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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA

Richmond Division -

" MARK J. BELTOM, JR., an infant, e
" by Mark J. Belton and Juanita
Belton, his father and -mother
“and next friends,

' CIVIL ACTION

No. I3 79

e . ce

BARBARA BLAND,
ERVIN LEON BLAND,
- JOYCE L. BLAND and
SHIRLEY BLAND, infants, by
Susie C. Bland their mother
and next friend,

BLANCHE C. BLAND and

JOHN A, BLAND, infants, by
Levi Bland and Sadie C. Bland,
their father and mother and e .
next friends, _ : {0V 2 o 1857

~ 9 had

KENNETH W. BLAWD, an infant, by T
Clarence Bland and Lenora Bland,
his father and mother and next :
friends,

WALKLEY "E. JOHNSON, CLERK
JNITED STATES DISTRICT COUR.

ALONZO BUMBRY, an infamt, by
Helen Newman, his mother and
next fiiend, :

ANNIE L. BUMBRY, an infant, by
Josiah Bumbry and Estelle
Bumbry, her father and- mother
and next friends,

CAROLYN F. BUMBRY,

GARY VINCENT BUMBRY and

JEFFREY NORDLINGER BUMBRY, infants,
by George N. Bumbry, their ‘ :
father and next friend,

IRVING WAYNE BUMBRY an infant, T
by ILrwving L. Bumbry and - o
Ruby E. Bumbry, his father and ' -
mother and next friends, I

RICHARD WEBSTER BUMBRY, JR., an :
infant, by Richard Webster
Bumbry, Sr., and Margie Bumbry, :
his father and meother and next
friends,

oo
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PATRICIA F, CLARK, an infant,; by
Frank E. Clark and Mary E. Clark,
her father and mother and next
friends,

BERNARD D, HARRIS and

THEODORE R. HARRIS, JR., infants,
by Theodore R. Harris amnd Sarah
V. Barris, their father and
mother and next friends,

LAWRENCE E. HODGE, JR., an infant,
by Lawrence E. Hodge, Sr. and
Bertha Hodge, his father and
mother and next friends,

CAROLYN D, JACKSON,

GEORGE EDWARD JACKSON,

HAZEL G. JACKSON,

SHIRLEY ANN JACKSON and

WILLIE PRESTON JACKSON, infants,
by Clarence P. Jackson and Ida
Mae Jackson, their father and
mother and next friends,

SHERYL LaSHAY JOHNSON, an infant,
by Booker T. Johnson and Edna
B. Johnson, her father.and
mother and next friends,

BARBARA JEAN NEWION, an infant,
by Charles F., Newton, her father
and next friend,

PERRY LEE SCRANAGE, JR. and

SHARON SCRANAGE, infants, by

- Perry Lee Scranage, Sr. and
Mary Bell Scranage, their father
and mother and next friends,

CORLETTE L. SMITH,

CORNELIOUS GEORGE SMITH,

FLOYD L. SMITH,

JUNE E. SMITH,

LEDROW E. SMITH and

RITA L. SMITH, infants, by
George E. Smith and Lindora
Smith, their father and mother
and next friends,

ALVIN EUGENE WILLIAMS,

BARBARA ANN WILLIAMS,

SHIRLEY JANE WILLIAMS and

WARREN ELLIS WILLIAMS, infants, by
James 1. Williams and Emma L.
Williams, their father and
mother and next friends,
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MARK J. BELTON, | |

