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Abstract:

This lesson looks at the everyday impact of the Civil Rights movement through a perhaps surprising lens: the prom.  Prom Night in Mississippi, a film produced by Morgan Freeman, provides the backdrop for students to analyze attitudes and behaviors centering on race relations. Juniors and seniors in Sociology of the Family will describe the impact racism can have on schools, couples and families.

Massachusetts Frameworks:

USII.25 Analyze the origins, goals, and key events of the Civil Rights movement.

People
A. Robert Kennedy

B. Martin Luther King, Jr.

C. Thurgood Marshall

D. Rosa Parks

E. Malcolm X 

Institution
       the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP) 

Events:  Brown v. Board of Education (1954

USII.26 Describe the accomplishments of the civil rights movement. 

A.  the 1964 Civil Rights Act and the 1965 Voting Rights Act 

B.  the growth of the African American middle class, increased political power, and declining rates of African American poverty 

Standards in Historical Thinking Addressed:

3.  Historical Analysis and Interpretation

B. Consider multiple perspectives.
G. Challenge arguments of historical inevitability. 
H. Hold interpretations of history as tentative. 
I. Evaluate major debates among historians.

Essential Questions

1. How should a school enforce Brown v The Board of Education?

2. Should court  decisions such as Loving v The State of Virginia be limited to black and white couples?

3. Can a court decision change the way people think?

4. Should courts decide whom one can marry?
5. What is the relationship between legal change and attitudinal change, and how do those interact?
Learning Objectives:

          Students will:


Describe school activities on the basis of integration

Analyze Supreme Court decisions in the Brown v. Board of Education and Loving  v State of Virginia and their effects

Use the film Prom Night in Mississippi as a springboard for discussion about the ongoing struggles for civil rights.

Day 1:

Daily Question:  Do events at our school show a realistic ethnic mix?

Bellringer:  Do a word splash of all the events that go on in a high school

       Put them into 3 categories—you pick the categories

Tape up chart paper with the following categories:

Educational


Athletic

Social


Adults

Community

Students carousel around the room putting up their events on the chart paper until all are up.

Divide class into 5 groups

Give each group 1 chart paper list. The group must create a symbol, skit, or image that shows an accurate rendering of the people involved in the activities shown on the lists. Groups present their work.

Debrief the presentations:

Questions-

1. Does your presentation mirror the racial mix of our school?

2. Can you think of people who are unhappy with integration?  How do you know?

3.  Should laws be passed to ensure integration?

4. What are the racial/ethnic issues in our school?

5.  Do we take integration for granted here?

Homework:  Brown v. Board of Education worksheet

Read excerpt from Brown v Board and answer the questions.

What was going on in this country that made passage of Brown essential?

Day 2

Daily question:  Can a law such as Brown v. Board of Education change the way people feel about    

                            integration?

Bellringer:  answer:  Does the Brown decision address the categories we had up in class yesterday?

Discuss the Brown case with class- go over the homework.

Do we at our school see the results of Brown? 

 How would your group’s presentation change if the assignment had been given in 1953

Get back into groups and rework the presentations to be “pre-Brown”.  Present.

A member from each group must state one change another group made.

Ask: Have there really been changes?

Begin watching the movie “Prom Night in Mississippi” with little introduction

Stop after Morgan gives his pitch.

What emotions/opinions come to your mind?

 Tell the class we will use ‘The Prom’ film to assess the success of Civil Rights movements.

HW: Interviews:  Ask 5 students and 5 adults how they would feel if our school held segregated proms.  What would the community reaction be?  Ask the adults about the racial mix of their own proms.

Day 3

Daily Question:  What are some of the racial feelings different people harbor?

Bellringer: Before going over the homework, play the film up to the point where the all white parents have   

                  a meeting at a home.  Stop the film before the meeting progresses leaving the disc on so it 

                  shows a ‘still photo’ of the meeting.

Ask students to think for a minute about how different individuals in the shot might be feeling.

Students will silently match up some of the homework interview responses with some of the people in the picture.

Stage the beginning of the meeting as a “tableau” using a response chosen from the homework interviews or another statement the students feels is accurate. Tableau instructions:   Students re-create the scene of the parent meeting s a ‘freeze-frame’. Call up one student at a time to join the picture.  The teacher will tap the shoulder of one student at a time who will then voice aloud the feelings of the individual he/she is portraying.  The student may draw upon the homework assignment or make an unplanned statement. 

 Ask: How might the tableau have been different in your parents’ day?   Each student will again be tapped and give a response from twenty-five years ago.   

Play the rest of the scene.

Homework: Write a journal entry in your notebook comparing your feelings about the parent meeting, the responses you got from your interviews, and the two tableaux we performed in class.  Include what you think the results of the parent meeting will be. Predict what the prom will be like.

