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ALABAMA HIGHLIGHTS 
Y. 

. -
A three-judge federal court ruled May 3 that the anti-guidelines 

law passed by.the.Alabama legislature last fall was unconstitutional, 
and that a state cannot nullify the actions of a federal agency 
implementing a UoSo statute<> _At. the same.time!J the court accepi;,ed 
the judgment of the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals that the 1966 
guidelines of,' the Department of ijealth!J Education and Welfare are 
legal 0 The court warned, however!} that HEW' itself should respect 
court desegregation orderso 

Bibb County was made a party to the statewide desegregation 
order of March 22 and enjoined to take appropriate actiono It was 
the only_system of the 99 ordered to desegregate!} .which ha~ refuseg 
to submit~ plano Similar "show cause" actions against three other 
systems were dismissedo • 

UoSo District Judge Frank Mo Johnson Jra!J considering action 
to force four school systems ~i~~ady under hi~ desegregation orders 
to conform to the Fifth Circuit rul~ng!J explored evidence that 
suggested -t~at his previous directives and the appellate court0s 
were similara --He delayed decisiona In Birmingham federal court, 
tlie-city-system there was ordered to comply with the Fifth 
CircuitUs ordero 

# 
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ALA.BAMA ot 
" 

. A three-judge federal court ruled May 3 that the Alabama· 
\igislature,9 _in enacting an anti-guidelines statute last fall, 

8 "taking the law into its own hands o" -The court found that 
µ he law.p~ssed by the legislature, at the behest of former Govo 
~;·orge Co Wallace,9 violated the supremacy clause of the UoSo 
-~6nstitutiono 
~~<' 

~·. The anti-guide:I.ines act sought to set aside agreements made 
;, py local_ school boards complying with school deseg:egation guidelines 
.• .laid dowp by the. UoSo Department of Health,9 Education ail.d Welfareo 
.( The staT.ute declared such agreements null and void and.refused to 
-:; recognize the legality of any compliance agreements made after the 
f-1ct was passedo (For details,9 see report for September,9 19660)
;,. ,.,.. 

The court said the law was invalid because it ran counter to 
.-;.- :A.rticle.. lo.of the UoSo Constitution, which holds that acts of 
:: Congress are the "supreme law of the lando 11 

• 11we tliinJ{,9 11 the judges wrotet 11 "that a state ..may not,9 except 
through a court action reviewable by the Supreme Court,9 undertake 
to declare null and void any action of a federal department or 
agency to implement or effectuate a federal statuteo 11 .. Particularly 

;()i.s this true; the court continued,9 "wher'§l suqh,_ a declaration is 
• part of the. state 0s effort to obstruct or interfere with the 

operation of such a statuteo 11 

Attorneys for the state had asked3 in a counter-suit filed 
)~, last !'all,9 for .a court finding that the guidelines themselves
f· jrere invalido However,9. before the decision could be handed down..9 

·\, the UoSo"'Fifth {Jircuit Court of Appeals answered that question
1 

__ Deco ~8 and March 29..9 holding that the guidelines do not exceed 
··' the provisions of the 1964 Civil Rights Acto 

The three judges said they had a "clear duty11 , to abide by the 
appellate court decisiono But even if they did not.9 they said.9 the 
circuit court ruling "is entitled to such great deference and 
respect that we would be unwilling to depart from ito 11 

• A major issue in the case was the controversy over whether 
,;;' HEW; in enforcing the guidelinessi had authority to withhold federal 

funds from school systems that refuse to complyo On that,9 the three 
judges pomted out that the guideltnes are not within the scope 
of EEW 0s rule-making powers but serve ipstead as a mere statement 
of policyo Arry action to cut off funds,9 the court stressed,9 is 
subject to judi9ial reviewo 
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In a kind of judicial aside, the cpurt took notice of charges 
that the Fifth Circuit 9s decree ordering desegregation in six 
Southern states means total, massive "integration" and transfer of 
students to achieve racial balance. 

- • The-appellate ruling, the court said, srloes not call for any 
further or more complete mixing or balancing of the races j;han 
may be .appropriate for the purpose of correcting discrimination.n 
(Judge-Frank M; Johnson Jr., a member of the panel, also touched 
on.this point in hearing fo-ur c~ses in which Negroes sought to 
have his desegregation orders broadened to embrace the Fifth 
Circuit ruling. See below.) 

