar d school desegregati on but i n sl ow way.  

Additi onall y,  some southern states depended on vol unt ary school  i nt egrati on whi ch 

also called vol unt ary school  desegregati on.  This meant  t hat,  t he efforts made by l ocal  school s 

and st ates i n encouragi ng et hni c di versit y i n t he United St at es.  In anot her terms,  it  was st at es‟ 

pl ans and policies t o encourage raci al  i ntegrati on in public schools.  Duri ng t he mi d of 1960s 

and t he begi nni ng of 1970s marked t he era of social  change and school  transformation.  It  was 

the peri od when desegregat ed sout hern schools started t o take pl ace.   

In several  states around t he country and where t he Supreme Court  ordered raci al 

segregati on unconstit utional,  t here had been a remarkabl e progress of raci al  i nt egrati on 

among American segregat ed schools over t he cent uries.  Indeed,  t he most i nt egrat ed school s 

were l ocat ed i n rural  and small  t owns.  However,  large cities wit h l arge popul ati on were 

hi ghl y segregated ( Orfield, Lee 2).  
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Fi gure 4: Percent age of Bl ack St udents’ Attendance i n the Majority of White Schools 

Source:  Orfiel d,  Gary,  and Changmai  Lee.  Brown at 50: King’s Dream or Plessy’s 

Nightmare? 2004  

 Thi s fi gure represents the percent age of bl ack chil dren attendance at  whit e school s 

si nce t he decl arati on of t he Br own decisi on of 1954 until  2002.  It  also shows t hat,  t he 

foll owi ng years of t he decisi on marked any change,  but  t hroughout  t he 1960s t he sit uati on of 

bl acks‟ school  desegregation marked a consi derabl e i ncrease t o reach 35%.  Besi des,  school 

attendance of black st udents conti nued t o i ncrease until the begi nni ng of t he 1990s.  

It  was evi dent  t hat  t he first  ten years foll owi ng the Br own decisi on marked a little 

change t owar d school  desegregati on,  because t he syst em t hey used t o practice.  For i nstance, 

98% of black st udents i n the sout hern states remained i n all black schools (Orfi el d, Lee 17).  

Al l  i n all,  t he Br own decisi on attempted t o achi eve raci al  desegregation i n publi c 

schools whi ch concentrated on t he sout hern states where most  states were hi ghl y segregat ed. 

In each time,  American cities and l ocal  districts under went  pl ans and programs t o fi ght  t he 

legal  and raci al  systems,  the federal  court  and whi te sout herners made a l ot of efforts t o st and 

agai nst  such syst ems by prohi biti ng raci al  i ntegration.  But  bl ack Americans kept  t he desire t o 
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achi eve equal  educati onal access.  So,  bl ack st udent enrollment  conti nued t o i ncrease i n publi c 

educati on over times.   

 

4. 2 Public Responses to the Brown Decisi on  

Aft er t he decl arati on of the Br own decisi on 1954,  t he United St at es embraced a ne w 

phase of race relati ons especi ally i n American public educati on.  Moreover,  t he aboliti on of 

legal  segregated schools based upon race creat ed oppositi ons t o t he decision.  It  was t he whit e 

sout herners who opposed school  desegregati on and race i nt egrati on because of t wo mai n 

reasons.  The first  reason was t hat  t he bl ack communit y was i nferi or and col ored race. 

Concerni ng t he second one,  t he whit es want ed t o preserve t heir domi nance over t he country. 

For t hat  reasons,  school  desegregati on conti nued to face obst acl es and probl ems over t he next 

years.    

Al t hough t he hi ghest  court  hel d t hat  raci al  segregation was illegal  and forbidden,  some 

school  districts kept  passi ve wit hout  any attempt t o change t he sit uati on.  Whereas t he ot her 

schools st ood agai nst  desegregati on programs t hat  were ordered by t he local  courts.  Hence, 

the era after t he Br own decisi on marked sl ow response t owar d bl ack position until  t he Ci vil 

Ri ght Act 1964 ( Conneely 100). 

At  t hat  time,  t he American soci et y was di vi ded int o t wo different  vi ews.  Those who 

supported school  desegregati on and ot hers opposed raci al  i nt egrati on.  It  was cl earl y evi dent, 

that  t he hi ghest  court  l eft t he rol e of changi ng t he soci al  systems t o t he l ocal  states and school 

di strict.  But  t he case faced a severe oppositi on from most  sout herners whom kept  supporti ng 

„separat e but  equal  doctrine‟.  The foll owi ng examples reflected t he different  opi ni ons t owar d 

the Brown decisi on of 1954:  
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First  of all,  t he Governor Byr nes was a former associ at e j ustice of t he Supreme Court 

stated t hat  “he was shocked t o l earn t hat  t he court has reversed itself.” Accordi ng t o him,  t he 

U. S.  Supreme Court  rul ed raci al  segregati on as a l egal  practice i n Pl essy case of  1996,  and 

then he decl ared it  as illegal  and i nvali d i n Br own case 1954.  Byr ness rejected t he i dea of 

racial  i nt egrati on.  Al so,  the Governer Talmadge who refused desegregated public school s.  He 

sai d that t here “will never be mixed schools while I am Governor. ” 

The Next  one was a professor of hist ory at  t he Uni versit y of Wisconsi n known as Dr. 

