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all black schools and this definition provided a working
procedure to follow in arriving at a desegregation plan. It
was a working procedure that I felt would prevent resegre-
gation from taking place and I assume that that’s what the
Court had ordered me to do.

Q. And this is what your statistics show, is this correct?
A. There are one or two schools that are slightly off.

Q. I mean generally. A. Yes.

Q. I believe you also assume that the neighborhood school
was no longer a predominant pattern that would be followed
in the desegregated system, is this correct? A. Yes. I
believe the Court had something to say about that in their
original Court order. It might be appropriate to quote from
it.

Mr. Chambers: Is that the April 23 order you're
referring to?

Mr. Waggoner: I have a package you sent me in
the mail, let me get it. Which order are you reading
from?

Mr. Chambers: April 23.

[441 A. The Court said in its April 23 order: “If this
court were writing the philosophy of education, he would
suggest that educators should concentrate on planning
schools as educational institutions rather than as neighbor-
hood proprietorships. The neighborhood school concept
may well be invalid for school administrative purposes even
without regard for racial problems.” He had many other
things to say on the neighborhood school but I was follow-
ing the Court order and so I assumed I was not required
to follow the neighborhood school concept.

Q. All right. So you have abandoned this concept to the
extent that it doesn’t produce desegregation, is that basi-
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cally what you have done? A. I have carried out the Court
order.

Q. You also make a recommendation that the school
authorities stay on top of this and revise and constantly
look over the boundaries and ratios of students in schools
so as to, in effect, police it, is this correct? A. So as to
maintain desegregated schools, yes, sir. I suppose that if an
all black school is unconstitutional, it is required that the
school board take corrective action and I so recommend to
the Court.

Q. This is a question that hasn’t been fully answered by
the courts yet, has it, to your knowledge? A. I'm an edu-
cator, not a lawyer.

[45]1 Q. Now, with reference to transportation you made
certain recommendations, one of which was staggering the
opening and closing of schools. Are you familiar with the
method of employment of the drivers of the school buses?
A. Yes, I am.

Q. Would you describe it for me? A. Well, it’s put out
in one of these affidavits here. It’s not my intent to have
recommended that student drivers be assigned to this trans-
portation for cross busing. I would use adult drivers.

Q. You would use adult drivers. A. As I testified ear-
lier, those buses will have to return to their starting point
for their return trip.

Q. What utilization would you make of these employees
as an educator while they are not driving the buses?

Mr. Chambers: Well....

Mr. Waggoner: I'm asking. This is part of the
overall expense.

Mr. Chambers: What use do you make of the adult
bus drivers now?

Mr. Waggoner: I'm asking him.
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A. You ask me as an educator and I don’t see why that’s
relevant to an educational problem. I didn’t intend to make
any use but there might be some use for them in the schools
where they. . ..

[46]1 Q. Would it be fair to say that you haven’t con-
sidered that? A. Yes, indeed, it would be fair.

Q. I believe you also recommended that students residing
more than one and one-half miles from their school should
not be penalized by having to walk, nor be penalized by
having to pay for public transportation. A. I so recom-
mended that to the Court. It’s a matter of record.

Q. Do you still adhere to this recommendation? A.
Well, I think it’s important that we differentiate between
that transportation that makes the walking distance one
and a half miles and that transportation that is involved
in simply carrying out the desegregation plan. Those are
two separate and distinet problems. If the School Board
proposes to have these children in grid #296C walk over
to Eastway, a distance of four miles, they’d go that dis-
tance under either plan. It would seem to me that since
the children who are doing most of the walking would be
black children that it wasn’t fair to them.

Q. I ask you to addres yourself to Northwest Junior
High. A. Yes, sir.

Q. What students would be walking to that school? A.
Well, it would be a lot of black children walking to that
school. Some children live outside the district line that I
assume will be riding to the school.

Q. There are many of those students who are white who
will be [47] walking, are there not? A. There will be some
students—and I don’t know just where this line is—that
will be walking in because the earliest city district line is
not shown on these maps. On can’t look at this map and
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see. I understand the Court has asked for the documenta-
tion so that one can determine the numbers of students.
I couldn’t answer that question.

Q. I ask you to address yourself to the J. T. Williams line
and ask you what race of students will be walking there.
A. T said that I though the Hidden Valley students would
be walking into the Williams School and I said that I
thought that was too far for them to walk. Someone cor-
rected me and said that they lived outside the old city limit
and so they would be entitled to transportation. The only
thing that it seems clear to me is that the students who will
be attending the Williams Junior High School are the same
students under either plan, or essentially the same students,
so that the question is whether or not students are to be
required to walk long distances or not.