JUANITA BELTON, ' ‘
SUSIE C. BLAND,
.LEVI BLAND,

SADIE C. BLAND,

CLARENCE BLAND,

LENORA BLAND,

HELEN NEWMAN,

JOSIAH BUMBRY,

ESTELLE BUMBRY,,

GEORGE N. BUMBRY,

IRVING L. BUMBRY,

RUBY E. BUMBRY,

RICHARD WEBSTER BUMBRY, SR.,
MARGIE BUMBRY,

FRANK E. CLARK,

MARY E. CLARK,

THEODORE R. HARRIS,

SARAH V. HARRIS,

LAWRENCE E. HODGE, SR.,
BERTHA HODGE,

CLARENCE P. JACKSON,

IDA MAE JACKSON, :
BOOKER T. JOHNSON,

EDNA B. JOHNSON,

CHARLES F. NEWTON,

PERRY LEE SCRANAGE, SR. :
MARY BELL SCRANAGE,

GEORGE E. SMITH,

LINDORA SMITH, _

JAMES 1. WILLIAMS and

EMMA L, WILLIAMS,

Plaintiffs, °
V8. :

COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD OF KING GEORGE
COUNTY, VIRGINIA,

RAYMOND E. OWENS |
Route 1, King George, Virginia

' STUART A. ASHTON
Route 2, King George, Virginia

E. R. MORRIS, JR.
King Ge@rge Virginia

T. BENTON GAYLE, Division Superin-
tendent of Schools of King
George County, Virginia :
E. J. OGLESBY, ALFRED L, WINGO and
E. T. JUSTIS, individually and con-

stituting the Pupil Placement - :
Board of the Cemmonwealth of Virginla

Defendants

COMPLAINT
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I

1. (a) Jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under Title 28,
United States Code, Section 133L. This action arises under the Foﬁr-
teenth Amendment of the Constitution of the United States, Section 1,
and under the Act of Congress, Revised Statutes, Section 1977, derived
from the Act of May 31, 1870, Chapter 114, Section 16, 16 Stat. 144
(Title 42, United States Code, Section 1981), as hereafter more fully
appears, The matter in controversy, exclusive of interest and costs,
exceeds the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00).

(b) Jurisdicéion is fﬁrther iﬁvoked uﬁdef Title 28, United
States Codé, Section 1343. This action is authorized bylﬁhe Act of
Congress, Revised Sta;utes, Section 1979, derived from the Act of April
20, 1871, Chapter 22, Section 1, 17 Stat. 13 (Title 42, United States
Code, Seétion 1983), to be commenced by any citizen 6f the United States
or other person within the jurisdiction thereof to redressvthevdepriva-
tion under color of state law, statute, ordinance, regulation, custom
or usage of rights, privileges and immunities secured by the Fourteenth
Amendment to the Constitution of the United -States and by the Act of
Congress, Revised Statutes, Section 1977, derived from the Act of May
31, 1870, Chapter 114, Section 16, 16 Stat. 144 (Title 42, United States
Code, Section 1981), providing for the equal rights of citizens and of
all persons within the jurisdiction of thé United States as hereafter
more fully appears.
11

2. Infant plaintiffs are Negroes, are citizens of the United
States ahd of the Commonwealth of Vifginia, and are residents of and
domiciled in tbevpolitical subdivision of Virginia for which the de-
fendant school board maintains and operates public schools. Said

infants are within the age limits of eligibility to attend, and possess

-2 -
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all qualifications and satisfy all requiféments for admission to, said
public schools.

3. Adult plaintiffs are Negroes, are citizens of the United States
tand of the Commonwealth of Virginia, and are residents of and domiciled
%in said political subdivision. They are parents or guardians or personé

|standing in loco parentis of one or more of the infant plaintiffs.

4. Plaintiffs bring this action in their own behalf and, there
being common quéstions of law and fact affecting the rights of all other
Negro children attending public schools in the Commonwealth of Virginia:
and, particularly, in the said political subdivision, and the parénts and
guardians of such childrén, similarly -situated and affected with reference
to the matters here involved, who are so numerous as to make it impracti-
cable to bring all before the court, and a common relief being sought, as
will hereinafter more fully appear, the plaintiffs also bring. this action,
pursuant to Rule 23(a) of the Federal Rule of Civil Procedure, as a class
action on behalf of all ofher'Negro children attending'public schools in
the Commonwealth of Virginia and, particularly, in said political subdi-
vision, and the parents and guardians of such children, similarly situated
and affected with reference to the matters here involved.

