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retai' juriadictio of th 0 use with tull poqr to issue SIlT necessary and proper 

cLaurin the equ proteetio of th l aws. 

eision, t Oklah le sl ture amended t he statutes to permit 

tb admiseion of II.'"..,. ..... t o inati tutions ot M r earning atte d by' whi • studen , 

in oaee where SilO inatitut ons off sd cour e not availabl in the e 0 schools. 

be uutIKIlllent provided, hOlRJ'f r, uoh caaee t pro of instruction "sbill 

be g1 e at eh college. or i t1tuti 01 eatio �~�O�D� a segre ted buis". 1. 

Appell t t her pon d to the �U�~�T�e�r�.�i�t�y� of Oklah Graduate SChool. In 

apparent eont'ol"lll1ty with the endilent, his adm! SiOD ..... made 9ubj t to " uch rules and 

re t io .. to se e a ion a. th President of t.he Un! versi tr ebal1 consider to 

• G. W. cL:orin subst �t�i�~� equal ducationa! opportuniti s are afforded 

1. l'he aemml8I1t adds the lollon proviso to each of the .. ct1.OIl8 �r�~�.�,�.�.�.�.�u�.�1�6� to 

....... ...., .... sc ool.a -Provided, t h t th pravia ot this Sect! ahall nOt apply to 

prgr of instruction laadi or 

colleges or in i tnti ot high r c tion ot this State .tabliBhed f or am/or 
race, 1Ibere such pr gr II ot ine otion leading particular 

de e not g1 ven at colle es or ati tiona ot hi her education of this St te 

.stabli she for md/o d bt t colored race J pr .d further, tb t said. ro 

of instruction lelld:lng to a particular de shall be given at sue colleges or 

institutio 0 hi r education upon a •• grega:ted basis". Okla. Stat. Adn. tit . 70, 

I I 45>, 456, 457 (1950). S. eg ted balJia i. deNned as · c1anro ins uct10D :Ten 

in separate clusro , or at separate tiDes." I d. I 4S5. 
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aurin UII • t Salle c1 sr , li rrary cafeteria as Btudent of 

oth r 1'aC8 • 8 DO indieati n th t s at. to whic h i aa1gnad in thea r 8 

sadv tag of l ocation. He wa:1. t .in line in t e cafeteria and there 

d and talk th hi fellow students, but. h eats he IlU8 r n apart. 

The .. r trict.ions e obviously' os i or to cO~J as nearll' .. co 

, stat tory r I1ireIient 0118.. But t Y ignify that the State, 

"-~".1iIIterin th.a facilities it prof ... i Iial. and aduate study J a ta 

.cL th:. ot .tudents. esult is that pellal t is handicapped 
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his abill ty to.t , to ng 8 in disCUI!IS ons and exch8lge views wit thar udents , 

d" in eneral, to learn his pr fesl!lions . 

Our society !ncr.aain campI , and our e for trained leader s incre e8 

corre8pondin l.lmt ' a Cde represente, perhapa, the epita o! that ed, f or 

an in educatiloD, to be, by cief'1n1t1on, 

of other-s. Tholl under hill guidanc and infiuence 

due he reoei v • ir own eduoatio 

cesaar~ sutter to hi. tr ........ ~'6 il t 

State- d restricti oduoe such insqUali ties C3-'1Ilot 

taine • 

I t be Ill" d that in 0 better po i tion n t r811tricti o 

, 
irrel nt. 

T jt,rio ions 

still be set apart by hi fell tudant . Thi8 we thi 

re 1. a v arenc - a Con.t1tution- difference - between 

by t ita which prohibit t inteliec ual c gling or 

r IIiI.. ot 1ndi duals to cYll&liu.Llj~ 

E'UCh bar. ...;.....,;~~;..;...;..~~~~~." 334 u.s. 1, ~14 (194). The r oval of th ta 

re&tr! ti li not n ces aril1' abate ind1 vi ual zd gro predilect! a, IIjudice. 

choi.c8a . But at th very leut, he state 1Iill not b deprl appellant of th 

o rtunity t o .ec e aeceptanc bT his tellow studente on hi own its. 

r acei. hil!l and p asant r1~ht to t h ual pro-

teet 011 of t l aws. See Snatt v. Pai.n r, ante, p. __ hold that un r 

t hue cire stancea the oorteenth BeUWll-.ut precl del differ noes in tr 

stat b upon r ace _ Appellant, havi been adId. tted to a tate- pported uate 

II treatment at t ands of t stat s studanUl f 

ot r rao II. '£h 

Rever ed. 