Day 4

Daily question:  Why is studying this prom a meaningful way to look at civil rights?

Bellringer: 

Copy the following discussion questions into your notebook

Did your predictions about the parent meeting and the prom come true? 

 Did anything surprise you about the prom?    

What attitude did the father of the girl in an interracial relationship feel?

What did you notice about the music at the prom? 

While this movie shows the black and white aspects of the civil rights movement, what other groups may feel left out at a prom?

Watch the rest of the film.  

Discuss the outcome of the film using the questions.

 HW: Loving V Virginia

Pass out short excerpts from’ Loving’ to each student.  Tell the students they will be reading aloud their excerpt in two ways in class tomorrow.   Reading one:  As it actually reads.  Reading two:  Students will change or rearrange the wording of their excerpt to address the rights of other groups who are not at present allowed to marry.
Day 5

Daily Question:  What have I learned about civil rights by viewing the film “Prom Night in Mississippi”?

Bellringer:  Students will read aloud in order their excerpts from the Loving Decision.

 Hand out assignment sheets- each with a different image of a ‘non-traditional” couple but the same questions. (A list of websites for images of non-traditional couples is in the bibliography.  They include images for interracial, minority, gay, lesbian, and transgender couples)

1. Why is this couple ‘non-traditional”

2. Who might label this couple ‘non-traditional”

3. Who would never label this couple ‘non-traditional”

4. What are some different ways families may react to one of their children being in a non-traditional couple?

5. Would this couple be accepted by other students at school?

6. Would this couple be accepted by staff members at school?

7. Would this couple be accepted at a prom at our school? 

8. Should this couple be accepted at a prom at our school?

9. What do your answers to these questions tell you about the success of civil rights in our town?

10. What do your answers to these questions tell you about the success of civil rights in the United States?

Answer the questions in a round robin:

Prepare a set of index cards with one student’s name per card.  Randomly pass out the cards.  Choose a student to read the first question and ask the student listed on his/her card for a response.  That student then asks the next question to the student listed on his/her card.  Continue until all questions have been answered and all students have had a chance to answer.

Upon completing the round robin, students will have the chance to revise their reworded Loving excerpts from the homework

Students will read aloud in order their revised excerpts from the Loving Decision.

Assessment homework assignment: Students will write a journal entry of at least two paragraphs on what they have learned about civil rights, schools, and relationships. The daily questions from each lesson may be used as prompts.  A quote from each court decision as well as three specific scenes from the movie must be included.  

                                                     WORD SPLASH!
The topic if this word splash is_________________________

Fill the box with as many or phrases you can think of that pertain to the topic.

Now put each word into one of three categories—you think up the categories!
                                 BROWN ET AL. v. BOARD OF EDUCATION OF TOPEKA ET AL. 

No. 1. APPEAL FROM THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF KANSAS.[*] 

Argued December 9, 1952. -- Reargued December 8, 1953. --
Decided May 17, 1954. 

Syllabus.

Segregation of white and Negro children in the public schools of a State solely on the basis of race, pursuant to state laws permitting or requiring such segregation, denies to Negro children the equal protection of the laws guaranteed by the Fourteenth Amendment -- even though the physical facilities and other "tangible" factors of white and Negro schools may be equal. Pp. 486-496. 

(a) The history of the Fourteenth Amendment is inconclusive as to its intended effect on public education. Pp. 489-490. 

(b) The question presented in these cases must be determined, not on the basis of conditions existing when the Fourteenth Amendment was adopted, but in the light of the full development of public education and its present place in American life throughout the Nation. Pp. 492-493. 

(c) Where a State has undertaken to provide an opportunity for an education in its public schools, such an opportunity is a right which must be made available to all on equal terms. P. 493. 

(d) Segregation of children in public schools solely on the basis of race deprives children of the minority group of equal educational opportunities, even though the physical facilities and other "tangible" factors may be equal. Pp. 493-494. 

(e) The "separate but equal" doctrine adopted in Plessey v. Ferguson, 163 U.S. 537, has no place in the field of public education. P. 495. (f) The cases are restored to the docket for further argument on specified questions relating to the forms of the decrees. Pp. 495-496.

MR. CHIEF JUSTICE WARREN delivered the opinion of the Court. 

