Nos. 34 and 44 -- Sweatt and Mclaurin -- liemo to Conference

1 hesitate to state my views prior to conference, but
in these cases1 think my convictions, based in part upon my
experience in Texas, might be helpful to the Court.
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opinion reaffirming Plessy as to all but college and graduate
schools. 1 would not sign an opinion which approved Plessy.
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should avoid the decision of Constitutional gquestions in

advance of the gtemef strict necessity for that decision.
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Plessy should be overruled entirely.

1 join with those who would hold that whatever the present
validity of Plessy v. Ferguson, there is no square ruling in this
Court that separate graduate education is equal education within
the meaning of the Fourteenth Amendment; and that for the reasons
cutlined above, ancewsEmm. - the petitioner Sweatt should be admitted
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