III

5. The Commonwealth of Virginia has declared public education a
state function. The Constitution of Virginia, Article IX, Séction 129,
provides:

"Free schools to be maintained. The General Assembly
shall establish and maintain an eff1c1ent system of pub-
lic free schools throughout the State.
Pursuant to this mandate, the General Assembly of Virginia has estab-
lished a system of public free schools in the Commonwealth of Virginia

according to a plan set out in Title 22, Chapters 1 to 15, inclusive,

-3 -
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of the Code of Virginia, 1950, The establishment, maintenance and ad-
ministration of the public school system of Virginia is vested in a
State Board of Education, a Superintendent of Public Instruction, Divi-

sion Superintendent of Schools, and County, City and Town School Boards

i
MO
Q
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(Constitution of Virginia, Article IX, Sections 130-133; Code of Vir-

ginia, 1950, Title 22, Chapter 1, Section 22-2).

IV

6. The defendaﬁt school board, the corporate name of which is
stated in the caption, exists pursuant to the Constitution and laws
of the Commonwealth of Virginia as an administrative department of the
Commonwealth, discharging governmental functions, and is declared by
law to be a body corporate. Said school board is empowered and required
to establish, maintain, control and supervise an efficient system of
public free Schools in said political subdivision, to provide suitable
and proper school buildings,; furniture and equipment, and to maintain,
manage and control the same, to determine the studies to be pursued and
the methods of teaching, to make local regulations for the conduct of»
the schools and for the préper diééipline of the students, to employ
teachers, to provide for the transportation of pupils, to enforce the
school laws, and to perform numerous other duties, activities and func-
tions essential to the establishment, maintenance and operation of the
public free schools in said political subdivision. (Constitution of
Virginia, Article IX, Section 133; Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended,
Title 22.)

7. The defendant division superintendent of schools, whose name
as such officer is stated in the caption, holds office pursuant to the
Constitution and laws of the Commonwealth of Virginia as an administra-
tive officer of the public free school system of Virginia. (Constitu-

tion of Virginia, Article IX, Section 133; Code aof Virginia, 1950, as

-4 -
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amended, Title 22,) He is under the authority, supervision and control .
of, and acts pursuant to the orders, policies, practices, customs and
usages of, the defendant school board. He is made a defendant herein
in his.official capacity.

8. A Virginia statute, first enacted as Chapter 70 of the Acts

of the 1956 Extra Session of the General Assembly, viz, Article 1.1vof

:Chapter 12 of Title 22 (Sections 22-231.1 through 22-232.17) of the
Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended, confers or purports to confer upon
the Pupil Placement Board all power of enrollment or placement of
pupils in theApublic schools in Virginia and to charge said Pupil
Placement Board to perform numerous duties, activities and functions
pertaining to the enrollment or placement of pupils in, and the deter-
mination of school attendance district for, such pﬁblic schools, except
in those coﬁnties, cities or towns which elect to be bound by the pro-
visions of Article 1.2 of Chapter 12 of Title 22 (Sections 22-232.18
through 22-232.31) of the Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended. (Section
22-232.30 of the Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended.) The names of the

individual members of the Pupil Placement Board are stated in the caption.

\'

9. Notwithstanding the holding and admonitions in Brown v. Board

of Education, 347 U. S. 483, and 349 U. S. 294, the defendant school

board maintains and operates a bi-racial séhool system in which certain
schools (or a certain school) are designated for Negro sﬁudents only and
are staffed by Negro personnel and none other and certain schools (or a
certain school) are designated for white students and are staffed by
white personnel. This pattern continues unaffected except in the few
instances, if any there are, in which individual Negroes have sought

and obtained admission to one or more of the schools designated for

-5 -
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white students. The defendants have not devoted efforts toward initi-
ating nonsegregation in the public school system, neither have they
madé a reasonable start to effectuate a transition to a racially non-
discriminatory school system, as under paramount law it is their duty
to do. Deliberately and purposefully, and solely because of race,
the defendants continue to require all or virtually all Negro public
school children to attend schools where none but Negroes are enrolled
and none but Negroes are employed as principal or teacher or adminis-
trative assistant and to require all white public school children to
attend school where no Negroes, or at best few Negroes, are enrolled
and where no Negroes teach or serve as principal or administrative
assistant.

