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immediately launched a campaign to fight it and raised $5,400 for
that purpose. The Branch retained one of the ablest white legal
firms in the Middle West, Messrs. Miller, Dailey and Thompson
associating with them R. L. Brokenburr and W, S. Henry, well known
colored attorneys.

The attorneys for the Branch filed a petition asking that the
segregation ordinance be declared void. The case (Edward S. Gaillard
vs. Dr. Guy L. Grani) originated in a suit by Mr. Gaillard who claimed
that Dr. Grant agreed to buy property from him in a “white” district
and after entering the contract refused to buy because the segregation
ordinance forbade occupancy by Dr. Grant, a colored owner.

The case was tried in the Circuit Court of Marion County.
November 23 that Court declared the ordinance unconstitutional,
basing its decision upon the Louisville decision of 1917.

Norfolk, Va.—On August 25, 1925, the City Council of Norfolk
passed a segregation ordinance, this one also being practically identical
with the outlawed Louisville ordinance. The first court test of the
law occurred in February, 1926. Nathan Falk, a Jewish merchant,
had opened a grocery store in a strictly colored neighborhood. The
Norfolk Branch of the N. A. A. C. P., through its attorney and
president, David H. Edwards, to test the law, charged Mr. Falk with
/violation of the ordinance. Police Court Justice R. B. Spindle
ruled the law unconstitutional, which decision was later affirmed by
a court of record.

On July 15 Judge Spindle again ruled the ordinance unconsti-
tutional. This decision was rendered in the case of Samuel Costen,
a colored man, who had sought to move into a house located in a
“‘white” district. A warrant was issued against Costen on the com-
plaint of white neighbors charging violation of the segregation
ordinance. This decision, too, was won by the Norfolk Branch of
the N. A, A. C. P. through its attorney, Mr. Edwards.

Dallas, Texas.—A segregation ordinance enacted in Dallas was
declared unconstitutional, on the basis of the Louisville case, by the
Texas Fifth Court of Civil Appeals. The case arose in the desire of
a white corporation “to open up a new addition for Negroes in a
district which, heretofore, by a joint agreement, according to report,
has been designated as white.” The case, according to report, is
to be taken to the Supreme Court by the City of Dallas. A case
arising under this law three years ago was never carried to a con-




