. Court Action Calls For Order -

‘ Td End Se m In School .~

[Chapel Hill board replies to scftoﬂl suit 81.]
BY DAVID.S. GREENE
“Greéchsboro Dql;v‘ﬂm Staft: wmer R
Parents ‘and guardians of 161 Durham Negro chxl- ;
dren filed a suit in federal court here yesterday for an
opderdirecting the"Durham School Bogrd and its mems
bex*s to opetate §chools on a- Hjon-racial” basis; £
. The. suit<also asksfor an order to preyent the as- i,
signment of prmclpals, teachers and other school per<
sonnel to the Durham schools on the basis of race’and,
colavoRiled in .the Greensboro headquarters of US. <
Middle’ District ‘Coutt, " ths su!t‘
lists Thurgood “Marshall '0f: New!
York City, chief ‘counsel of ‘the -
National ‘Association for. the: Ad-
\vanceineiit of Colored' Péople; a8 :
an attorney in‘the ‘case. :
In addition to naming the by -
as a unit, the siit is directed
against” Individual boa fem:
bers’and Lew, W; Hannen; 8 o
intendent of ‘the’. Durham City 2
Schools. - ' i
Board. ‘Members Ineluded
Board members named i in the‘ r#
suit'are F. L. Fuller:JE3 chair -
mah, R Harrls,: ‘George -
Pnrks, Mrs: Ruth F. Dailey; He:
m&nbskhinehart and Ma_ton
15tubl

otight on’ behall of the 161
children'of 68° families and “all
others 8imilarly sitiated,”  the’
|suit alleges ‘that the Durham
board is_maintaining L‘;gattem

te and calor.”

The suit also makes (hese ﬁl-
legations: .

1. That prior to Jhe commence-
ment-of the 1053:60 school: year,—
-|the board assigned all Negro stu-
:|dents to schools attended solaly
by pubils of their own rag

2. That approximately 205 Nes™
gro children sought reassignment,
withi about eight of ‘thie requests
being ‘approved. The remainder
were rejected.

k) “That a hear[ng “on the
13!

-
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of app 8 “orequested,
but with ‘the board setung 'the
hearing for Sept. 21, 1959, a date’ -
coming “after: the openlng of .
school, .
Applications Refected .-

4. That after the hearing, the
board. announced. that~ applica-" -
tions entered by those not per- |
sonally present “were rejected,
and that the others were reject- v
2d without any cause given.

The parents and guardians of -
the children “said the. action of
the board-in setting the hearing
for a date after schicol opefed -
was "urbitrary, caprlclous. un-
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denial of due process and equal
protection of the laws . . »*

Schools to which the -161 chil- -
[dren sought assignment-—were
disted as. Durham High School;
{East. Durhdm; .Carr and:Brogden
Junior High Schools; .#nd- More- -
‘thead, Whatts, Powe, Smith, Fuller,
~Hope. alleLJﬂsgmgqs,Jnd
southside Schools,

The Negro childrei were aa~
|signed, ‘the suit said, to_Hillsi
High School; WhMedJunior Blgh
School, ahd- Spautdmg, Burtoh,”
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Pearsan Waﬂtown and Lyun
k Schools, "

another auegation,
and guardians, sald
& would “haye béqm
|signéd to the schools attanded by
|white pupils except for their race
{and color. - -
The suit. also sel:ks an order|ti

the pan«
dtheit

Arequirement;

Aﬂﬁgﬁ b

Jject - Negros
ment’ oF, ‘tF

quired
e -

e altes CR
stites, the court d to dic:
rect the board ts. hembers
to present.a plan for, reor, ganiza.

ot fthe schioo] “system *on a

u itary, mm'acl, sis. ., ,
“Theé patents and guardians said
a reorganization plan”should in.
clude the ‘assignment ‘of pupils,
chers anhd . .
school, perwrmel and the drawing
of school zona lines on a non.
racial baqis
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