In its 10-page decision, the court put HEW on notice that 
it must recognize desegregation orders handed down by the courtso 
"As courts attempt to cooperate with executive and legislative 
policies," the judges said, "so.9 too., the departl!l9nt must respect 
a court order for the desegregation of a school or school system." 

There have been complaints that HEW officials in some instances 
regarded court orders as riot going far enough. An apparent conflict 
develop~d in the case of five systepis, notified·at the end of May 
of cutoff of federal funds. All of the systems, like every school 
system in Alabama..9 are under court desegregation orders. 

Judges s:i,tting on the anti-guidelines case were U.S. Circuit 
"Judge Richard T. Rives, and District Judges Frank M. Johnson Jr. 
arid Virgil Pittman. Rives and Johnson are from Montgomery,; 
Pittman, from Mobile. 

-- ·- --

Basing their decision on the guidelines on the March 29 en bane­
decision of the Fiftp. Circuit (which reviewed a three-judge appellate 
court decision of Dec. 29), the court panel in Montgomery said 
May Jg 11 ••• We hold that the 1966 guidelines are constitutionally 
valid and conform to the intent of the Civil Rights Act of 1964." 

The judges noted that the objective of the Civil Rights Act 
prohibiting racial discrimination in programs receiving federal 
:run.a~ lris--:not compulsory mixing of the races but freedom from 
discrimination." 

"Of course," the judges said, "some compulsory association of 
the races is necessary for the purpose of desegregating the schools, 
but that is limited to such as is appropriate for eliminating a 
dual structure of separate schools for students of different races .•• " 
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No arbitrary power is vested in any federal department or 
agency:, the court continuedo Definit~ rules and regulations are 
for the purpose of letting local authorities kn.ow in advance the 
policies of the departmento Purpose of the guidelines is to 
"provide assistance and guidance to '·~ecipients to help them 
comply voluntarily:, 11 t~e judges saido 

The case was heard Novo 30:, 1966:, along with another suit 
(Lee Vo Ma.con) seeking state~de desegregation of the 9~ ~t~tri.~~s 
not· a:1re·ady under court orders o This part of the multi-faceted case, 
involving four judges sitting as two -three~judge -p~els, -re"S'tll-ted 
in the March 22 ruling directipg the desegregation of 99 systems 
next fall, along with junior colleges:,trade schools and state 
~-~:t.~~g~~ ,Bnder the State Board of Educ.ationo 

- -
Rives:, Johnson and District Judge Ho Ho Grooms of Birmingham 

handed .down that deci~iono The court also, at that ti~, ... tpr~.W. 
out a state tuition grant law passed during the administration 
of Govo ~orge Wallaceo 

- •• ·In its May 3 ruling on the guidelines and the state v s 
a,n"'ti-guidelines law:, the judges noted that nooo this court has 
ordered ~he public schools and colleges in Alabama not already 
desegregated to be completely desegregated as of the beginning 
of the next school yearo 11 

*** 
The Bibb County school system:, one of the 99 districts ordered 

to desegregate by a ruling March 22:, was enjoined May 18 by the·court 
to a4opt-a scho91·desegregation plan for the 1967-68 scµool yearo 
Thus Bibb became. the first school system after Macon County to be 
added.as a defendant and directly ordered to comply'with the courtns 
decreeo 

Bibb was enjoined by the three-judge court of Rives 51 Johnson 
and Grooms after re fusing to submit the required plano The panel 
said Bibb officials offered no evidence to show why they should 
not be required to cop].ply with the March 22 order "other than a 

, -~~a-~~~:tt);zy· their counsel t~~ tp.e l;>~~rd has 9 ·since .. ~r~'!l- ??.:i 
-~~ ~I'.ect~.d certain questionnaires to. the students and teachers in. 

the Bibb County school systemo 11 

The panel noted further that a deposition of the superintendent 
of Bibb schools "established that the Board of Education of Bibb 
County is operating a dual system based on raceo 11 • 
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Bibb was the only system that had failed to respond in any 
manner to the request ;f.'or plans sent 9ut by State Superintendent 
of Education Ernest Stone, who was made directly responsible for 
overseeing the court0s detailed ordero Bibb0s defense to the 
"show cause" action, which resulted in the injunction, was 
essentially thPt it had not been a party to the original suit 
(Lee Vo Macon) and that the court had no jurisdiction over ito 