Merle Curti  who supported t he Br own decisi on.  He vi ewed t he decisi on as an import ant  and 

essential  because it  declared under fi ve combi ned cases wit h common aim.  For Curti,  it  was 

the issue whi ch dealt  wi th raci al  equalit y and human di gnit y.  Curti  sai d “It  is great  t hi ng. ” 

Then he stated t hat:  

As far as what  immediate effect  t he decisi on wi ll have,  it  is hard t o 

say.  I t hi nk t hat  t emporaril y t he sit uati on may cause some confusi on. 

In t he l ong way it  will  have a desirabl e affect  on educati on.  Educati on 

means li vi ng t oget her and t his great  step t owar d that  end.  The decisi on 

is important  t o t he worl d…it is tremendous vi ct ory.  (“Supreme Court 

Deci si on, Brown v. Board of Educati on 1954”)  

Accor di ng t o Curti,  t he Br own decisi on of 1954 had an immedi ate impact  on t he 

Am eri can soci et y.  As he believed t hat  it  was a great  vi ct ory for bl acks towar d educati onal 

access and raci al  desegregati on.  He was also certai n t hat  t he decisi on woul d cause vari ous 

reacti ons and oppositi ons.  At  t he end,  he agreed t hat  educati on is t he first  step t o elimi nat e 

racial system among all Am eri can races.  

Anot her defender t o t he Br own decisi on was Thomas Cl ark who was a professor at  t he 

Uni versit y of Kent ucky.  He sai d t hat  “The decision will  have a whol esome effect  on t he race 
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questi on.  The decisi on comes at  a good time. ”  Al so,  ot her politicians and writers called it 

“The Decisi on of a Century” (“Supreme Court  Deci si on,  Br own v.  Board Topeka,  Kansas 

Boar d of Educati on 1954”).   

Al so,  after t he announcement  of t he Br own decision of 1954,  The Amsterdam Ne ws of 

Harl em stated t hat  “This was t he great est  vi ct ory of t he Negr o peopl e si nce the “Emanci pati on 

Pr ocl amati on” (Patterson 4).  

Al l  i n all,  t he l andmark decisi on of 1954 creat ed a hope and aspiration for t he col ored 

race t o have equal  educati onal  access and opportunities,  at  t he same time it  faced a vari ous 

disagreement  and most  sout hern states‟ oppositions.  For t hat  reasons,  t he Br own case was 

regarded as a controversial issue duri ng t he ni netiet h cent ury.  

 

4. 2. 1 Massi ve Resistance 

The responses t o t he hi ghest  court  decisi on of 1954 were expect ed i n some parts of t he 

sout hern st ates whi ch t hey resisted t o t he sit uati on at  t hat  time.  Massi ve Resistance is a t erm 

whi ch appeared duri ng t he 1950s.  It  was a movement  t hat  used t o descri be the sout hern st at es‟ 

reacti ons t o t he Br own v.  Board of Educati on decisi on.   In fact,  Massi ve Resistance was a 

severe campai gn made by t he white sout hern Americans agai nst the col ored race.  

At  t hat  time,  t he maj ority of states j oi ned t oget her agai nst  t he federal  government  and 

stated t hat  “Segregati on now!  Segregati on t omorrow! Segregati on forever!” As a response, 

the court  clarified t o the sout herners t hat  Massi ve Resistance was illegal  and t hose 

segregati onists who would broke t he laws were regarded as outlaws ( Hagl ey 167, 172).   

In 1955,  t he Massi ve Resistance movement  began i n Virgi ni a as a political  campai gn. 

The citizens of Virgi ni a showed t heir oppositi on to t he court  decisi on as ot her stat es di d.  As 
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usual,  t he Nati onal  Associ ation for t he Advancement  of Col ored Peopl e‟ ( NAACP)  La wyers 

were i nvol ved t o support t he non- white and st and agai nst  t heir acti vities. By 1956,  was t he 

time when t he maj orit y of congressmen;  ni net een senat ors and ei ght y one represent ati ves 

si gned a petiti on known as “Sout hern Manifest o”. That  document  ordered sout hern resistance 

agai nst  Br own decisi on as t hey suggest ed t o use l egal  means t o keep mai nt ai ni ng raci al 

segregati on i n t he soci et y ( Brown 77).  

Those resistances cl aimed t hat  Br own symbolized t he abuse of j udi cial power  and 

represent ed t he Supreme Court ‟s personal  and political  vi ew i nst ead of l ooki ng for t he 

constit utionalit y of t he la w.  Aft er t hat,  t hey accused t he court  and ordered states t o st and 

agai nst  desegregati on plans and schools.  They also cl osed t heir public schools and changed 

them t o pri vat e ones (78).  For example,  Mississippi  officials refused t he court ‟s decisi on and 

decl ared t hat  t hey would abolish public schools before raci al  i ntegrati on woul d t ake pl ace. 

Al so,  some sout hern l egislat ures passed ne w r ules aimed t o avoi d desegregati on pl ans by 

offeri ng fi nancial  support t o t he state schools i n order t o transform t heir public school s i nt o 

pri vat e ones.  By t hat,  t hey challenged t he efforts of t he NAACP and t he Negr o communit y 

( Kl arman 2-3,  2003).  In some areas li ke Charl ottesville and Pri nce Edward Count y refused 

desegregati on and t heir public schools were cl osed.  

In additi on,  t he whit e sout herners refused Br own II decisi on.  They st arted t o cl ose 

their public schools and made political  reform and soci al  stri ke i n order t o prevent  raci al 

integrati on i n public schools.  At  t he same time,  some sout hern st ates supported t he decisi on 

and prot ested agai nst  t he movement.  So,  t hey began t o enact  t he Ci vil  Ri ghts Act  1964.  The 

latter brought  some advancement  t o t he bl acks‟ situati on.  Besi des,  bl ack parents and churches 

wi t h t he hel p of t he organi zati ons made a l ot  of efforts t o buil d schools for t heir chil dren. 