These cases come to us from the States of Kansas, South Carolina, Virginia, and Delaware. They are premised on different facts and different local conditions, but a common legal question justifies their consideration together in this consolidated opinion.[1] 
In each of the cases, minors of the Negro race, through their legal representatives, seek the aid of the courts in obtaining admission to the public schools of their community on a nonsegregated basis…

 In each instance, they had been denied admission to schools attended by white children under laws requiring or permitting segregation according to race. Under that doctrine, equality of treatment is accorded when the races are provided substantially equal facilities, even though these facilities are separate. … 

The plaintiffs contend that segregated public schools are not "equal" and cannot be made "equal," and that hence they are deprived of the equal protection of the laws. .. 
 Education of white children was largely in the hands of private groups. Education of Negroes was almost nonexistent, and practically all of the race were illiterate. In fact, any education of Negroes was forbidden by law in some states…
Today, in contrast, many Negroes have achieved outstanding success in the arts and sciences as well as in the business and professional world…
We must look instead to the effect of segregation itself on public education…

Today, education is perhaps the most important function of state and local governments. Compulsory school attendance laws and the great expenditures for education both demonstrate our recognition of the importance of education to our democratic society. It is required in the performance of our most basic public responsibilities, even service in the armed forces. It is the very foundation of good citizenship. 

Today it is a principal instrument in awakening the child to cultural values, in preparing him for later professional training, and in helping him to adjust normally to his environment.

 In these days, it is doubtful that any child may reasonably be expected to succeed in life if he is denied the opportunity of an education. Such an opportunity, where the state has undertaken to provide it, is a right which must be made available to all on equal terms. 

We come then to the question presented: Does segregation of children in public schools solely on the basis of race, even though the physical facilities and other "tangible" factors may be equal, deprive the children of the minority group of equal educational opportunities? We believe that it does. 

1. What right does each American child have?

2. Of what does segregated schools deprive children? 

3. What do you think ‘separate but equal’ means?

4. What did the plaintiffs of the case contend?

5. Historically, what was education for whites and blacks like?

6. To what must the courts look in this case?

7. How does Warren describe the importance of education?

8. Name 3 things Warren says are accomplished by education.

9. What is one way to give students the opportunity to succeed in life?

10. What belief does Warren state?



                                           


 Draft of The 'Brown' Ruling                                                Draft of the Implementation Decree
The text of the Loving V Virginia follows.
Suggestions for excerpting passages are marked with ***
U.S. Supreme Court

Loving v. Virginia, 388 U.S. 1 (1967)

Loving v. Virginia

No. 395

Argued April 10, 1967

Decided June 12, 1967

388 U.S. 1

APPEAL FROM THE SUPREME COURT OF APPEALS OF VIRGINIA
Syllabus 
***Virginia's statutory scheme to prevent marriages between persons solely on the basis of racial classifications held to violate the Equal Protection and Due Process Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment. Pp. 388 U. S. 4-12.
206 Va. 924, 147 S.E.2d 78, reversed. 
MR. CHIEF JUSTICE WARREN delivered the opinion of the Court.
***This case presents a constitutional question never addressed by this Court: whether a statutory scheme adopted by the State of Virginia to prevent marriages between persons solely on the basis of racial classifications violates the Equal Protection and Due Process Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment. [Footnote 1] For reasons which seem to us to reflect the central meaning of those constitutional commands, we conclude that these statutes cannot stand consistently with the Fourteenth Amendment.
***In June, 1958, two residents of Virginia, Mildred Jeter, a Negro woman, and Richard Loving, a white man, were married in the District of Columbia pursuant to its laws. Shortly after their marriage, the Lovings returned to Virginia and established their marital abode in Caroline County. At the October Term, 1958, of the Circuit Court of Caroline County, a grand jury issued an indictment charging the Lovings with violating Virginia's ban on interracial marriages. On January 6, 199, the Lovings pleaded guilty to the charge, and were sentenced to one year in jail; however the trial judge suspended the sentence for a period of 25 years on the condition that the Lovings leave the State and not return to Virginia together for 25 years. He stated in an opinion that:
***                 "Almighty God created the races white, black, yellow, Malay and red, and he placed them on separate continents. And, but for the interference with his arrangement, there would be no cause for such marriage. The fact that he separated the races shows that he did not intend for the races to mix."