Three other systems made defendants i..n the "show cause" 
hearing·were found to have conformed to the ordero They wereg 
Autauga, Cullman and Pickens county systemso The court dismissed 
them as defen<.ta.htso-

The panel ruled in May that it did have jurisdiction of school 
systems all over the state and that Supto Stone had authority-­
which Bibb denied--to require desegregation planso Justice 
department attorneys brought out that there has been no desegregation 
iii.Bibb arid tliat although the Board of Education claimed to have 
pas0sea a··resolution to accept transfer applications this was never 
made publico 

The court made the four systems of Bibb,AutaugaQ Cullman and 
Pickens defendants April 24 but dismissed all but Bibb May l8o 
The justice department has also asked the court to advise 48 other 
systems that their plans fall short, in varying particulars, of 
9.P!U't -~q:ip.rementso 

Govo Lurleen Wallace, one of the defendants in the statewide 
oraer, ·asked through her attorneys t~at the court drop the four 
named systems as defendantso The position of the state has been 
Macon County, the original defendant, is the only pro~r respondent 
to.the court 0s March.order and the only one legally bound by ito 
However, the.UoSo Supreme Court refused May 22 to delay the 
statewide ordero 

Gov o Wallace n s lawyers, in a motion before the high court, 
requested a stayo "We feel that this court should pass upon the 
merits of this controversy before the status quo is so greatly 
changed that it could never be restored," the state pleadedo 

The justice department said the request was "no more than a 
further attempt to delay the realization of a constitutional righton 
The lower eourtns ruling, the government attorneys said, was 
"a measured and carefully con.sidered judicial response to years 
of foot-dragging and defiance of the Constitution by officials 
of the State of Alabama responsible for school desegregationo n 

Mrso Wallace and the other defendant state officials argued 
that the three-judge panel had exceeded its authority, that it 
was without lawful power 11to command the local school officials 
to·take the ordered action, 11 and that "an orderly process of 

·aesegregatiori is continuing in the elementary and secondary public 
schools of Alabama o 11 
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The original Lee Vo Macon injunction in Jti.ly!I 1964!1 was the 
resuit of state interference with cour't.-ordered desegregation in 
Macon County in 1963 and 19640 At that time 9 the same three-judge 
panel!I which handed down the statewide injunction March 22 9 warned 
that interference must cease i- _: .. that state officials had the duty to 
promote and encourage desegregatio~a The court said then that "it 
could and probably should" have issued a statewide ordera It warned 
that this would be the result of continued defiance and the failure 
of-·state· officials to take affirmative action to facilitate 
desegregationo 

*** 

At the end of May, UoSo District Judge frank Mo Johnson Jra 
of Mpntgomery was considering whether to place fo'!ll" Alaba~ school 
distri~ts under the new.d~segregation ruling by the Fifth Circuit 
Court of Appeals 9 as a;f'f:trmed en bane March 29 o The systems of 
Montgijmery:-City-Q_o:µnty; .Barbour!I,. Bullock and .. Crenshaw CQ1;1!1ties 
a.re alre.ady _tinder Jo~o:r;i._! __ s desegrE!gation or.¢1.ers .anc;l, .were among 
the-19 !:!Y~t.ems ·omitted, :t=:c:om the March 22 si.;atewid,e ruling because 
of prior ~j'l,Ulctio~o 

Attorney .Fred Gray, rep!'.~senting Negro plaintiffs9 asked for 
an order placing the four boards under the Fifth ·circuit9 s 
requirements o How~ver 9 in a point~by-point a_nalysis of t,he 
district courtus orders 9 under which the boards were already 
.operating.; .. it wae established that there was .. very little diff~rence 
betw~en_what Johnson had required and what the appellate order 
requiredo · • 

State Senator Al ton Turner of Crenshaw Oounty9 attorney for 
tb,a.t board, accused .the j~stice dep~rtment of "straining a·t g~ts" 
because the two orders were so _nea.I'ly identic~lo He and other 
lawyers and ~chool offir.i~ls P.rgued that faculty desegregation 
would be the most difi':icult requirement to comply with by this fallo 

. -

.r 

:.·. --~.In the course .. i:if.. the hearings, Judge Joh~on. praised .. !:lchool .. 
officials of Montgomery City~Oounty and Bullock County for demon!;ltrating 
•11a .. desire to operate their school systems as professional educators 9 
not:.as·:politiciansa!! .. Judge .Johnson noted_ that· school officia;l,s 
in be.th counties 11accpmplished their efforts 11 wi-t;hout aw disruption 
of __ s,.hoolso He _said their work was ~'a_considerable feat!~ and that. 
the "colllillunity owes these school officials its appreciationa 11 

op Oo •"; : ,: .. 