Q. The walking will involve both black and white, will it
not? A. I believe I testified earlier that it looked to me as
if there would be far more black students who would be
doing the walking but I haven’t actually made a count of
the number of black and white students.

Q. This is at best a guess on your part? [48] A. I
wouldn’t exactly call it a guess. I have studied these maps
carefully over a long period of time.

(At this point in the proceedings Mr. Horack and Mr.
Morgan arrived in the hearing room.)

Q. Dr. Finger, with reference to your recommendations
on implementation of a desegregation plan, you recom-
mended to the Court as an educator that the assignment of
high school students be made as soon as possible and also
Junior high, but by reason of curriculum and faculty changes
and things of this nature it would be unwise to do it prior
to the end of the year, is this correct, from an educational
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standpoint? A. I believe 1 differentiated between the
senior high schools and junior high schools in that the
requirements at the senior high school level, the programs
were much more tailored to individual students. Therefore,
in my opinion these students should be allowed to continue
their education in their present schools and I suggested to
the Court that if the schools were planning the programs
and were assigning the courses to the students during this
spring semester that might constitute a phasing in of the
desegregation plan.

Q. But the actual attendance of the students at the schools
would be deferred until next year according to your recom-
mendation. A. Do you have the page?

Q. Not numbered. [49]1 A. I numbered mine.

Q. It looks like about page 10 or 11. A. My recommenda-
tion was that the assignment of high school students be
made as soon as possible so that detailed plans for curricu-
lum and faculty changes can be completed. The students
in the present 10th and 11th grades should be required to
report to their new school assignments during the spring
semester. And I left that intentionally vague.

Q. Was there any reason why you were more specific
with reference to junior high schools wherein you stated:
“The school department should be required at least to have
the junior high school students report to their new school
assignments during the last week of school.”? Is there any
reason for differentiating between junior and senior highs?
A. It was my understanding that the Court was uncertain
as to what the law required it to do.

Q. 'm asking you as an educator. A. Repeat the ques-
tion.

Q. As an educator do you feel it desirable to uproot
junior and senior high school students on May 4 and phys-
ically put them in another school?
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Mr. Chambers: We object to the question.

A. I would say that the question was . . . strike that, that
was off the record.

Q. We don’t have off the record. You can’t answer the
question? [501 A. Of course, I can answer the question.
My recommendations are stated in the document and as an
educator I would feel that the junior and senior high
school students should be allowed to stay in their present
school assignments during the current year but that they
should report to their new school assignments during the
last few weeks of school so that the school programs can
be adequately planned for the fall semester.

Q. And this is primarily by reason of curriculum and
faculty and things of this nature, is that correct? A. And
it’s also so that the whole implementation of the plan can
be restructured during the summer, the transportation
reexamined and approved, and so on.

Q. You're firmly satisfied that there is no way to desegre-
gate the inner city schools other than the long-distance
busing of the nature that has been employed in your plan,
is this correct? A. Long-distance is a relative term.

Mr. Chambers: I object to the form of the ques-
tion, too. Mr. Waggoner is inserting a lot of adjec-
tives that are opinionated by Mr. Waggoner and not
justified by the facts in the case.

Q. Would you read the question back, please?

(The Court Reporter reads the question on Line 14
above.)
[511 A. T prepared some plans that had shorter distances
in them and I believe I say in my report that one can con-
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trol the distance that a child is to be bused and which chil-
dren are to be bused when there is little control over the
number to be bused.

Q. All right. You have a statement in your recommenda-
tion: Should a child residing five miles from a school be
exempt but not a child who would be bused four miles.
Is this in the area that you think is a reasonable distance to
be bused for desegregation, between four and five miles?
A. Most of the transportation in the proposed plan, the
court consultant plan, exceeds that distance. It was simply
a manner of speaking.

Q. Then there is no significance you would attach to the
use of four miles or five miles in your report to the Court?
A. The importance of distance depends upon the roads and
the traffic conditions. Five miles isn’t long on an express-
way, ten miles isn’t long on an expressway; ten miles isn’t
long on a main highway where the bus can move.

Q. Do you know the maximum speed a school bus can
travel in the State? A. I believe it’s in one of the affidavits.
Is it 35 miles an hour?

Q. That’s correct. Do you know the minimum speed
limits on the interstate highways? Is it 45 miles? [52]1 A.
I just mentioned interstate highways. I don’t think anyone
was proposing transporting these children on interstate
highways.

Q. You would object to it yourself, wouldn’t you? A. I
think it might be done but it was my understanding that
the school department felt it was unwise to do that.