Those schools were supported by l ocal  money because t he General  Assembl y opposed t o 

provi de t hem educati onal and financial support. 
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It  was cl earl y evi dent,  that  t he pat h t owar d racial  segregati on t ook a l ong time t o be 

realized.  Bl ack American educati on faced a l ot  of obst acl es t o reach t he promised equalizati on 

and desegregati on under Br own v. Board of Educati on of 1954.  

 

4. 3 Little Rock Crisis of 1957 

 The battle t owar d educati onal  access conti nued t o Ar kansas,  Little Rock‟s Central 

Hi gh School.  It  was argued t hat,  t he Br own decisi on represent ed t he struggl e of bl ack 

Am eri cans t owar d raci al i nt egrati on i n t he American soci et y particul arl y in public educati on. 

Over times,  most  white sout herners resisted against  t he decisi on and bl acks‟ whi shes t owar d 

soci al  and educati onal  equalization.  Alt hough t he Negr oes faced harsh obstacl es,  t hey kept  t he 

desire t o achi eve equalit y and desegregati on as well. 

Little Rock crisis appeared i n t he state of Ar kansas when whit e sout herners and 

governors showed t heir anger and oppositi on t o school  desegregati on.  On Sept ember 4
th
,  1957 

ni ne bl ack Americans students attempted t o enroll at  Little Rock‟s Central Hi gh School  after 

they were registered and gave t he permissi on of enrollment  from t he federal  di strict  court. 

Duri ng t hat  time,  white segregati onists and local  school  officials called t he Ar kansas‟ 

Gover nor Or val  Faubus t o act  agai nst  t he sit uation and mai nt ai n order (“The Little Rock 

Ni ne” 3).  
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Fi gure 5: Elizabet h Eckf ord Attempts to Enter Little Rock Central  High School  Source: 

Bureni n, Lara. School Integration and the Little Rock Crises. P. 8.  

 The pi ct ure shows one of t he whit e st udents resisted t o bl acks‟ enrollment  at  Little 

Rock Hi gh School  who refused t he i dea of raci al i ntegrati on.  She also expressed her  anger 

towar d Elizabet h Eckford who challenged t hem and ent ered t he white school.  This expl ai ned 

the extreme rejecti on of the whit e st udents.  Al so,  it  represents a brave act agai nst  t he severe 

oppositi on of t he white communit y and symbolized bl acks‟ hope i n establishi ng equal 

educati onal opport unities.  

Two day earlier,  Governor Faubus of Ar kansas expressed his disagreement  and sai d 

that  t he st udents‟ admission was a t hreat.  As a response,  he ordered t he Ar kansas Nati onal 

Guar d t o control  t he school.  When Faubus called t he state troops,  he cl aimed t hat  “They will 

act  as not  segregati onists or i nt egrati onist… but  as sol di ers called t o acti ve dut y t o carry out 

their assi gned t asks”.  The next  day,  t he Ar kansas troops surrounded t he Central  Hi gh School 
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and prevent ed t he ni ne black st udents from ent ering t o t hat  school.  At  t hat  time,  Little Rock 

School  Board was wor king on desegregati on plan.  Besi des,  t he NAACP‟s Legal  Defense 

Fund accused t he school  district  of little Rock and appeal ed t he court  and support ed bl ack 

Am eri cans st udents who tried t o enroll  i n white school  onl y.  Indeed,  t he ni ne bl ack st udents 

tried agai n t o ent er t he hi gh school  but  t hey faced crowed of white st udents prot est ors who 

refused t heir admissi on (“The Little Rock Ni ne” 4). 

In additi on,  Mrs.  Cl yde D.  Thomas was a member of Little Rock„s Mot her Committee 

who opposed school  desegregati on.  She raised a suit  t o t he state court  and t he case was under 

the j udge Ronal d N.  Davis (117).  At  t hat  time,  t he confront ati on bet ween bl ack st udent s who 

tried t o ent er t he hi gh school  and t he st ate guard troops whi ch obl iged t he presi dent 

Ei senhower t o i nt erfere and sent  troops and members of 101
st
 Airborne di vision.  He gave t he 

permissi on t o all ow t he nine bl ack st udents t o ent er t he Littl e Rock School.  For t hat  reason he 

was regarded as t he first  presi dent  who sent federal  troops i n order t o prot ect  bl ack 

Am ericans‟ ri ghts and permitted raci al  i ntegrati on si nce t he Reconstructi on Era 

(McNeese, ”Br own v. Board of Educati on” 124).  

Al so,  t he federal  district‟s j udge Ronal d ordered t he School  Board t o carry out  t he 

desegregati on pl an.  Thus, t he struggl e bet ween t he fi ve si des t hose were:  ni ne bl ack st udent s, 

the whit e Americans,  the district  court,  t he troops,  t he Governor Faubus and Presi dent 

Ei senhower creat ed crises over t he state specifically at  Little Rock Schools. Consequentl y,  t he 

peri od wit nessed mob vi ol ence t hreat ened t he ni ne st udents,  and massi ve resistance i n 

Ar kansas made t he Brown decisi on hard task t o achi eve its aim. 