One .:point of contentio:r:i raised. by jus_tice department attorneys 
was the method of sending freedom-of-choice forms to parents o They 
said the forms sliould be mailedo Johnson said he didn°t care how 
it was done as long as_the school boards realized their duty to 
get the forms to parents and to see that they are ret-µrneda 
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_ - _ Attorney Gr.ay. said transportation was another grievance and 
that Negroes did not know what schooltbuses were available in their 
neighborhoodso Attorneys Vau.ghanJiill Robison and Maury Smith of 
Montgomery, representing Montgomery and Bullock, said available 
bus transportation is clearly marked on the choice forms and that 
no discrimination in transportation exists in either countyo 

• ·-· Judge· Johnson himself ~bjected to a justice department proposal 
tbat pupils be allowed to transfer .from one school to another in 
mid-term to get a particular academic course they wantedo Johnson 
took the motions under advisement and said he would rule on them 
at a later dateo The major problem seemed faculty desegregationo 

*** 
The three-judge court that ordered 99 Alabama. school systems 

not unaer previous desegregation injunctions to be€Q.D. desegregation 
~xt·-ra.11 gave sc~oor·officials add,itional tim~. May 1 to work out 
transportation problems o In the March 2'2' order, State Supto Ernest 
Stone had been given until May 21 to collect the bus plans of the 
99 systemso That was extended to June 15 and Stone was allowed 
30 days from then to approve or disapprove the planso 

The three-judge panel agreed that local school boards would be 
in a"better position to complete their plans to desegregate 
transportation facilities following the choice periods during the 
month of Aprilo "The responsibility of the local boards remains, 
as the court expressed in its decree of March 22, to eliminate 
overlapping and duplicative bus routes based on race," the judges 
said May lo 

*** 
Birmingham schools must comply w;ith the desegregation plan 

approved in the March 29 review by the Fifth Circuit, UoSo District 
Judge Seybourn Lynne ruled May 8 o His decree in effect struck down. 
the gradual desegregation plan in effect in the state 0s largest 
city and replaced it with the appellate court0s formulao 

Lynne established the choice period as May 15=3lo The Fifth 
Circuit had established May 1-31 as the registration timeo Lynne 
said this was impossible since the May 1 date had passedo He 
refused to extend the choice period to June 15, as requested by 
Negro attorney Orze],.l Billingsley, because no teachers would be 
under contract with the Birmingham board after June 2 to handle 
implementation of the plano 

-Although the Fifth Circuit plan calls for pro~ss reports 
by "May I:5 a.p.d June 15, Lynne again allowed -a variationj establishing 
July 1 .and Octo. 1 for these reports by the Birmingham boardo In the 
only other deviation from the appellate court 0s opin!on~ Lynne said 
the schools could hand out letters to students rather than mailing 
them, as outlined by the Fifth Circuito As in the case of Montgomery 
and Bullock boards, Birmingham had argued that the mailing plan 
would be expensiveo 
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After the hearings Birmingham Schoo.l Supto Raymond Christian 
said the board would "comply with theibest interests of the schools 
in mindo" Dro Christian addedg ''We can9 t pick and choose which 
decrees to heedo II The main ·obstacle, he added, was "time a 

11 

The Birmingham system was not affected directly either by the 
Fifth Circuit decision or the March 22 three-judge panel in Montgomery 
sirice it was operating under a separate court order issued several 
years agoo School attorney Reid Barnes called the higher courtvs 
upholding of the __ school desegregation guidelines "an abuse of 
judicial process o" Since no lower federal court had ruled on the 
guidelines, an appellate court could not

1 
legally pass on the matter, 

Barnes contendedo (Several judges have recently expressed similar 
opinionss but the three-judge panel in Montgomery said it was bound 
by the appellate courtns dec~sion on the_~~e~ineso) 