Q. Is there a great difference of opinion among edu-
cators as to whether or not an elementary child should
be bused to achieve desegregation? A. There’s an awful
lot of difference of opinion these days on busing. It seems
to be a major issue, doesn’t it? Professor Coleman who
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wrote the Coleman Report spoke to that matter recently.
There was a story in the New York Times about it. He
was the one that wrote the Coleman Report that produced
a lot of evidence as to the desirability of desegregating
schools. He certainly felt busing was worth it.

Q. As far as elementary children were concerned? A.
Yes, sir.

Q. Are there any educators who feel busing of elementary
children is unwise? A. I suppose there are some. One
can find people on most sides of most things.

Q. You conducted a major survey of this system with
Dr. Passey, did you not? A. That isn’t the language I'd
use to describe my work with [53] Professor Passey. He
was involved originally in the Charlotte case and he drew
up a desegregation plan and he testified to the Court. I
really wasn’t very much involved with Professor Passey.

Q. He is a colleague at Rhode Island College, is he not?
A. Yes, he is on the faculty of Rhode Island College.

Q. You were present in the courtroom when he testified
he did not favor busing elementary children, particularly
grades 1 through 4, out of their neighborhoods for safety
and other reasons that are attributed to the neighborhood
benefits. Were you present then? A. I don’t think I was.

Q. Is this an unsound educational position? A. I believe
that some 18 to 23,000 children in the Charlotte-Mecklen-
burg County get transported now and a large portion of
those are elementary school children.

Q. Would you answer the question? A. What’s your
question, which way did you put it? Is it unsound to bus
children? No, it’s not unsound to bus them.

Q. Is it unsound to unnecessarily bus them?

Mr. Chambers: Objection to the form of the ques-
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tion. Will you define what you mean by unneces-
sarily?
Mr. Waggoner: T’ll let the question stand.

A. I don’t know what you mean by unnecessarily. If the
only way [54] to desegregate schools is to bus elementary
school children, I don’t think that’s unnecessary, for edu-
cational reasons.

Q. Let me ask you this question. I asked you this earlier
and haven’t had an answer yet. Is there wide dispute
among cducators as to the relative benefits of busing ele-
mentary children to achieve desegregation substantial dis-
tances from their homes? A. T don’t know what you mean
by substantial distances.

Q. All right, ten miles. A. I don’t believe all educators
feel that one ought to bus children. Apparently a great
many educators do because they have abandoned the one-
room school house in favor of central consolidated schools.
So I guess they think there are educational advantages to
busing children.

Q. Are there a substantial number of educators who feel
there are disadvantages to the type busing we are discussing
of elementary children? A. I don’t think this type of
busing is any different from any other type of busing. The
question is whether the child will benefit educationally.

Q. Would you answer the question, please, Dr. Finger?
A. Give me the question.

Q. Would you read it back to him, please,

(The Court Reporter reads the question on Line 15
above.)

A. I don’t know what you mean by a substantial number,
whether [55] you mean 10 or 30%.
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Q. Tell me how many or percentage, either one. A. I
never made a survey, I don’t know. I don’t know of any
survey that’s been made as to the number.

Q. You’re saying you don’t know how many are in favor
of it or how many are against it, the only thing you know
is your own opinion, is this correct? A. I didn’t say it
was my opinion, Mr. Waggoner. I just quoted one of the
nation’s most outstanding authorities on this matter.

Q. Is he the only one that you know of, then? A. Of
course not.

Q. Who are the other ones? A. (No answer given.)

Q. Since there has been no answer, I’ll go on to something
else. A. I was wondering how to respond to that. I think
there are a large number of educators who are. It’s obvious
that many cities are carrying out desegregation plans be-
cause they think it’s sound educationally. It’s clear that
a number of people have done analyses of the Coleman
Report and have reported on the adequacy of that study and
of the expectancies that one can have from desegregated
schools. I think there is a substantial body of knowledge
concerning the expected outcomes from desegregation.

Q. All right. You have told me of those who support
your [56] position. Are there any that don’t support your
position? A. I don’t know of any research studies that
show that children do not benefit from attending desegre-
gated schools.

Q. That’s not the question I asked you. A. I know that
there are some high school principals and school principals
here in Charlotte who oppose it. Is that what you want me
to say?

Q. 'm asking you to say whatever you have knowledge
of.
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Mr. Chambers: What’s the question about?

Mr. Waggoner: We spent 15 minutes asking Dr.
Finger if he knows the degree of dispute among edu-
cators as to the relative advantages and disadvan-
tages of transporting elementary children ten miles
to achieve a desegregated education. The question
relates to whether or not the advantages of trans-
portation outweigh the advantages of desegrega-
tion, the type of transportation we have in the
Charlotte system.