After their convictions, the Lovings took up residence in the District of Columbia. On November 6, 1963, they filed a motion in the state trial court to vacate the judgment and set aside the sentence on the ground that the statutes which they had violated were repugnant to the Fourteenth Amendment. The motion not having been decided by October 28, 1964, the Lovings instituted a class action in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia requesting that a three-judge court be convened to declare the Virginia anti-miscegenation statutes unconstitutional and to enjoin state officials from enforcing their convictions. On January 22, 1965, the state trial judge denied the motion to vacate the sentences, and the Lovings perfected an appeal to the Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia. On February 11, 1965, the three-judge District Court continued the case to allow the Lovings to present their constitutional claims to the highest state court.
***The Supreme Court of Appeals upheld the constitutionality of the anti-miscegenation statutes and, after modifying the sentence, affirmed the convictions. [Footnote 2] The Lovings appealed this decision, and we noted probable jurisdiction on December 12, 1966, 385 U.S. 986.
***The two statutes under which appellants were convicted and sentenced are part of a comprehensive statutory scheme aimed at prohibiting and punishing interracial marriages. The Lovings were convicted of violating § 258 of the Virginia Code:
***"Leaving State to evade law. -- If any white person and colored person shall go out of this State, for the purpose of being married, and with the intention of returning, and be married out of it, and afterwards return to and reside in it, cohabiting as man and wife, they shall be punished as provided in § 20-59, and the marriage shall be governed by the same law as if it had been solemnized in this State. The fact of their cohabitation here as man and wife shall be evidence of their marriage."
Section 259, which defines the penalty for miscegenation, provides:
***"Punishment for marriage. -- If any white person intermarry with a colored person, or any colored person intermarry with a white person, he shall be guilty of a felony and shall be punished by confinement in the penitentiary for not less than one nor more than five years."
***Other central provisions in the Virginia statutory scheme are § 20-57, which automatically voids all marriages between "a white person and a colored person" without any judicial proceeding, [Footnote 3] and §§ 20-54 and 1-14 which, respectively, define "white persons" and "colored persons and Indians" for purposes of the statutory prohibitions. [Footnote 4] The Lovings have never disputed in the course of this litigation that Mrs. Loving is a "colored person" or that Mr. Loving is a "white person" within the meanings given those terms by the Virginia statute
***Virginia is now one of 16 States which prohibit and punish marriages on the basis of racial classifications. [Footnote 5] Penalties for miscegenation arose as an incident to slavery, and have been common in Virginia since the colonial period. [Footnote 6] The present statutory scheme dates from the adoption of the Racial Integrity Act of 1924, passed during the period of extreme nativism which followed the end of the First World War. The central features of this Act, and current Virginia law, are the absolute prohibition of a "white person" marrying other than another "white person," [Footnote 7] a prohibition against issuing marriage licenses until the issuing official is satisfied that the applicants' statements as to their race are correct, [Footnote 8] certificates of "racial composition" to be kept by both local and state registrars, [Footnote 9] and the carrying forward of earlier prohibitions against racial intermarriage. [Footnote 10]
  ***There can be no question but that Virginia's miscegenation statutes rest solely upon distinctions drawn according to race. The statutes proscribe generally accepted conduct if engaged in by members of different races. Over the years, this Court has consistently repudiated "distinctions between citizens solely because of their ancestry" as being "odious to a free people whose institutions are founded upon the doctrine of equality." Hirabayashi v. United States, 320 U. S. 81, 320 U. S. 100 (1943). At the very least, the Equal Protection Clause demands that racial classifications, especially suspect in criminal statutes, be subjected to the "most rigid scrutiny," Korematsu v. United States, 323 U. S. 214, 323 U. S. 216 (1944), and, if they are ever to be upheld, they must be shown to be necessary to the accomplishment of some permissible state objective, independent of the racial discrimination which it was the object of the Fourteenth Amendment to eliminate. Indeed, two members of this Court have already stated that they
"cannot conceive of a valid legislative purpose . . . which makes the color of a person's skin the test of whether his conduct is a criminal offense."
    
McLaughlin v. Florida, supra, at 379 U. S. 198 (STEWART, J., joined by DOUGLAS, J., concurring).
***There is patently no legitimate overriding purpose independent of invidious racial discrimination which justifies this classification. The fact that Virginia prohibits only interracial marriages involving white persons demonstrates that the racial classifications must stand on their own justification, as measures designed to maintain White Supremacy. [Footnote 11] We have consistently denied the constitutionality of measures which restrict the rights of citizens on account of race. There can be no doubt that restricting the freedom to marry solely because of racial classifications violates the central meaning of the Equal Protection Clause.
II
These statutes also deprive the Lovings of liberty without due process of law in violation of the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment. The freedom to marry has long been recognized as one of the vital personal rights essential to the orderly pursuit of happiness by free men.***Marriage is one of the "basic civil rights of man," fundamental to our very existence and survival. Skinner v. Oklahoma, 316 U. S. 535, 316 U. S. 541 (1942). See also Maynard v. Hill, 125 U. S. 190 (1888). To deny this fundamental freedom on so unsupportable a basis as the racial classifications embodied in these statutes, classifications so directly subversive of the principle of equality at the heart of the Fourteenth Amendment, is surely to deprive all the State's citizens of liberty without due process of law. The Fourteenth Amendment requires that the freedom of choice to marry not be restricted by invidious racial discriminations. Under our Constitution, the freedom to marry, or not marry, a person of another race resides with the individual, and cannot be infringed by the State.
These convictions must be reversed.
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