The ni ne bl ack t eenagers were:  Gl oria Ray,  Jefferson Thomas,  Terrence Roberts, 

Carl otta Walls,  Mel ba Pattillo,  Mi nnijean Br own,  Thelma Mot hershed,  Er nest  Green and 

Eli zabet h Eckford were consi dered as t he first  black Americans who attended Little Rock 
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Central  Hi gh School  of Ar kansas.  But  after peri od of time,  t hey faced whi te st udents‟ anger as 

they were t hreat ened t o whit e sout herners‟ ri ot.  White st udents started t o t hrow obj ects over 

them,  and some of t hem began cryi ng when t he Negr o st udents attended the school.  Duri ng 

that  peri od,  t he Central  High School  marked events of vi ol ence agai nst  t he ni ne bl ack st udents 

eit her verbal  or physi cal attack by t he whit e Am eri cans (McNeese 78- 79;  2008).   On 

Sept ember 20
th
,  1957,  t he federal  court  and j udge Davis ordered t he governor Faubus t o st op 

interveni ng wit h t he court ‟s order t owar d desegregati on program.  As they ordered him t o 

ret urn back t he Nati onal Guar d troops (“The Little Rock Ni ne” 5).  

Despite t he fact,  t he ni ne bl ack st udents were supported and prot ect ed by the presi dent 

Ei senhower,  t he Governor Faubus conti nued t o refuse bl acks‟ i nt egrati on at  Ar kansas‟ hi gh 

school.  By 1958,  he decided t o cl ose Little Rock‟s public schools and transform t hem i nt o 

pri vat e ones.  So,  t he struggl e conti nued until  t he Supreme Court  ordered the schools i n Little 

Rock t o be reopened again i n 1959.  At  t hat  time,  onl y t hree bl ack st udents were enr olled and 

ot her grade i n Little Rock Public Educati on di d not  foll ow desegregati on pl an until  1972.  

Duri ng 1968,  approximatel y 20. 3% of bl ack st udents attended whit e schools and t wo years 

later the number i ncreased t o 90% (McNeece 82; 2008).   

Little Rock Crisis was regarded as t he most  i nfl uential  event  i n bl acks‟ history of Ci vil 

Ri ght  Movement  t hat  dre w an i nt ernati onal  attenti on.  Bl ack American students proved t hat 

they were no more feared t he white superi orit y particul arl y after t he l andmarks decisi on of 

1954.  It  also symbolized t he struggl e i n achi eving school  desegregati on,  whi ch t he bl ack 

communit y hoped t o pass t he col or li ne i n Am eri can educati onal  syst em and raci al 

equalizati on as well.  

 

4. 4 The Ci vil Ri ghts Act 1964 
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 Despite t he fact,  t he Brown decisi on hel d t hat  racial  segregati on among Ameri can 

citizens was unconstit utional,  many sout hern stat es and l ocal  public schools conti nued t o 

foll ow segregat ed syst ems.  It  was fact  t hat,  t he sout herners want ed t o keep t he t wo races 

separat e specificall y t o keep t he Negr oes under l ow positi on.  Over cent uries,  t he whit e 

popul ati on resisted against  bl acks‟ will,  and t hey used all  t he means t o prevent  t hem from 

gai ni ng equal  educati onal opport unities whi ch affect ed t heir educati onal  l evel  as well  as t heir 

soci al positi on.  

 Each time t he bl ack communit y kept  t he desire t o challenge t he whit e supremacy.  On 

Jul y 2
nd

,  1964 t he congress passed t he Ci vil  Rights Act  t hat  was si gned by t he presi dent 

Lyndon Johnson.  The act  aimed t o forbi d l egal segregati on i n all  publi c facilities,  as it 

permitted raci al  i ntegration i n schools and ot her public pl aces.  Al so,  t he passage of t he act  of 

1964 concentrated on t he importance of desegregati on and hi ghli ght ed blacks‟ i nt egrati on i n 

the Americans‟ soci al life (“The Ci vil Ri ghts Act of 1964” 2014).  

It  was believed t hat,  t he Ci vil  Ri ghts Act  considered as t he first  seri ous anti -racist 

legislati on passed by t he congress si nce t he Reconstructi on Era.  It  was also called “Fair 

Housi ng Act ” whi ch stated t hat: 

Al l persons shall be entitled t o t he full equal enj oinment of t he goods, 

servi ces, facilities, pri vileges, advant ages, and accommodati on, as 

defi ned i n t he secti on without discriminati on or segregati on on t he 

ground of race, col or, religi on, or nati onal ori gi n. (“What Li ght Does t he 

Ci vil Ri ghts Act of 1875 Shed on t he Ci vil Ri ghts Act of 1964” 1) 

The quot ati on expresses how t he American congress prohi bited raci al  segregati on i n 

all  public facilities t hrough i ntroduci ng t he Ci vil  Ri ghts Act  of 1964.  The latter,  decl ared t hat 

all  American races shoul d enj oy t he same and equal  ri ghts.  Then,  t he act  consi ders t he 
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practice of segregati on among American citizens unl awf ul  under t he basis of  col or,  et hni cit y, 

di versit y, gender, reli gi on and t heir ori gi n.  