Lynne ordered Birmingham to take ttaffirmative action to 
disestablish all school segregation and to eliminate the effects 
o:f the dual systemo ll 

Dro Christian said the system would not appeal the orderg 
"After alls there us nowhere to appeal ito The Fifth Circuit handed 
down the decision originally and the Supreme Court has refused 
to stay the appellate courtns decisiono 11 

The appellate court directly affected only the Jefferson Count,y s 
Fairfield and ~essemer systems .. ip. Alabamao Federal Judges l{o ·Ho 
Grooms and·Clarence Allgood had similar motions before them to bring 
Huntsvilles_Gadsdens Madison County and Lawrence County under the 
appellate order o 

Schoolmen 

• • The Department of Healths Education and Welfare announced in 
'Washington May 31 that five Alabama schools would be cut off from 
federal funds for 11 failure to comply with the non-discrimination 
provisions of the Civil Rtghts Act of 19640 11 The systems were those 
of-Marengo County s Washington County s Russell County s Elmore County 
and Thomasville Cityo 

Elmore County Supto of Education William Ross McQueen satd he was 
11 completely floored11 and that it came as a 11 complett!I !';u:t"priseot1 
McQueen continuedg ''We have not failed to conrolya I thought we 
were in coDJPlete compl~ncea We have sent in copies of 
everything ~equired of USs with copies to Judge Frank Mo Johnson Jro 
The only pos~ible exception co~4 be a copy of an advertisement in 
the Qounty newspapers which was sent in late o We air-mailed the 
advertisement to them (HEW) at their request and have received since 
then a postal receipts indicating it had been received in Washingtono 11 
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McQueen said Judge Johnson had ~en "very specific and very fair 
in all his dealings, and his orders have been followed to the letter 
in this mattero II 

''We have not had disturbance here, 11 McQueen continued, "no 
trouble whatsoever as far as our racial situation is concernedo 
It looks like Judge Johnson is getting the runaroundo I 0m not 
trying to tell the judge what to do, but fut seems to me he should 
cite someone in Washington £or contempto 11 

·-
McQueen said further that Dro Ernest Stone, state superint~ndent 

of education, had been prompt in sending out Judge Johnson's directives 
in all desegregation matters affecting the schools, and that all 
directives had been dealt with immediatelyo 

In the absence of arry knowledge of the reason for the cutoff, 
he said, nrt could be for something as ridiculous as the false 
charges leveled .!!It. us la.st year that we were feeding the white 
children fried chicken while the Negro students were being fed 
bolognaon 

Marengo County Supto Fred Do Ramsey said at Sweet Water that 
he had received no official notification of the ordero He said the 
school board had requested an extension of the funds cutoff date 
until the matter had cleared the courtso He said that HEW apparently 
has not seen fit to grant the requesto 

R~sel County Supto Warren No Richards said in Phenix City 
that he had not received notification eithero The same response 
came from Washington County Supto John So Woodo 

*** 
Russell Supt o Richards had other problems as wello A citizens 

group was attempting in late May to force his resignation and get 
a new superintendent and a new school boardo That pledge was made 
May 26 by Frank Samples, a Phenix City lawyer who serves as chairman 
of the citizens groupo Supto Richards told the group that he would 
consider suggestions to make him a better superintendent, but addedg 

"I have not been requested to resign by any member of this school 
board and have no plans to offer my resignationo 11 

The protesting group, which burned freedom=of-choice forms 
sent out by the board, issued a list of charges ranging from censored 
news releases to racial imbalance on teachersn committeeso Jack Miller, 
attorneY{i'or the board, read and denied the charges, calling them 
unfounded and untrueo He noted that Alabama's governer and attorney 
general havennt been able to ward off federal desegregation orders~ 

11They cannt do anything about the federal guidelines and they 
are a lot smarter and better trained than we areo I donut· see how 
you can think the school board can do anything about themoP 
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Miller also mentioned Bibb Countyas failure to comply with 
• -~ tfu'ee:.judge ~ourt as- d:segregation 9rder and commented g "~ow 
y are no longer operating under thier school board, but directly 
er a federal courto n 