Mr. Chambers: Your question is whether the ad-
vantages of transportation outweigh the advantages
of desegregation?

Mr. Waggoner: Whether the disadvantages of
transportation outweigh the advantages of desegre-
gation.

A. T don’t think that’s an equation. I think that it’s demon-
strated that there are educational advantages to be ob-
tained [57] from desegregation and there is a body of
research that supports that.

Q. Well, I won’t pursue that line of questioning any more.
Now, you have had great quarrel with Mr. Morgan’s trans-
portation figures. Let me see if I can ask this question to
bring some light on the matter. The Board plan, utilizing
the requirements of State law, will bus approximately 4900
students. Is this reasonably correct, additional students?
A. That’s reasonably correct, yes. This is according to the
Morgan affidavit.

Q. And your plan proposed adding to that the cross bus-
ing of approximately 10,000 black and white students, is
that correct? A. Yes, that’s correct.
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Q. So you're somewhere in the neighborhood of 14,000
students, is that correct? A. That’s correct.

Q. In addition your plan would furnish transportation to
all students who reside within a mile and a half, whether
or not they are eligible for transportation, is this cor-
rect? . . . under State law. A. No, that’s not correct.

Q. Well, let’s take a look at your report. A. I have
already testified that one should differentiate between the
recommendation to the Court about walking and the equal
[58] treatment of children. That recommendation would
apply under either plan, whether it was the Board plan
or the court consultant plan.

Q. But the Board didn’t choose to adopt that, did it? A.
The Board doesn’t choose to . . . the Board didn’t choose to
adopt that.

Q. So the Board figures 4900 to the best of your knowl-
edge. A. If we count children in the same way, the Board
plan calls for the transportation of approximately 4500
children and the court consultant plan calls for that same
number plus 10,000 children to be bused under pairing.
Under either plan, if transportation is provided to children
who must walk more than a mile and a half, there will be
additional transportation and in my opinion that addi-
tional amount will be about the same under either plan.

Q. That’s correct. Now, you’re familiar with the fact
that Judge McMillan’s order of February 5th provided that
the School Board would determine a walking distance and
furnish transportation to every student whose attendance
at school is required for desegregation, is that correct? I
direct you to Page 3, Paragraph 7. A. The Court ordered:
“That transportation be offered on a uniform non-racial
basis to all children whose attendance in any school is
necessary to bring about the reduction of segregation, and
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who live farther from the school to which they [59] are
assigned than the Board determines to be walking distance.”

Q. Now, under your balancing arrangement the atten-
dance of any child at a school affects the degree of desegre-
gation that school has, does it not? I'm sorry, I'll pick it
up again. You have imposed and so has the Court imposed
a balancing of races within the schools, is this correct?
A. T don’t know.

Q. I mean, this was your goal, to achieve as much bal-
ance as reasonably possible, is this correct? A. In my
report to the Court I defined a desegregated school and
then I attempted to have all schools meet that definition.

Q. This definition was an attempt to meet as much of a
racial balance as possible, is this correct? A. I already
answered that question.

Q. Will you answer it again? A. Yes. I defined a de-
segregated school in my report to the Court and I tried to
have all the schools fall within that definition of a desegre-
gated school.

Q. And this involves racial balance, does it not? A.
Those are your words, not mine,

Q. 'm asking you. A. I’ll answer that question the
same way I answered it before. I defined a desegregated
school and I attempted to have all the schools fall within
that definition.

Q. We don’t have the privilege of a Court present. Will
you [60] answer my question?

Mr. Chambers: I object to that. I think the witness
has already answered the question.

Mr. Waggoner: He can answer it yes or no and
he can explain it.
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Mr. Chambers: He’s given you an answer, he’s
told you what he did. You just want him to say some-
thing he hasn’t said.

Mr. Waggoner: He can say it’s a racial balance
or it’s not a racial balance.

A. I don’t know what a racial balance is. That’s why I used
the language I used here.
Q. You don’t know what a racial balance is. All right.

Mr. Chambers: How are you defining racial bal-
ance?

Mr. Waggoner: Racial balance is similar to what
the judge indicated in his prior order, it should be
approximately the same number of students of each
race in each school.

Mr. Chambers: I want to call the Court’s attention
at this time to the Court decision of February 5th.
The language of that opinion appears on Page 2,
bottom of the page, and continuing on Page 3.

(The Court Reporter at this point in the proceed-
ings reminded [61] counsel it was 5:00 and that it
had been ordered that the deposition of Mr. Morgan
begin precisely at 5:00 o’clock.)

Mr. Waggoner: I’d like to continue.

Are you talking about the statement of the Judge?

Mr. Chambers: Yes.