 Furt hermore,  t he act  opened ne w ways for gai ning more ci vil  ri ghts li ke marriage, 

reli gi on,  voti ng ri ghts and gave more freedom t o the bl ack communit y.  It  also hel ped t hem for 

acquiri ng more soci al  equalization.  In additi on t o t he Ci vil  Ri ghts Act,  t he congress passed 

anot her act  known as t he Educati onal  Opport unity Act  of 1964.  The l atter l ed t o t he i ncrease 

of school  desegregati on i n t he United St ates educati on.  Duri ng t he 1970s,  t he peri od 

wi t nessed a consi derabl e progress i n school  desegregati on i n t he sout h.  Appr oximatel y one 

half of bl ack st udents attended schools wit h t he maj orit y of white st udents,  and 10% were 

attended wit h non- whites.  At  t he time sout hern states wit nessed a substantial  advancement 

towar d raci al  i ntegrati on, desegregated school  programs shifted t o most  urban areas i n t he 

nort h (“Nati onal Hist oric Landmarks of Ar kansas: Little Rock Central Hi gh School ” 12).  

 Duri ng t he 1960s,  t he Nati onal  Associ ati on for the Advancement  of Colored Peopl e 

conti nued its proj ect  i n achi evi ng raci al  equalization and eliminati ng discrimi nat ory syst ems 

in t he American soci et y.  Indeed,  t he passage of Ci vil  Ri ghts Act  of 1964 i nfl uenced t he 

executi ve and l egislati on branches t o i nt ervene and defeat  raci al  segregation particul arl y i n 

public educati onal  cases concerni ng bl acks‟ rights under  t he United St at es constit uti on 

( Brown 85).  So,  t hanks to t he act  whi ch hel ped to l ook out  and regul ate bl acks‟ ci vil  ri ghts 

and ot her American minorities as well  t hrough preventi ng t he use of segregati on syst ems 

among t he country. 

It  is argued t hat,  t he Civil  Ri ghts Act  of 1964 was regarded as one of t he best 

achi evement  i n bl acks‟ history i n additi on t o Voting Ri ghts of 1965.  Consequentl y,  t hese l aws 

guarant eed more ri ghts for bl ack Americans whom gai ned more opport unities i n t he 

educati onal  fiel d,  soci al  and economic life after a l ong peri od of struggl e.  Because t he Ci vil 
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Ri ghts Act  of 1964 forbad any st ate from depri vi ng t he basi c of ci vil  ri ghts for all  Americans. 

Al so,  t he U. S.  congress focused t o ensure li berty and equalit y among Am eri can citizens 

regardl ess t heir race, and segregati on was agai nst justice and American i deals. 

Duri ng t he mi d- 1960s,  t he sout hern states witnessed a progress i n black‟s hi gher 

school  graduati on rate.  For i nstance i n 1960,  bl acks‟ enrollment  was 35% then it  rose t o 57% 

in 1970,  and by 1977 t he number i ncreased t o 71%.  So,  school  attendance of Negr o st udents 

increased over times,  because duri ng 1960 was 84, 000 and t hen it  became 426, 000 i n 1976.  

Many peopl e believed that  desegregat ed schools among whit e and colored race impr oved 

bl acks‟ educati on (Wri ght 8). 

By t he end of 1960s and t hroughout  t he begi nni ng of 1970s,  t he American popul ati on 

wit nessed a progress t owards bl acks‟ i nt egrati on whi ch foll owed by t he support  of t he courts 

and t he government ‟s branches.  At  t hat  time,  educati onal  officials wit h t he department  of 

Justice and t he hi ghest  court  supported raci al  i ntegrati on and ordered l ocal  states and school 

di stricts t o mai nt ai n desegregati on pl ans.  Consequentl y,  t he peri od marked the transiti on from 

segregati on t o raci al  i ntegrati on.  Al so,  it  was the time when t he sout herners shifted from 

extreme separati on t o follow desegregati on policies.  

Al l  i n all,  t he Ci vil  Ri ghts Act  of 1964 challenged t he whit e supremacy i n front  of 

racial  i nequalities and soci al  prej udi ces and i nj ustices as well.  As a result, t he passage of  t he 

act  secured more prot ection for bl ack Americans‟ ri ghts and represent ed t he pat h t owar d 

racial  equalizati on and soci al  j ustices.  It  also symbolized t he fi ght  for blacks‟ citizenshi p i n 

the American soci et y.  

4. 5 Educati onal  Achi evement Gap bet ween White and Bl ack St udents i n Public School 

Desegregati on 
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Over cent uries of raci al i nequalities i n t he American educati onal  syst em, t he bl ack 

communit y concentrated its efforts on school  desegregati on.  In fact,  t hey aimed t o improve 

their educati onal  l evel  whi ch woul d hel p t hem t o gai n t heir ci vil  ri ghts i n t he Ameri can 

soci et y. As t hey fought to establish equal educational access as t he white students di d.  

Duri ng t he school  year,  bl ack st udents attended el ement ary schools wit h l ess 

experience t han t he white st udents because of t he different  conditi ons of t he t wo races.  So,  t he 

gap rat e directl y i ncreased among t hem.  By 1991,  approximatel y 31% of Negro st udents at 

the age of 3 and 4 years ol d were enrolled i n schools compared t o 40% of whit es‟ enrollment 

( Riley 2).     

Bart on and Col ey wr ot e in t heir article titled “The Black-White Achievement Gap” t hat 

there was a consi derabl e gap i n t he educati onal  achi evement  among bl ack and white st udents. 