10. As matters of routine, every white child entering school
for the first time is initially assigned ﬁo and placed in a school
which predominantly, if not exclusively, is attended by white chil-
dreﬁ; or if otberwise assigned, then, upon request of the parents or
gﬁardians, such child is transferred to a school_wbich, being attended
exclusively or predominantly by white children, is considered as a
school for white children. Upon graduation from elementary school,
every white child is routinely assigned ﬁo a high school or junior
high school which is predominantly, if not exclusively, attended by
white children. Similarly, and with few if any exceptions, Negro
children entering school for the first time are initially assigned
to a school which none but Negroes attend and upon their graduétion
from elementary school they are routinely assigned to a high school
-~ or to a junior high school which none but Negroes attend.

11. To avoid the racially discriminatory result of the prac-
tiqe described in the paragraph next preceding, the Negro child, or

his parent or guardian for him, is required to make application for

-6 -
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transfer from the school which none but Negroes attend to a school
specifically named. 1In acting upon such application for transfer
from the all-Negro sébool, the defendants take into consideration
certain criteria which defendants do not consider when méking initial
enrollments or placements in any school other than the initial place-

ment or enrollment of a Negro child in a school which white children

attend. If such criteria are not met, the application for transfer

is denied. For example, if the home of the applicant is closer to

the school to which he has been assigned than to the school to which
transfer is sought, the application is denied notwithétanding the fact
that the latter school is attended by white children similarly situated
with respect to residence. For further example, if intelligence,
achievement or other standardized test scores or'other academic records
of the applicant do not compare favorably with the best or the better
of similar scores or records of children attending or assigned to the
'school which the applicant seeks to attend, the application is denied
notwithstanding the fact that many white children-attgnding said school

have lower scores or lower academic records than the applicant has.

Vi

12, Application was made to the defendants for the admission of
some of the.infant plaintiffs to one or more of the public schools in
said politicél subdivision heretofore and now attended exclusively or
predominantly by white persons. In some of such cases the refusal of
the application was made known to. the parent or guardian of the in-
fant applicant by a letter from the Pupil Placement Board indicating
the placement of the child in a certain school, which school is one
attended exclusively by Negroes. In some of these cases written pro-

tests of the placement were made to the Pupil Placement Board within

- 7 -

L \Nac 19



ARCHIVES AT PHILADEL

the time prescribed by statute; whereupon the Pupil Placement Board
scheduled hearings upon the protests., To the extent that such details
can now be stated with certainty, the attached "Schedule A" sets out
the name of such infant plaintiff and, if such application was made

on his or her behalf, (1) the school assignment to which was réquested,
(2) the date of the lettér from the Pupil Placement Board and tbé name
of the all-Negro séhool in which the child was thereby placed, (3) the
reason assigned for the denial of the application, and (4) the date
and place of hearing on the protest;_ In the case of each infant plain-
tiff, even those who with their parents attended the hearing on the
protest, the aséignment to the all-Negro school :stands.