Mr. Waggoner: I'm asking this gentleman what
his definition is.

Mr. Chambers: Definition of a racial balance?

Mr. Waggoner: Yes.

Mr. Chambers: Are you asking him a racial bal-
ance and asking him to define what you mean by
racial balance?
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Mr. Waggoner: If he can define the term racial
balance.

Q. Can you do this? A. Mr. Waggoner, I already testi-
fied to the fact that T was required to carry out an order of
the Court which required me to draw up a plan which
ended up with no all black schools. In order for me to
carry out that order, I needed to have some kind of defini-
tion to follow as to what constituted a desegregated school.
So I defined it and I made it very clear that my definition
was so that I could refer to the words desegregated schools
in order to explain what procedures I was following. Now,
if you wish to say that my definition of a desegregated
school is racial balance, that is for you [62] to say. The
Court has said that that was not his order and it is not
the language that I used in my report to the Court.

Q. 'm asking you, then, did the results of your plan
following the Court’s instructions achieve a racial balance
in the schools. A. I sometimes indicated that I thought it
was unwise to allow the proportion of black students to be
too disparent with those in all the rest of the schools in the
county but I might have been following a rule similar to
the one the Board of Education followed in drawing up
its computer assigned attendance zones in which it set
a limit of some kind of the proportion of black students in
a school, T believe 40%.

Mr. Chambers: Can we go off the record one
minute? Judge Warlick ordered us to depose Mr.
Morgan at 5:00 o’clock. Dr. Finger has a 6:59 plane.

Mr. Waggoner: Julius, I’'m extremely sorry but
you have gone into a great deal of detail on trans-
portation.
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Mr. Chambers: The only thing I mean is would
you go ahead with Dr. Finger and then let us pick
up Mr. Morgan?

Mr. Waggoner: We will waive Mr. Morgan until
we get through here.

(The Court Reporter informed counsel that the
above would [63] appear in the record in view of
Judge Warlick’s order to the Court Reporter to
proceed with the examination of Mr. Morgan at
5:00 o’clock.)

Q. Do you interpret the language that students of all
grades be assigned in such a way that as nearly as practi-
cable the various schools at various grade levels have the
same proportion of black and white students, would you
interpret that as being an attempt to reach a racial balance?

Mr. Chambers: Where are you reading from?

Mr. Waggoner: I'm reading from the December
1 order.

Mr. Chambers: You're asking the witness to in-
terpret the Court order?

Mr. Waggoner: No, this is the February 5th order,
third page. I'm asking him if that is the balance he
tried to achieve. I’'m asking whatever my question
was.

A. Where are you reading from?

Q. Page 3, February 5 order, paragraph 6. A. Well,
the Court makes that statement on Page 3 and on the
bottom of Page 2 he says that the order which follows
is not based upon any requirement of racial balance.

Q. I understand that, but did you achieve racial balance
in your results? A. May we take a .. ..
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[64]1 Q. Let’s talk, let’s stay on the record. I want to
get out of here. A. I find that language of the Court
a little puzzling. The Court did not use the language racial
balance and neither did I. For some reason the Court
avoided it and so do I.

Q. You’re avoiding it because the Court did? A. Ap-
parently there is some reason that you don’t want to avoid
it.

Q. That’s correct. A. I can only answer the question
as I did before. I defined desegregated schools and I tried
to carry out, in effect, the statement here that pupils of
all grades be assigned in such a way that as nearly as
practicable the various schools at various grade levels
have about the same proportion of black and white stu-
dents, and that plan that I submitted to the Court in effect
does that.

Q. Now, with reference to transportation, you’re familiar
with the fact that the Court originally ordered the furnish-
ing of transportation to all students who live more than
a walking distance whose presence at a school was neces-
sary for desegregation, is this correct? A. Where do we
find that again?

Q. Page 3.

Mr. Chambers: Objection to the question unless
you're also going to read . ...

[65]1 Mr. Waggoner: I will, give me time.

Mr. Chambers: You asked him what the Court
directed. Why don’t you put down what the Court
said it directed?

Mr. Waggoner: Let me handle my examination.

Mr. Chambers: I don’t think you ought to mis-
lead the witness.
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Mr. Waggoner: I’'m not misleading the witness.
T'm just asking this.

A. You just read that statement a minute ago. You want
to read it again?

Q. If you like, paragraph 7. A. “That transportation
be offered on a uniform non-racial basis to all children
whose attendance in any school is necessary to bring about
the reduction of segregation, and who live farther from
the school to which they are assigned than the Board
determines to be walking distance.” Now, I would have
thought if the Board determined walking distance for one
plan, they would determine it for another plan in the
same way.