*** 
It was-reported, :meanwhile, that State Supto Stone was quietly 

rking ~o save Alabama schools some $20 million in federal funds-­
estimate.of the amount local school districts out of compliance 

mh the guidelines might lose before they were returned to good 
t. · ding,; Stone was reported by newspapers as trying to persuade 

that since the districts will undoubtedly be in compliance 
±t fall, with every system under federal court desegregation 

the federal agency might as well send the money to themo 

*** 
Two civil rights groups in Huntsville complained in May that 

he freedom-of-choice forms sent out by the city system were 
-~honest, 11 created a 11terrible situation,.1' and resulted in unfair 

nrdens on Negro parentso Supto Alton Co Crews described the 
.rirmal complaints of the Huntsville Council on Human Relations 
'd the Community Service Committee May 20 as "regrettably hastyo 11 

lie groups made their protests in letters to John Doar of the 
'!istice departmento 

) 

The complaints focused on the transfer form and on the 
vailabili ty- of maps showing the various school zones within the 
; 

ity--the qontention being that the former was unclear and the 
atter unavailableo 

The protesting groups claimed some Negro parents selected a 
egro school for their child when they could have a desegregated 

o When told this, they said they wanted too- But the board, 
ccording to the groups, has taken the position that a choice, 
nee ~~~-~ could ~ot be changed except in a case of extreme hardshipo 
" ! ··-

'.~ Crews- said the board0 s adoption of the transfer form was a 
'.'.clerical necessity, 11 addingi 11If the parents have the map showing 
b.e zones in the city, they should have no difficulty choosing the 
chool 'i they wish their child to attendo 11 

•;. But the complaining parents said the maps were not available 
:o parentsg "School zone maps were posted at the Board of Education 
JU.lding (closed on.Saturday) and Negro schools two days after the 
Phoice) period startedo This made it extremely difficult f'or 
orking parents to learn the correct zoneo This information is 
t available over the phoneo 11 
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-· Crews promised May 20 that mimeographed zone maps would be 
sent to the homes of 29,000 white students and 3,000 Negro students 
in the systemo Every parent would get a map, he saido Besides 3 

he said, the complaint was made at the end of the first of four 
weeKs of the choice period3 which ends June l5o 

.. . 
Crews accused the civil rights groups of lljumping to 

conclusionso" 

*** 
What They Say 

In an apparent reference to Gov o Lurleen Wallace Os March 30 
appeal for resistance to the three-judge court0s statewide 
desegregation order3 UoSo District Judge Frank Mo Johnson Jro of 
Montgomery, a member of the panel3 said May lg 

llThe doctrine of anarchy is offensive to the concept of 
8government by law0--whether it be preached in the streets or on 
statewide televisiono 11 The occasion was a naturalization ceremony 
in the u Os O District Court in Montgomery on "Law Day u oS oA O !I 

F!rso Wallace had appeared on statewide television March 30, 
asking for legislative and popular resistance to the court0s ordero 
Judge Johnson told the new citizens that it is alien to the philosophy 
that the law is the instrument of the government for individuals in 
positions of leadership in social movements to cry:, 11To Hell with 
the laws of the United Stateso 11 

.It is equally wrong, he said3 for individuals in positions of 
political leadership to threaten to use police power of a state 
government to impede--even thwart--the decree of a lawfully 
constituted courto ''While one cry of defiance against our law 
is couched in language that is vulgar and offensive and the other 
is couched in more sophisticated terms 3 

11 he said3 "both are doctrines 
of defianze against our laws and our government and, for this 
reason, they equally advocate anarcbyon 

*** 
In her message to the regular biennial session of the 

legislature, which convened May 23 Mrso Wallace asked the laW11lB.kers 
to "give continuing priority" to the investigation of recent federal 
court desegregation decisionso However3 she made no specific reference 
to legislation to enable her to take over administration of the schools 
as part of h~r plann~d resistance to tne court orders=-as she did in 
her_ ~peech to a .joint as.s~mbly in special session March 300 The 
governor did say.,. however~ "The movement which started here in 
Alabamaooois catching fire all over the countryo 11 



! •. 
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He~ hus:band, former Gov o George cL Wallace, continued his 
speeches over the country as an all but declared candidate for 
t}le presidency in 1968 o He repeat~dly advocated that each i;;tate 
should be allowed to choose whether it wanted segregation or noto 
Segregation is -~est for Alabama, he said, but as president he 
would respect the contrary choice of other stateso 

# 


