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The Belle case, in Belle vs. Maryland, we had
a private proprietor of‘a restaurant who had opened up
his private property to the public, and was subject to
all of the statutory regulations of the city and state,
health and otherwise, because he had opened it up to the
public, and the couft held there that though this was
a private proprietor, the more he opens it up to the
public the more the 14th Amendment protections apply, and
the court held that, therefore, if that private property
opened up and dedicated to a public use was open to
the general public, then that private proprietor could
not refuse to serve any member of the general public
hecause of that memher's race; so here is an element where
vou had a vrivate ownefship but the service that was
offered was offered tc the public,

Howevor, in Belle ws. Marvland, in a decision
concurred in by Chief Justice Warren, Justice Goldberg and‘
Justice Douglas, there is this statement, and this came f
down in 1264: "Prejudice apd higotrv in anv form are
regrettable, bur it 15 the Tonstitutional ri
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