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Brown v. Board of Education (1954) - Transcript 

MR. CHIEF JUSTICE WARREN delivered the opinion of the Court.  
 These cases come to us from the States of Kansas, South Carolina, Virginia, and Delaware. They are premised on 
different facts and different local conditions, but a common legal question justifies their consideration together in this consolidated 
opinion.  
 In each of the cases, minors of the Negro race, through their legal representatives, seek the aid of the courts in obtaining 
admission to the public schools of their community on a non-segregated basis. In each instance, they had been denied admission to 
schools attended by white children under laws requiring or permitting segregation according to race. This segregation was alleged 
to deprive the plaintiffs of the equal protection of the laws under the Fourteenth Amendment. In each of the cases other than the 
Delaware case, a three-judge federal district court denied relief to the plaintiffs on the so-called "separate but equal" doctrine 
announced by this Court in Plessy v. Ferguson (1896). Under that doctrine, equality of treatment is accorded when the races are 

provided substantially equal facilities, even though these facilities be separate… 
 In approaching this problem, we cannot turn the clock back to 1868, when the Amendment was adopted, or even to 1896, 
when Plessy v. Ferguson was written. We must consider public education in the light of its full development and its present place in 
American life throughout the Nation. Only in this way can it be determined if segregation in public schools deprives these plaintiffs of 
the equal protection of the laws. 
 Today, education is perhaps the most important function of state and local governments. Compulsory school attendance 
laws and the great expenditures for education both demonstrate our recognition of the importance of education to our democratic 
society… In these days, it is doubtful that any child may reasonably be expected to succeed in life if he is denied the opportunity of 
an education. Such an opportunity, where the state has undertaken to provide it, is a right which must be made available to all on 
equal terms. 
 We come then to the question presented: Does segregation of children in public schools solely on the basis of race, even 
though the physical facilities and other "tangible" factors may be equal, deprive the children of the minority group of equal 
educational opportunities? We believe that it does…. 
 Segregation of white and colored children in public schools has a detrimental effect upon the colored children. The impact 
is greater when it has the sanction of the law, for the policy of separating the races is usually interpreted as denoting the inferiority 
of the negro group. A sense of inferiority affects the motivation of a child to learn. Segregation with the sanction of law, therefore, 
has a tendency to [hold back] the educational and mental development of negro children and to deprive them of some of the 
benefits they would receive in a racial[ly] integrated school system… 
 We conclude that, in the field of public education, the doctrine of "separate but equal" has no place. Separate educational 
facilities are inherently unequal. Therefore, we hold that the plaintiffs and others similarly situated for whom the actions have been 
brought are, by reason of the segregation complained of, deprived of the equal protection of the laws guaranteed by the Fourteenth 
Amendment.  

 

 

1. Underline/highlight TWO lines from the Brown v. Board of Education decision above that caught your 

attention.   Below, describe why these got your attention. 

 

 

 

 

 

2. Summarize Chief Justice Warren’s reasons for overturning the Plessy v. Ferguson decision. 

 

 

 

 



 

Amendment 10 of the Bill of Rights in the Constitution of the U.S.:   

“The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, 

are reserved to the States respectively, or to the people.” 

 
The "Southern Manifesto" 

 

[Signed March 1956 by 19 U.S. Senators and 81 members of the U.S. House of Representatives from the South] 
 

 We regard the decision of the Supreme Court in the [Brown v. Board of Education] school cases as a clear 
abuse of judicial power. It climaxes a trend in the Federal judiciary undertaking to legislate, [which belittles] the 
authority of Congress, and to encroach upon the reserved rights of the States and the people [as stated in the 10th 
Amendment shown above].  
 The original Constitution does not mention education. Neither does the 14th amendment nor any other 
amendment. The debates preceding the submission of the 14th amendment clearly show that there was no intent that 
it should affect the systems of education maintained by the States.  
 The very Congress which proposed the amendment subsequently provided for segregated schools in the 
District of Columbia.  
 When the amendment was adopted, in 1868, there were 37 States of the Union. Every one of the 26 States 
that had any substantial racial differences among its people either approved the operation of segregated schools 
already in existence or subsequently established such schools by action of the same lawmaking body which 
considered the 14th amendment.  
 Though there has been no constitutional amendment or act of Congress changing this established legal 
principle almost a century old, the Supreme Court of the United States, with no legal basis for such action, undertook 
to exercise their naked judicial power and substituted their personal political and social ideas for the established law of 
the land.  
 This unwarranted exercise of power by the Court, contrary to the Constitution, is creating chaos and confusion 
in the States principally affected. It is destroying the amicable relations between the white and Negro races that have 
been created through 90 years of patient effort by the good people of both races. It has planted hatred and suspicion 
where there has been heretofore friendship and understanding.  
 
With the gravest concern for the explosive and dangerous condition created by this decision and inflamed by outside 
meddlers:… 
We commend the motives of those States which have declared the intention to resist forced integration by any lawful 
means. . . .  
We pledge ourselves to use all lawful means to bring about a reversal of this decision which is contrary to the 
Constitution and to prevent the use of force in its implementation. 
 

1. Underline/highlight TWO lines from the “Southern Manifesto” above that caught your attention.   Below, 

explain why these got your attention. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. Summarize two key arguments made in the Southern Manifesto. 

 


