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Introduction

Until the Supreme Courts landmark decision in Brown v. Board of Education
, Prince George’s County had a segregated school system that was written into state law. Prince George’s School County had a dual school system segregated by state law (Md Annotated Code Art. 77$$124, 207-209,269 (1951 edition). After the Brown I decision the county instituted a “freedom of choice” [obtain copies or material] plan. This plan assigned children to the school they attended before the Brown I decision but allowed each child the option of transferring to a nearby school or with certain exceptions to other schools. The effect was that the system of racially segregated schools was maintained, 

At the start of the 1965-66 school year, The county implemented a system for assigning children to schools based on several geographic zones that were established by the Prince George’s County Board of Education (Board). This geographic attendance zone essentially assigned children to the schools in which they lived. 

Attorney for plaintiffs Sylvester Vaughns and John Williams filed suit on __, 19___ in the United States District Court for the District of Maryland against the Board. The suit alleged that the Prince George’s County School Board had a segregated educational system which was in violation of the United States constitution as set forth by the Supreme Court in the Brown v. Board of Education and Swann v. Charlotte Mecklenburg Board of Education 
 cases.  
Summary of Case History and Decisions

Court Decision - July 25, 1972

Parties jointly stipulated as to the underlying facts in the case. Plaintiffs sought summary judgment and relief. The Board position was that the undisputed facts were conclusions and that in dispute were issues of causation. The Court held that such a dispute “to the extent it exists herein, is relevant not as to whether relief sould be granted but rather as to what type of relief is required”
.  The Court quoted
 the Supreme Court decision in Green 
 as the standard to be used to determine if the current Board policy were constitutional. 

The Court held that the standards set forth in Swann
 by the Supreme Court required the Board to discontinue the “current lack of desegregation in the schools…”
.  The court went on to state that the continuing segregation “stems from a pre-Brown I segregated system which has never been effectively dismantled”
  The Court ordered the Board to submit certain information that is necessary to the Lambda Corporation
 and ordered the Board to “commence and pursue diligently”
 its own plan relating to student attendance, faculty assignments and the administration of the schools to bring the school system into “total compliance with the Brown-Swann standards” by September 5, 1972 or “to the fullest extent possible by that date”
.

The Court scheduled a hearing date for August 25, 1972 to consider the reports. The Court indicated its intent to file orders after the August 25 hearing date to implement compliance by the Board of the standards set forth in Brown I and Swann.
Court Decision - August 31, 1972

On August 22, 1972, the County Board of Education filed a report with the Court that included a staffing plan that would desegregate the senior high schools by the start of the 1972/73 school year.   The plan would delay the desegregating of the senior high class until the start of the 1973/74 school year.  The plaintiffs had no objection to the one year delay of the senior class but argued that the other aspect of the plan should become effective at the start of the 1972/73 school year.  The defendants urge the Court to delay ordering any desegregation plan until the start of the 1973/74 school year for all grades. The defendants set forth secondary positions with the effect of delaying aspects of full integration of the school system until the 1973/74 school year. 

The Court heard testimony by school official of the difficulties that would occur if implementation was ordered for the 1972/73 school year. These difficulties included one-month opening delays in the high school and increase racial tension in the community.  The expressed its concern that the Board despite being forewarned that the school system was in violation of the Brown/Swann standards and the fact that the U.S. Department of Health, Education and Welfare notified the Board that school system was not in compliance the Board took no effort to put forth a remedy.

The Court ordered that a desegregation plan for elementary, junior high and high schools should be completed and presented to the Court “on or before December 4, 1972”
.  The Court directed that the plans timeframe should be geared towards ending desegregation in the elementary and junior high schools by January 29, 1973, and for the senior high schools to end desegregation by September 1973.   

Court Decision - December 13, 1972

Court Decision - December 29, 1972

Court Decision - June 20, 1983

Court Decision - November 9, 1984

Court Decision - January 8, 1985

Court Decision - July 13, 1990

Court Decision - October 11, 1996

Court Decision - October 6, 1997

Court Decision - August 31, 1998
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Impact and the Future 

� In Vaughns v. Bd. of Education 355 F. Supp. 1034, __ (1972), U. S. District Court Frank A. Kaufman stated “ That conclusion is compelled by the command of Brown I and the implementation required by Brown II as well as by the doctrine of Green v. County School Board, 391 U.S. 430 (1968)”.  “The burden on a school board today is to come forward with a plan that promises realistically to work… now… until it is clear that state-imposed segregation as been completely removed.” Green at 439





� The Lambda Corporation entered into a contract with the Prince George’s County Board of Education to assist in developing a plan to desegregate the school system. This contract was funded by federal funds from the Department of Health, Education and Welfare. 
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