Duri ng t he 1970s and 1980s,  t he Nati onal  Assessment  of Educati onal  Pr ogram started t o 

report  dat a about  American st udents‟ achi evements.  At  t hat  time,  t he achi evement  gap 

narrowed concerni ng t he subj ects of readi ng and mat hematics.  Accordi ng t o t hem,  t he 

begi nni ng of t he 20
th

 century marked a decrease in t he American educati onal  gap.  It  was due 

to several  circumstances such as:  t he l andmark decisi on of 1954 foll owed by ot her bl acks‟ 

vi ct ories t o reach t he passage of t he Ci vil  Ri ghts Act  of 1964.  Whi ch all  of t hem ordered t o 

mai ntai n raci al  i ntegration,  school  desegregation and soci al  j ustices particul arl y raci al 

equalizati on i n t he educational  fiel d (2).  In fact,  the foll owi ng years of 1970s and 1980s,  t he 

educati onal  gap among whit e and col ored race remai ned st abl e t o some ext ent  but  not  for all 

ages. For example, in 1999 and t hroughout 2004 the gap conti nued t o narrow (14).  
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Fi gure 6: The Educational  Achi evement Gaps Bet ween White and Bl ack St udents i n 

Readi ng and Mat hematics  

 Source:  Bart on,  E Paul, and Ri chard J Col ey.  The Black- White Achievement Gap: when 

Progress Stopped.  2010.  P. 6. 

It  is clearl y noticed t hat,  t he estimate of 2004 and t hroughout  2008,  wi t nessed a 

subst antial  change i n t he achi evement  gap of mat hematics and readi ng as well.  The gap 

decreased for st udents at  t he age bet ween 9 and 13 years ol d.  The percent age of  bl ack 

st udents‟ attendance i n 1972 was 28% and shifted t o 41% i n 1992 and the gap was nearl y 

cl osed duri ng 2004.  Al so,  t he gap differs accordi ng t o t he st udents‟ age and school  years 

whi ch sometimes marks an i ncrease and i n ot her times it decreases.  
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Duri ng t he 1990s,  Barton and Col ey st ated t hat  t he educati onal  achi evement  gap 

started t o i ncrease.  For inst ance i n readi ng,  st udent  wit h 13 years ol d,  t he achi evement  gap 

raised from 18 poi nts i n 1988 t o become 30 points i n 1990s.  Al so,  t he achi evement  gap of 

mat hematics i ncreased especi ally for st udents at age of 13 and 17 years ol d.  However,  t he 

years bet ween 1999 and 2004 t he educati onal  gap among Negr o and white st udents started t o 

narrow and t he best sample of gap reducti on appeared i n readi ng.  

Thanks t o desegregati on pl ans t hat  were ordered by t he courts which affect ed 

positi vel y t he educati onal achi evements of bl ack st udents.  It  was one t he fact ors t hat  hel ped 

bl ack Americans t o reach educati onal  access and t o improve t heir l evels.  For t hat  reason, 

racial  desegregati on was among t he contri buti ng fact ors t hat  narrowed t he achi evement  gap i n 

the sout hern schools.  

Furt hermore,  Bart on and Col ey wr ot e about  the educati onal  achi evement  gap at 

college graduati on rat es.  They demonstrated t hat,  t he college graduation rat es of whit e 

st udents was four time hi gher t han t he bl acks‟ rat e whi ch meant  4% for bl ack st udents 

compared wit h 16% for whites.  Ho wever duri ng t he 1990,  t he gap among t he t wo races 

decreased whi ch meant  that  white st udents rate was doubl e t han t he bl ack rates.  But  agai n,  t he 

achi evement  gap i ncreased i n 2000.  Concerni ng the graduati on rate of American women was 

low i n 1960 (17). 

It  was cl earl y evi dent  t hat,  t he educati onal  gap appeared i n t he academic performance 

among white and bl ack st udents such as i n reading,  mat hematics and science was l ower for 

bl ack Americans t han whites.  Indeed,  t he educational  achi evement  gap was report ed by t he 

Nati onal Assessment of Educati onal Progress ( NAEP).  

Al l  i n all,  t he educati onal  achi evement  gap bet ween white and bl ack Ameri can 

st udents changed over period of time si nce t he Reconstructi on Era t o t he twent y first  cent ury. 
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The bl acks‟ educati onal  level  was related wit h several  fact ors and different  circumst ances t hat 

we have already discussed i n t he previ ous chapt ers.  
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Concl usi on 

We can say t hat  duri ng the first  half of t he t wentiet h cent ury,  t he Unit ed States soci al 

syst em was shaped under t he practice of raci al  discrimi nati on.  This l atter  conti nued t o gover n 

bl acks‟ life over t he followi ng year si nce t he decl arati on of t he Br own decisi on 1954.  The 

latter hopped t o improve bl acks‟ educati onal  l evel and soci al  stat us.  In fact,  t he col ored race 

fought  t o achi eve raci al  equalizati on and desegregati on i n t he American soci et y whi ch t hey 

concentrated on public facilities specificall y public schools.  Additi onally,  t he decisi on of 

Br own v.  Board of Educati on resulted vari ous reacti ons over t he nati on particul arl y i n t he 

Deep Sout h.  It  was cl early evi dent  t hat,  most  of the sout hern states resisted t o t he l andmark 

decisi on i n order t o preserve t heir domi nance whil e j ust  small  states supported it.  But  t he 

bl ack communit y kept  t heir dream t o enj oy soci al equalizati ons as whit e popul ati on di d.  The 

best  example t hat  represent ed bl acks‟ challenged t o t he foundati on of aparthei d l aws was t he 

events i n Little Rock‟s Central  Hi gh School.  Then,  anot her important event  occurred i n 

bl acks‟ hist ory was t he passage of t he Ci vil  Rights Act  of 1964,  whi ch was an essenti al 

legislati on passed t o regulate t he soci al prej udi ces and i nequalities i n t he United St ates.  
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Br own v.  Board of Educati on of 1954 was regar ded as one of t he most  decisive rul e by 

the United St at es Supreme Court.  It  was also called t he “ Decisi on of t he Cent ury” t hat  shaped 

bl acks‟ willi ngness i n reachi ng t heir educati onal  access and t heir soci al  equalizati on. 