Q. All right. Now, with reference to this the Board
established one and a half miles as a walking distance
and it was on this basis that computations were made
reflecting that 23,000 students would be transported under
your plan.Do you dispute these figures? A. I have no
way of judging.

[66]1 Q. Now, on March 3 the Court entered a supple-
mental order—and continue to refer to that paragraph—
and he indicates there has been some misunderstanding
concerning what he meant and he therefore amends the
order by deleting the words “attendance in any school”
and inserting the words “reassignment to any school”
Do you understand this to mean that any student who
lives in his old attendance district and is in a school and
resides more than a mile and a half will not be furnished
transportation?

Mr. Chambers: Are you asking him to interpret
the Court’s decision?
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Mr. Waggoner: I’'m asking him to interpret this
to see that he understands my next question.

A. As I read the entire Court order it seems to me that
the Court is saying that his new revision is such that
approximately 4500 plus the 10,000 we have been talking
about would be the number of children he is ordering the
Board to transport.

Q. Do you understand that the Board plan would not
transport students in the AG district and your plan would
and the Court ordered plan would? A. Will you explain
to me why? ... I'm the one to testify. What’s your ques-
tion, Mr. Waggoner? Do I understand . ... no, I don’t
understand it that way. No, I don’t.

Q. The Board plan will not furnish transportation to
any student [67] who resides in the city limits and attends
the city school. Do you understand that, the city limits
of 57?7 A. Yes.

Q. Your plan would and so would the Judge’s for those
who have been reassigned. A. Yes, that’s correct, Mr.
Waggoner,

Q. Now, the computations you made didn’t take into
consideration the original Court order requirement for
transportation of all students within a walking distance.

Mr. Chambers: Objection to that because that is
not the original Court order.

Mr. Waggoner: There was enough misunder-
standing about it for the Judge to write another
order.

Mr. Chambers: The interpretation given the
order by the School Board and nobody else. I think
the question is unfair and misleading to this witness
and I object to the form of the question.
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A. What’s the question?
Q. Would you read it back?

(The Court Reporter reads the question on Line 7
above.)

Q. Whose presence is required for desegregation. A. I
didn’t calculate students the same way Mr. Morgan did.

Q. Would you answer the question and then explain
if you wish? A. I thought I did answer the question,
didn’t I? Apparently Mr. Morgan was certainly counting
a different kind of student [68] than I was.

Q. Tell me what students you counted, Dr. Finger.
A. Well, let’s see if we can reach some agreement what
we’re talking about so we have some clarity on this matter.
It seems to me that when we talk about the students who
are in schools that are involved in pairing that the amount
of transportation required that I'm talking about is the
same transportation that is nmow provided by the School
Board because those are the same attendance zones that
are now currently being used and that will be used in the
future and that in addition to those students, for those
students there is an additional amount of transportation
required of 10,000 elementary students. Now, when I
read Mr. Morgan’s figures I find that his estimates for
elementary transportation exceed that amount and I would
think for clarity what I've been talking about for those
schools that are to be paired that there is the present
amount of transportation now provided by the Board of
Education, plus the 10,000 students who would be bused
to accomplish the pairing,

Q. Do I understand that you’re saying that you would
furnish transportation to those students who are entitled
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to transportation under State law plus the 10,000 students
who are involved in cross busing? A. I don’t see how I
could make my statement more precise than I made it
before and would prefer not to reword it.

[69] Q. I didn’t understand it. It doesn’t agree with
what I said. A. Well, we can go to any school district you
want to at the elementary level like Huntingtown Farms
and under the court consultant plan the school attendance
zone for Huntingtown Farms is identical to the current
attendance zone for Huntingtown Farms and all those stu-
dents currently transported in that attendance zone would
continue to be transported and that in addition some of
those students would be transported to accomplish the pair-
ing. Therefore, the amount of transportation under the
elementary pairing plan would be the amount now being
provided plus 10,000.

Q. In those 34 schools? A. Yes, sir, that’s what we’ve been
talking about.

Q. What other transportation would you provide? What
other transportation did you provide in the figures that
you gave me? A. None.

Q. You would only provide the 10,000 elementary stu-
dents with transportation? A. We were talking just about
elementary schools.