13. But for the deliberate purpose of the defendants to avoid

performance of their duty as hereinabove mentioned in paragraph 9

hereof, plaintiffs would have had no need to apply for attendance at
certain schools. But for the fact that the defendants intend to main-
tain the racially segregated pattern of public schools through the
routine practices described in paragraph‘lo hereof, the applications
made on behalf of the infant plaintiffs would have been granted.
Solely by reason of the practices, customs, usages and calculated
result thereof as mentioned and complained of in paragraph 1l hereof,
the placement of each infant plaintiff in an all—Negro school was
confirmed, even after protest. Unless and until the defendants, as
a result of injunction or otherwise, will cease and desist from the
practice and usage mentioned in paragraph 11, applications and pro-
tests will be vain and futile when made oﬁ behalf of any Negro child
situated as the infant plaintiffs are with regard to residence or
with regard to’intelligence, achievement or other standardized test

scores or other academic records.
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14, TFor reasons stated in parégraphs 9 through 13 hereof and
for reasons apparent upon the face of the Virginia statute pertaining
to Enrollment or Placement éf Pupils (the above-mentioned Sections
22-231.1 through 22-232,17 of the Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended),
plaintiffs allege that the said statute does not provide an édequate

remedy for the relief they seek.

VII

15. The réfusal of the deféndants to grant the requested
assignments, vieﬁed in the light of the refusal of the defendants to
bring about the eliminétion of racial discrimination in the public
school system and to make a reasonable start to effectuate a tran-
sition to a racially non-discriminatory system, constitutes.a depri-
vation of the liberty of the infant plaintiffs as well as all other
Negro public school children within said political subdivision and
a denial of their right to the equal protection of the laws securéd
by the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States,

.and a denial of rights secured by Title 42, United States Code,
Section 1981,

16. Plaintiffs and those similarly situated and affected are
suffering irrépgrable injury and are threatened with irreparable
injury in the future by reason of the policy, practice, custom and
usage and the actions of the defendants herein complained of. They
have no plain, adequate or complete remedy to redress the Wfongs
and iliegal acts herein complained of other than this complaint for
an injunction. Any other remedy to which plaintiffs and those
similarlyzsitaned could be remitted would be attended by such un-
certainties and_delays as would deny substantial relief, would in-

\ volve a multiplicity of suits, and would cause further irreparable

injury and occasion damage, vexation and inconvenience.

-9 -
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17. By letter from plaintiff's counsel dated 25
Octeber 1962, the defendant school board and the défendant.
division superintendent of schools were requested to devise
and implement a plan to bring about a.racia;ly nondiscrimina-
tory school system at the earliest practical-date. Said

letter indicated that litigation seeking an injunction against

racial discrimination would be withheld for at least thirty
days for an expression of willingness of said school authori-
ties to uhdertake a solution to the problems of desegregation
of the school system. Neo reply has been received. The
defendants Raymohd E, Owens, Stuart A, Ashton and E. R.
Morris, Jr. are the members of the defendant schoel board and
were sucﬁ members en and prior to 0ctobér 25, 1962,

18. The taxation of fees for plaintiffs' attormeys
as a part of the cests in this case is essential to the doing
of justice. The infant plaintiffs have been subjected to
discriminétory and oppressive conduct by public officials
who are charged to protect the rights herein asserted. This
action would not have been required save for the action of
the individual members of the Pupil Placement Beard in voting
to deny the applications of the infant plaintiffs for racially
nondiscrimihatory assignment to public schools and the delib-
erate inaction of the individual members of the defendant‘
school beoard with fespect to performance of the duty-of the
school autheorities to devote every effort toward initiating
desegregation and bringing aboﬁt the elimination of racial

discrimination in the public school system.

nal.C12.0



VIIIL
WHEREFORE, plaintiffs respectfully pray:
(A)' That‘this Court enter an‘interlocutory and a permanént
injunction reétraining and enjoining defendants, and each of them,
their successors in office, and their agenté and employees,}fortb-

with, from denying infant plaintiffs, or -either of them, solely on

account of race or color, the right to be enrolled .in, to attend and
to be educated in, the public schools to which they, respectively,
have sought admission.

(B) That this Court enter a permanent injunction restraining
and enjpining defendants, and‘each of them, their successors in office,
and their agents and employees from any and all action that regulates
or affects, on the basis of race or color, the initial assigﬁment,
the placehent, the tranéfer, the admission, the enrollment or the edu-
cation of any child to and in any public school.

