Chronology of Bell vs. The State of Maryland

Participants

Robert Bell- Sit-in participant whose name was put on the case because it was the first name listed in alphabetical order on the court docket. At the time Bell was the Student body president at the all-black Dunbar High School in Baltimore, MD.

Aliceteen Mangum- Sit-in participant

Annette Green- Sit-in participant

Arimentha Bullock- Sit-in participant

Barbara Whittaker- Sit-in participant

John Quarles- Sit-in participant

Lawrence Parker- Sit-in participant

Lovellen Brown- Sit-in participant

Muriel Quarles- Sit-in participant

Richard McKoy- Sit-in participant

Robert Johnson- Sit-in participant

Rosetta Gainey- Sit-in participant

G. Carroll Hooper- Owner of Hooper’s Restaurant and witness on behalf of the state

Albert Warfel-Manager at Hooper’s and witness on behalf of the state

Ella Mae Dunlap- Waitress at Hooper’s Restaurant who denied the students seating and witness on behalf of the state

Sgt. John Sauer- Witness on behalf of the state

Robert Watts- One of the lawyers representing the students

Tucker Dearing- Defense Lawyer

Juanita Jackson Mitchell- Defense Lawyer

Thurgood Marshall- Defense Lawyer

Loring Hawes- argues in favor of the defendants

Jack Greenberg- argues for the state of Maryland

Robert C. Murphy- Deputy State Attorney General who defended the constitution of Maryland’s trespass laws.

Chief Justices Earl Warren, Arthur J. Goldberg, and William O. Douglas felt that the Constitution prohibits the arrest of demonstrators for desegregation of places of public accommodation. 

Justices Hugo Black, John H. Harlan, Byron R. White- Were voting in favor of Maryland’s trespassing laws. They urged that the 14th Amendment did not prohibit the owner of the restaurant from refusing service to Negroes.

· June 17, 1960- about eighteen students from Dunbar High School, including Robert Mack Bell and Morgan State College in Baltimore, entered Hooper’s restaurant and stage a sit in. The owner G. Carroll Hooper at Hooper’s Restaurant an all white establishment, located at Charles and Fayette Street in downtown Baltimore, asked the students to leave.  The students were arrested and charged with trespassing at Hooper’s Restaurant in Baltimore City.

· Maryland trespassing law to unwanted patrons: “Any person or persons who shall enter upon or cross over the land, premises or private property of any person or persons in this State after having been duly notified by the owner or his agent not to do so shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor.” Warfel recited this law to the sit in participants.

· After the warning six students left the restaurant, holding a vigil outside on the sidewalk. Robert M. Bell was among the twelve who refused to leave. Bell had recruited a busload of Dunbar students to join the sit in with students from Morgan State.

· Because this was a civil sit in the police did not make a move to arrest the remaining students. Albert Warfel took down the names of the students who refused to leave while Carroll Hooper went down to the courthouse and swore out warrants in the magistrate’s office.

· July 12, 1960- the Baltimore City Grand Jury indicted the twelve students for trespassing.

· November 10, 1960- Judge Joseph R. Byrnes heard the case in Criminal Court without a jury. 

· March 24, 1961- Judge Byrnes files a memorandum opinion and finds the defendants guilty and fines them $10 each. 

· April 12, 1961- an appeal to the court of appeals of Maryland is filed.

· January 9, 1962- the case goes to the court of appeals. The Maryland Court of Appeals upheld the decision of the lower court and the case was appealed to the U.S Supreme Court. By the time the case reached the Supreme Court, both Baltimore City Council and the Maryland General Assembly had enacted laws prohibiting the denial of public accommodations based on race.

· March 29, 1963- The General Assembly of Maryland enacted a public accommodations law, applicable to Baltimore city and 12 of Maryland 23 counties, which went into effect on June 1, 1963. The law made it unlawful for the owner or operator of a place of public accommodation to refuse or deny the accommodations, facilities or privileges of the place to any person because of his race, creed, color or national origin.

· June 10, 1963- Court of Appeals granted a certiorari and the case was consolidated with 4 other sit-in cases.

· October 14-15, 1963- Oral Arguments are heard. Jack Greenberg argues for the protestors and Loring Hawes for the State of Maryland.

· 1964, the U.S. Supreme Court refused to decide if the state's trespassing laws could be used to exclude blacks from public accommodations and sent the case back to the Maryland Court of Appeals on June 22, 1964 saying that the effect of the state and city public accommodations laws on the trespassing convictions is to be settled by the state court.

·  Oct 22, 1964 the Court of Appeals upheld the decision, three months after the Federal Civil Rights Act made it illegal to deny a customer service based on race.

· On April 9, 1965 Juanita Mitchell Jackson filed a petition asking the court to reconsider. The court agreed, and the convictions were reversed and the students were cleared of all charges. The Mayor and City Council are ordered to pay the court cost and the State of Maryland pay Robert Mack Bell, et al, $462.93 for the cost of prosecution.

· Bell led an appeal of the verdict before the United States Supreme Court. In the landmark civil rights case, Bell v. Maryland, the de facto racial segregation in Maryland was brought to an end.

· When the case reached the Supreme Court, Loring F. Haven an assistant attorney general argued that the state’s trespass laws were constitutional so that the arrests should be upheld.

Notes

The students did not enter the restaurant to destroy the name, but to get equal service owed to them by being a US citizen.

In 1996, Bell was named chief judge of the Maryland Court of Appeals, the same court that repeatedly upheld his conviction on trespassing charged.

Quotes from Judge Bell

“If it hadn’t been me, if it hadn’t been us, it probably would have been someone else.” The Castle of One's Skin," Baltimore Sun, November 13, 1994
“The angry faces are something I’ll never forget.” The Castle of One's Skin," Baltimore Sun, November 13, 1994
“The Courthouses, the offices, the workplaces are largely integrated, but when you go home, when you go to the schools, you don’t find it much different than it was in 1954.” The Castle of One's Skin," Baltimore Sun, November 13, 1994
“We’ve come a long way, but we’ve got a long way to go.” The Castle of One's Skin," Baltimore Sun, November 13, 1994
“A lot of people think it’s OK to hate an entire group of people.” The Castle of One's Skin," Baltimore Sun, November 13, 1994
“It sounded like the right thing to do. I knew it was a serious effort to try to make a difference… I must tell you, though, I had enough sense not to tell my mother what I was going to do. It was high risk, ya know?” “Going the Second Mile” Equal Justice Magazine, Fall 2004. 

“Nobody knew at the time what was going to happen… We would’ve been happy just to get it resolved, just to vindicate our position that you cannot use the state criminal code to enforce a discriminatory practice.” “Going the Second Mile” Equal Justice Magazine, Fall 2004. – Bell’s comments regarding the appeal to the U.S. Supreme Court
For further perspective on Bell v. Maryland, please see William L. Reynolds, Foreward: The Legal History of the Great Sit-In Case of Bell v. Maryland, 61 Md. L. Rev. 761 (2002)