Q. All right. You would provide none for any other ele-
mentary students. A. OK.

Q. What other transportation would you provide for
junior high schools? [70] A. Let’s make sure that question
is clear because there are some students who are currently
being transported who would continue to be transported.
They might be assigned to a different school and I do not
know whether the amount of transportation would increase
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or not. For example, I look at the Amay James District
and I see that there are some children that are going to be
transported, I presume they are going to be transported
to Amay James School. They’re entitled to it. Those stu-
dents are being transported to some school now. So that
it’s my opinion that the total amount of transportation
involved in this system would be that amount currently
being provided plus that amount which is involved in the
pairing arrangement, the 10,000. Now, I talked about the
34 schools only to be very precise and point out that those
attendance zones are identical to the attendance zones now
being used. There are some other attendance zones that
have been changed and as a result there might be some
children transported to a different school, but presumably
those children who are entitled to transportation would
still be entitled to transportation. There might be some
small changes and there might be some small increases but
I assume that the number is approximately the same.

Q. All right. Let me ask you if this is a fair statement;
that in the elementary schools that to get the students to
Barringer School you would transport an additional 197 to
the [70A] school so they could be picked up . .. wait a
minute, that’s not a cross busing school. Would you trans-
port 197 students to Barringer School? A. I don’t know
what the question is, would I. What do you mean by that?

Q. Under your plan or under your computations. A. The
consultant plan and the Board plan for Barringer are iden-
tical, are they not?

Q. That’s correct. You said you wouldn’t furnish any
additional transportation on the elementary level to any

other school. A. All those youngsters reside within a mile
and a half of the school.
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Q. Is that the linear distance or is that the road distance?
A. Well, do you want to come look at the boundary? None
of those boundaries are more than, I don’t believe by any
way you want to figure it, more than a mile and a half for
those children.

Q. I ask you to closely look at the boundary and not
mistake the old boundary. A. Is that the boundary there?

Q. It sure is. A. That’s just about a mile and a half.
There may be a few children residing in there that exceed
that distance.

Q. Would 197 be approximately correct? A. Might be.

[71]1 Q. Would you like to look at the Berryhill School
while you're up and see if 274 would be transported? You
understand that State law provides transportation by the
nearest route and not a radius. A. I understand that.
There are some children residing here, in this district here,
which I presume are well beyond a mile and a half. Is
that 190?

Q. 274. What about Billingsville? Would you transport
259 students to that school under your plan? A. Under
the Board plan? ]

Q. Either plan. A. OK. If you say that’s the number
that live more than a mile and a half from the school.

Q. Then you would have transportation furnished to addi-
tional elementary students. A. I testified there might be
some additional students that would be transported but
that’s a small number of students.

Q. This is without regard to whether or not they are re-
assigned to that school or not, is that correct?

Mr. Chambers: Objection to the form of the ques-
tion.
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A. T don’t understand your question, Mr. Waggoner. These
are elementary school children who, under the Board de-
veloped plan utilizing these computer assignment system,
end up residing more than a mile and a half and are there-
fore [72] entitled to transportation as elementary school
students. Is that correct?

Q. That’s correct. And they are eligible under State law
for transportation. When did you make your computations
with respect to transportation?. . . the requirements as far
as numbers of buses and numbers of students. A. Within
the last few days.

Q. Within the last few days. When did you first see Mr.
Morgan’s affidavit? A. This morning.

Q. At what time? A. 10:12.

Q. Did you spend the entire time prior to 12:00 o’clock
studying that affidavit? A. Yes, I did.

Q. You made comparisons during that time? A. Yes, sir.

Q. So in an hour and forty minutes you’re in a position
to question the extensive transportation contained in Mr.
Morgan’s affidavit? A. It’s quite clear, as I have testified
over and over again, that Mr. Morgan is following a dif-
ferent set of rules and that we’re talking about the same
school attendance zones and under omne set of rules you
transport a lot of children and under a different set of rules
you transport a different [73] number of children. I think
it’s important to understand that the attendance zones are
the same or nearly the same.

Q. The point I'm trying to get across, Dr. Finger, is that
the Board, as you say, uses one set of rules in which they
will furnish transportation to students who are eligible
under State law for transportation and in your report to
the Court you indicated that transportation should be fur-



989a
Deposition of John A. Finger March 11, 1970

nished to all students residing more than a mile and a half
from the school irrespective of State law.

Mr. Chambers: Are we talking about Dr. Finger’s
recommendations or what the Court directed?

Mr. Waggoner: I'm talking about his recommen-
dation just now.

A. What page is that on?

Q. 10 or 12. A. Right of student to be transported. Stu-
dents residing more than one and a half miles from the
school should not be penalized by having to walk to school,
or penalized financially by having to pay for public trans-
portation. Students residing more than one and one-half
miles from the school to which they are assigned should re-
ceive free transportation. The School Board should either
provide for free public transportation or provide school
buses. I recommended that to the Court.

Q. Have you made any computation with reference to
the number of [74] students who would be transported
under that definition? A. No, I have not.

Q. You cannot, then, dispute the 23,00 figure that Mr.
Morgan has developed, is that correct?

Mr. Chambers: Are you suggesting that Mr
Morgan used the recommendations of the Court
order?