(C) That, specifically, the defendants and each of them, their
successbré in office, and their agents and employees be permanently
enjoineg and restrained from denying the application of any Negro child
for assignment in or transfer to any public school attended by white
children when such denial is based solely upon requirements or criteria
which do not operate to exclude white children from said school.

(D) That the defendants be perpetuaily restrained and enjoined
from operating a biracial school system or, in the alternative, that
the defgndants bé required to submit a plan for the reorganization of
schools on a unitary nonracial basis.

(E) That the defendants pay to plaintiffs the costs of this
action and?attorney's fees in such amount as to the Court may appear

reasonable and proper.
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(F) That plaintiffs have such other and further’ relief as

is just.

é——p\_}'\g/-"/'.ﬁ)\

Of Counsel for Plaintiffs

8. W. TUCKER
HENRY L., MARSH, IIX
21& Eapt Glay Stm'aeﬁ
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Page 1 of 4 pages

SCHEDULE "A™ to complaint against Coynty School Board of King George County, Virginia, et al, defendants .

Infant Plaintiff

Requested Assignment

2

Date of Letter From
Pupil Placement

. Board and Placement .

Made Thereby

Reason Assigned For
Denial

Date and Place Of
Hearing on Protest

Mark J. Belton, Jr.

King George Elemen-~
. tary School

June 20, 1962

. Ralph Bunche

cations

|.. Lack of academic qualifi~

Richmond, Virginia

Barbara .Bland _Potomac Elementary .June 20, 1962 ... Lack of academic qualifi- _ _August 14, 1962
) , ) ' Ralph Bunche cations Richmond, Virginia
Ervin Leon Bland King George High June 20, 1962 Distance from residence to August 14, 1962
: Ralph Bunche school; ‘ a Richmond, Virginia

Lack of academic qualifi-

cations.
Joyce L. Bland . Potomac Elementary “Jume 20, 1962 “Lack of academic qualifi- | | August 14, 1962
: o Ralph Bunche ‘cations Richmond, Virginia
Shirley Bland King George High June 20, 1962 Distance from residence to August 14, 1962
Ralph Bunche school; Richmond, Virginia

. Lack of academic qualifi-

. ‘ cations.
Blanche C. Bland King George High June 20, 1962 Distance of residence from August 14, 1962
Ralph Bunche _ school; Richmond, Virginia
Lack of academic qualifi-
cations;

Failure to state reason
for desired school,

John A. Bland

King George High

June 20, 1962
Ralph Bunche

Distance of residence from
schools . :

Lack of academic qualifi-
.cations; '

Failure to state reason
for desired school-

August 14, 1962
Richmond, Virginia

Kenpeth W. Bland,

.Potomac Elementary

“June 20, 1962

Lack of academic qualifi-

- August 14, 1962

Ralph Bunche cations, , Richmond, Virginia
Alonzo Bumbry King George High June 20, 1962 Distance from residence to August 14, 1962
Ralph Bunche schools; ' Richmond, Virginia
Lack of academic qualifi-
'~ cations;

Failure to state reason

for desired school,




Page 2 of 4 pages

SCHEDULE ®A™ to complalnt against County School Board of King George County, Virginia, et al, defendants