Thr oughout  hist ory,  t he Negr oes were vi ctims of t heir compl exi ons and soci al  i nj ustices i n 

additi on t o educati onal  inequalities.  For t hat  reasons,  t hey fought  t o gain t heir ci vil  ri ghts 

provi ded by t he American constit ution and guarant eed by t he fourteent h Amendment  under 

the equal  prot ecti on.  In fact,  t he decisi on was not  onl y about  American chil dren or publi c 

educati on,  but  also it  was among million decisi ons t hat  served agai nst  raci al  policies i n t he 

Am eri can soci et y. 

The current  dissertati on is mai nl y addressed t o expl ai n the Influence of the Brown 

Decision of 1954 on the American Education: the Case of Black Americans.  It  was t he 

decisi on t hat  overt urned the l egal  foundati on of “separat e but  equal ” doctrine of 1896 under 

Pl essy v.  Fergusson case.  Al so,  it  was t he l andmark decisi on t hat  marked t he struggl e of  t he 

col ored race in achi evi ng their ci vil ri ghts.  

At  t he begi nni ng of t he study,  we were wor ki ng on:  The impact of the Brown decision 

of 1954 on the American Educational System.  But  after we anal yzed data and we expl ored 

vari ous events t hrough usi ng st atistics i n order to show t o what  ext ent  the Br own decisi on 

impacted bl acks‟ education.  We reached t hat,  the hi ghest  court  decisi on prohi bited raci al 

segregati on and ordered school  i nt egrati on but  t he decisi on di d not  impacted directl y bl acks‟ 

sit uati on especi ally duri ng t he first  ten years.  As we noticed t hat,  t he era after Br own decisi on 

marked an i nfl uence i n term of sl ow response and massi ve resistance i n the sout hern publi c 

schools t owar d bl acks‟ integrati on.  In additi on to some sout hern public schools remai ned 

segregat ed until  t he passage of t he Ci vil  Ri ghts Act  of 1964.  So,  we were obli ged t o change 

the title t o become:  The Influence of the Brown decision of 1954 on the American Education: 

the Case of Black Americans.  
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Bl acks‟ experi ence i n the American soci et y was cl earl y underst ood as a struggl e 

towar d equalit y and as the fi ght  agai nst  t he bad treatments of raci al  segregati on.  This l atter 

directl y affect ed t heir personal  li berties whi ch pushed t hem pushed t hem t o challenge t heir 

inferi or positi on as a minorit y group,  and t o act agai nst  t he racist  restricti ons made by t he 

sout herners.  In additi on t o t heir l ower stat us,  bl ack communit y faced several  barriers i n 

Am eri can Educati on which prevent  t hem t o use t heir l egal  ri ghts as whites di d.  For t hat 

reason, t hey kept out of the American soci et y until the decl aration of Brown decisi on.  

Thr oughout  t he dissertation,  we also demonstrate t he sit uati on of bl acks duri ng t he 

ni net eent h cent ury t hat  was based on race and inj ustices i n t he American soci et y.  We have 

seen t hat,  t he whit e southerners imposed restricted l aws agai nst  t he col ored race known as 

Bl ack Codes and Jim Cr ow l a ws.  In additi on t o Ku Kl ux Kl an who extremely opposed bl acks‟ 

freedom and raci al  equality,  Pl essy v.  Fergusson represent ed t he l egal  foundati on of raci al 

syst em.  All  of t hem aimed t o keep t he t wo races separate and wanted t o preserve t heir 

supremacy over t he bl ack communit y.  Besi des,  the st udy expl ai ns t he l ower  sit uati on of  t he 

Negr oes and t heir bad conditi ons i n attendi ng separat e schools wit h bad qualit y compared t o 

those schools attended by whites wit h better educati onal facilities.    

Furt hermore,  t he st udy expl ai ns how bl ack Americans responded t o t he hostilit y of 

whit e sout herners after cent uries of bad treatment  and i nequalities.  Thanks to t he maj or  efforts 

made by Thur good Marshall  and t he NAACP‟ attorneys i n fi ghti ng raci al  di scrimi nati on and 

struggli ng i n establishi ng more equal  ri ghts i n t he American soci et y particul arl y i n t he 

educati onal  syst em.  Their efforts pushed t he United St at es Supreme Courts t o decl are raci al 

segregati on i n public schools unconstit utional  under t he fi ve consoli dat ed cases known Br own 

v.  Board of Educati on of 1954.  Duri ng t hat  peri od,  hundreds of l egal  litigations challenged t he 

constit utionalit y of separat ed schools based on race wit h unequal  educati onal  opport unities.  In 

fact, the maj or questi on of the t wentiet h cent ury was beyond t he col or line and race.  
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It  is believed t hat,  t he Br own decisi on of 1954 marked t he transiti on from separat e 

public schools t o raci al i nt egrati on.  But  i n fact ,  it  was not  sufficient  in est ablishi ng full 

integrati on i n t he American soci et y or school  desegregati on i n particul ar.  It  is because,  raci al 

di sparities among American races conti nued t o shape t heir practical  life specificall y i n t he 

educati onal  syst em.  The eliminati on of legal  segregati on di d not  st op agai nst  t he Massi ve 

resistance of t he white sout herners.  The l atter,  carried out  t o refuse racial  equali zati on and 

school  desegregati on among all  American citizens by usi ng all  means agai nst  Negr oes 

integrati on.  For i nstance,  t he events occurred i n Little Rock‟s Central  Hi gh School  i n 1957. 