0 . 1 N - 2 . 3 . 4
Date of Letter From ‘
Pupil Placement

o . Board and Placement .. Reason Assigned For == Date and Place Of
' Infant Plaintiff Requesited Assignment Made Thereby : Denial Hearing on Protest
Annie L. Bumbry ’ King George High B June 20, 1962 . Lack of academlc quallfl— . | August 14, 1962
‘ ' Ralph Bunche cations} - Richmond, Virginia
"vjm ; ’ _ | _Pailure to state réason_ I :
: . - for desired.school. !
Carolyn F, Bumbry - .} King, Georgg_Elemen~ D T : Em.DASﬁQQQQ%ﬁEQ@~£§§AQQQQ§_tQ_ - ,.AugustAl4 1962 .
) ' tary ~ | Ralph Bunche. " "sc¢hool ) ”RLchmOnd."Vlgglnla
- Gary Vincent Bumbry - ng George Elemen= 1. oo ...} _Distance from residence to _| . August 14, 1962
: ' ' o . tary ] Ralph Bunche school , Richmond, Virginig
Jeffrey Nordlinger Bumbry B Klng Gegorge Elemen N T - ..)..-Distance from residence to 1 August 14, 1962 .
. o tafy o L Ralph Banche . .. . 1 school Richmond, Virginia -
Irving Wayne Bumbry _ | King George High = | _June 20, 1962 .. Lack of academic qua11f1— August 14, 1962
: - ‘ L {Ralpp,Bunchev : ~ ¢ations; = Richmiond, Virginia

Fallure to .state reason.

'fnr'dastred “school.

- . J P B T

Richard Webster Bumbry, Jr. [ Potomac Elementary - [ Juné& 20, 1962 " "Lack of- acadenic qualifi- - August 14 1962
' ’ ' ' : Ralph Bunche . . . catlons, ) ' . Rlchmond Virginia .
_ : < : ’ , for desired school, .
Patricia F. Clark . o 3;King_Geo:ge High 1o L L Lack of academlc quallfl—_ | August 14, 1962 .
' . ’ Ralph Bunche - ’ cations - ] 2 Richmond, Virginia
Bernard D. Harris ’ ; Klng George Elemen- June 21, 1962 o Distance from re51dence to ) "~ August 14, 1962
' tary - | "Ralph Bunche ) §chool; ™ 1 ="Richmord, Virginia
J ' ' o ' ' B | Lack of academlc quallfl-" e
g cationsg

Failure to~ ‘state reason
for de51red school.

" King George High June 21, 1962 © |7 Distance from’ resldence to ) August 14, 1962
’ S Ralph Bunche = schools’ - _ . Richmond, Virginia
R " Lack of academic quallfl— ;
cations; ' ' :
<Failure to state reason . | P
for desired school. ’

Theodore R. Harris, Jr;

Lawrence E. Hodge, Jr. ' ] King George High June 21, 1962 ~ Distance from resmdence to ‘ August 14, 1962
. _ o ' " Ralph Bunche N school; "~ : Richmond, Virginia
‘ ’ o C ’ "’ LTack of adademic qualifi-~
cations:
Failure to state ‘reason .
" for desired.school.
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SCHEDUIE_"A} to aomplalnt agalnst County Schooi Board of K1ng George Countg, V1rg1n1a, et al, defendants

 2_v,

. Date of Letter From

' Pupil PlaceMént
Board and Placement
Made thereby

3

Reason Assigned For

Date.and Place Of

Hearlng on Protest

Infant Plaintiff
Carolyn D. Jackson

' Requested Assignment

King George High

| Jhne 21, 1962 .

‘Ralph Bunche

August 14 1962

hmond Virginia

George Edward Jackson

King George High

June 21, 1962
Ralph Bunche

August 14, 1962
Richmond, V¥Aglnla

Hazel G. Jackson.

N Potomag‘Eleménjary

June-21, 1962
Ralph Bunche - -

August 14, 1962

~Richmond, Vifginia

Shifley Ann Jackson

-King George

“June 21, 1962

Ralph Bunche

Denial
Distance from residence to
schooly
_Lack of _academic ,glﬂfi
cations )
Distance from re51dence to;(
) school :
',Lack of  academic qualifl—
1~ -cations.
‘"DistaBEE"from'residence to
: schools :
~Lack of academic qua11f1-
.cations,

August 147 1962
Richmord, Virginia

Willie Preston Jacksom . .. .

"King George High . .

June 21, 1962
] Ra;ph Bunche B

"'Dlstance from res;dence to

.school

August 14, 1962
Richmond, Virginia

Sheryl LaShay Johﬂsbn{

T King Géorgeingh'.

- June 21, 1962
~ Ralph Bunche:

 Distance from re51dence to‘-‘

school*

';Laek -of academxc.qualifx—

—cations:
’ Fallure to’ ngte reason:
. for_desired.school.

August 14, 1962

/Richmond, Virginia

Barbara Jean Newton

King'George High.

"Ralph Bunche __

Dlstance from re51dence to
sch001'

- Lack of academ1c qualif1— 

catlons,

August 14, 1962
Richmond, Virginia

Perry Lee Scranage Jre

King George-High

fRalph Bunche =~ =

“Lack of -academic qualif1—'

- cations

August 14, 1962
Richmond- Virginia

Sharon Scranage

Potomac Elementary

Distance from re51dence o

August 14, 1962

. : _ Ralph Bunche "school " Richmond; Virginia
Corlette L. Smith King George o I Distance from re51dence to Aungust 14, 1962
: ’ Ralph Bunche schools Richmond, Virginia
' ' . Lack of academic qualifi- - ‘
. ] cations.
Cornelious George Smith King George R Distance from re51dence to August 14, 1962
' : : ' : ‘Ralph Bunche schools; ' Richmond, Virginia

Lack of academic qualifi-
_cations. '

wse i

—~ At
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SCHEDULE "A" to_complaint against County -School Board of King George, Virginia, et al, defendants = = -
0 ‘ - [ 1 K 2 3 ' . . 4
| ' Date of Letter From | . :
Pupil Placement o
: - : . Board and Placement ' _ .. Reason Ass1gned For - Date and Place of
Infant Plaintiff | Requested Assignment Made thereby T 177777 Denial ToorrTm o rTT o7l T Hearing on Protest
‘Floyd L. Smith . KLng George = - S ‘ L Distance from resxdence to - August 14, 1962
' : o Ralph Bunche T . schools ~ Richmond, Virginia
- . Lack of academiq.,qnali.ﬁi:. e .-
' ) : ) ) cations. L .
©*  June E. Smith : ‘King George . : , Distance from residence to _ August 14, 1962
] ' , R CENE e Ralph Bunche P . school; ' ~ Richmond, Virginia
I I o | | Lack of academic qualifi- . |._ o -
e A _ R . . , 4 | cations. . — _ -
Ledrow E. Smith A | King George A e | . Distance from Tesidence o , August 14, 1962
, ' _Ralph Bunche T . schoolj ' Richmond, Virginia
. ' | Lack of academic qualifi- B '
~ ; _ cations. | L . ,
Rita L. Smith . . . ..} King George -~ _ | o .| .. Lack of academic gqualifi- [ _ August 14, 1962
o _ p o 5 "~ | Ralph Banche . . | = cations - | __Richmond, Virginia
Alvin EBugene Williams - | Xing George = .. = June 21, 1962 e | Distance from residence to | ~ August 14, 1962
1o ) L | Ralph Bunche " the school} : "Richmond; Virginia
' o -7 ._} _ Failure Yo state reason, S T e
A X . S o 1 o | for desired school. . -
Barbara Ann Williams ~ 1 King George High = . June 21, 1962 _  _ ~ Distance from residence to } August 14, 1962
. - R Ralph Bunche. ' . ' the ‘schoolj . | Richmgqnd, Virginia
T - Lack of ‘academic qua11f1— : - '
N } - _ cations;
J e o 4 _ ' . . Failure to state reason for -
_ - 13 ' L L desired school. _ ' '
Shirley Jane Williams ' ~ King George- o . June 21, 1962 Distance from residence to August 14, 1962
: o S Ralph Bunche | the school; ' Richmond, Virginia
S F : _Failure to state reason for 1 .
_ SO : ' : ' desired school. » : .
Warren Ellis Williams . - " Xing George -~ June 21, 1962 . - bistance from residence to August 14, 1962
- ‘ o R o Ralph Bunche _ the "school; . 1 "Richmond, Virginia
- " Lack of academlc quallfx-'
cations;
- Failure to state reason
i . for desired school,