Hence,  t he foll owi ng t en years of t he Br own decisi on marked a little change t owar d raci al 

integrati on because most public schools i n t he south remai ned separat ed.  

 Additi onall y,  t he decision di d not  mark any immediate progress t owar d raci al 

equalizati on nor school  int egrati on until  t he passage of t he Ci vil  Ri ghts Act  of 1964.  It  was 

the l aw t hat  provi ded equal  prot ecti on for all Americans regardl ess their et hni cit y and 

di versit y.  Hence,  t he issue of raci al  equalizati on and school  i nt egrati on were t he maj or focus 

of blacks‟ ci vil ri ghts movement. 

Al t hough t he Supreme Court  ordered for raci al  i ntegrati on and school  equalizati on,  t he 

era wit nessed a sl ow response t o t he decisi on as we have seen i n t he t hird chapt er.  But  it  was 

still  regarded as a vi ct ory for t he col ored race against  t he bad treatment  of segregat ed syst ems. 

It  is important  t o know that,  t he bl ack community and Americans mi norities want ed t o enj oy 

the same ri ghts enj oyed by whites.  At  t hat  time,  t he Negr oes dreamed t o acquire better 

educati onal  opport unities and soci al  j ustices i n the country.  Accordi ng to t hem,  t he Br own 

case served as i nspiri ng educati onal  reform i n the United St ates t hat  challenged t he l egal 

practice of school  segregati on.  Al so,  it  promot ed t o achi eve equal  educati onal  access and 

establishi ng more ci vil  rights.  The maj or debat e was whet her Br own v.  Boar d of educati on, 
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Topeka,  Kansas 1954 had reall y accomplished or reached t he promised i ntegration and raci al 

equalizati on.  

Despite t he barriers and harsh circumstances,  t he bl ack communit y kept  the desire t o 

achi eve more educati onal access and soci al  equality.  So,  t he first  hypot hesis whi ch suggest ed 

that,  t he Br own decisi on of 1954 was passed because bl ack Americans fought  for school 

desegregati on and soci al  equalizati on is approved.  It  is because,  t he Br own case still  regarded 

as a possi bl e remedy t o the raci al  i nt egrati on whi ch provi ded a hope for better life.  It  marked 

the first  step t owar d equalization and raci al  i ntegration.  The decisi on also hel ped t he col ored 

race to pass t he stereot ype image of racial inferi ority due t o t he “equal prot ecti on clause”.  

Concerni ng t he second one,  we hypot hesi zed t hat  raci al  segregati on was forbi dden 

because t he Supreme Court  rul ed for school  desegregati on.  So,  t his hypot hesis is proved 

because t he hi ghest  court  ordered t he sout hern st ates for raci al  i nt egrati on and equal 

educati onal  opport unities regardl ess t heir race.  Aft er t hat,  bl acks‟ education was i nfl uenced 

by t he 1954 decisi on and marked a progress over peri od of time as it  wit nessed bl ack 

integrati on t owar d white public schools.  Throughout  t he research discussi on,  t he Supreme 

Court  had a si gnificant  impact  on t he NAACP‟s cases.  It  was due t o his powerful  positi on and 

bl acks challenges t hat  led t o t he decl arati on of t he Br own decisi on agai nst  t he apart hei d 

syst em of Jim Cr ow Laws.  It  means t hat,  t he highest  court  established the l egal  basis for t he 

nati on‟s i nt erest.  The Chi ef j ustice Earl  Warren reversed segregated schools and unequal 

educati onal  opport unities among races t o raci al  integrati on i n public schools.  Alt hough t he 

Supreme Court  served to mai nt ai n raci al  equality and soci al  order i n t he United St at es,  t he 

decisi on was not  sufficient  because it  di d not  achieve full  i nt egrati on as we have menti oned 

before. 
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Aft er a l ong discussi on,  the dissertati on shows t o what  ext ent  t he Br own l itigati on of 

1954 contri buted i n preventi ng racism and soci al  prej udi ces i n t he Unit ed St at es.  It  was a fact 

that,  t he bl ack community fought  for raci al  i nt egrati on and school  desegregati on.  It  was due t o 

the Br own decisi on t hat  infl uenced American‟s race relati ons under raci al  equali zati on among 

all  t he citizens.  The liti gati on reflects a positi ve change t owar d bl acks‟ situati on;  from t heir 

inferi or positi on and poor conditi ons t o become Am eri can citizens whom t hey st arted t o gai n 

their ri ghts as whites di d.  It  also stands as one of the best  examples of t he court  i n defendi ng 

bl acks‟ ri ghts from the white domi nance.  

We can say t hat,  Br own v.  Board of Educati on decisi on i nfl uences t he Ameri can 

public educati onal  syst em,  as it  reflects bl acks‟ a wareness t o t heir position under t he whit e 

supremacy.  In spite of t he eliminati on of t he racial  syst em under legal  l aws,  it  is agreed t hat 

the issue of segregati on t akes a l ong time t o be sol ved si nce t he American public school s 

conti nue t o use such system. 
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