Mr. Waggoner: I'm talking with reference to the
recommendation.

A. T would have thought Mr. Morgan followed the Court
order.

Q. Will you answer my question? A. What is the ques-
tion ?
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Q. You have no reason to dispute Mr. Morgan’s figure of
23,000 students. A. I answered that question once. I said
the answer to that was no, I have no reason to dispute it.
I have no basis for judging it.

Q. When did you first see the amendment to the Judge’s
order with reference to his order of February 57 A. It
was on my mantel at home special delivery, airmail, at
7:00 o’clock last night when I got home from school.

Q. Have you made a computation with reference to the
number of students who would have to be transported under
the Judge’s amended order? A. I believe that we have
completed talking about the number of children to be trans-
ported under the Judge’s amended order [75] for ele-
mentary schools, that we have completed that. I believe
the numbers we have been talking about for elementary
schools are essentially those that complied with the Judge’s
amended order.

Q. On the elementary level? A. On the elementary level.

Q. And what total did you come up with? A. I thought
we had said that a half-dozen times.

Q. You haven’t told me. A. We just pointed out a few
instances, did we not, that involved several hundred chil-
dren that I did not count. So that we have talked about,
in addition to the 10,000, apparently there are a small num-
ber of additional children who must be transported to their
elementary schools. I do not know the exact number of
these but I assume that we have substantially covered most
of these in the recent testimony.

Q. Well, would it surprise you if T told you that the
figures I was reading related to the transportation require-
ments under the Board plan? I will withdraw the question.
Dr. Finger, you haven’t made a careful study of the trans-
portation requirements as required by the amended Court
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order of February 5th and March 3, have you? A. I made
some estimates.

Q. All right, will you give them to me? A. I need a little
advice. I don’t know which attorney to turn [76]1 to for
advice, you know. I'm off the record there.

Q. Leave it on the record. A. May I have a five minute
recess?

Mr. Chambers: Yes.

Mr. Waggoner: I would prefer to go ahead and
finish. If you want to take time and think, that’s all
right. I don’t want to interrupt now.

Mr. Chambers: Do you have a question, Dr.
Finger?

A. T just need to be sure I understand the Court order so
that I understand this question so that I know exactly what
I’'m testifying to. Let me see now. I think those are all the
estimates I have been talking about. Excuse me, where is
this revised order?

Mr. Chambers: We can take a recess if Dr. Finger
has a question he wants to ask.

Mr. Waggoner: Let him ask it in the presence of
everyone.

Mr, Chambers: If you don’t understand the ques-
tion posed by counsel, tell him you don’t understand
the question, unless he wants to take a break to find
out exactly what his question is about.

Mr. Waggoner: He can ask and we can put it on
the record, there’s no objection to that. He can ask
me and I’ll respond as best I can.

A. As T understand the language of the Court order, the
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Court has [771] said that whether the Court consultant plan
is adopted or whether the Board plan is adopted that cer-
tain children are entitled to transportation under that plan
and that children residing in these satellite zones here
would be required to be provided with transportation. Is
that your interpretation?

Q. That’s a part of it. Let me direct your attention to
Randolph Junior High School. Randolph Junior High is
located here. There is a neck that goes on past the Billings-
ville area to pick up black students. These students in this
neck do not reside in this district. They have been reas-
signed to the school and would be furnished transportation,
as I understand the Court order. Have you made a compu-
tation as to the number of students who would be required
to be furnished transportation at Randolph Junior High
School? A. I think I have and I want to be sure that I
have and that the testimony that I give is correct and ac-
curate. Yes, T have made such an examination. I counted
as follows: For Alexander Graham Junior High School
360 students.

Q. That’s a result of your satellite zone? A. Yes, sir.

Q. That is all it includes, is that correct? A. Yes, that’s
correct. I have based the estimates of the number of buses
that would be required to transport junior high school stu-
dents on the number of students reported by the school
department according to State regulations and in [78]
addition T have made an analysis of the number of stu-
dents in the satellite zones; for Alexander Graham 360; for
MecClintock 325; for Quail Hollow 274; for Carmel Road
142.

Q. Let me interrupt you for a minute, Dr. Finger. You
have not taken into consideration any other students who
may have been reassigned to that school who are not in
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the satellite zone, is that correct? A. Unless they were
included in the original report that the school department
submitted to me.

Q. You're familiar with the fact that the report sub-
mitted to you by the school department was purely for
students eligible under State law for transportation? A.
I have testified to that a number of times, yes, sir.

Q. All right, and that the school department’s report
doesn’t include reassigned students in the Alexander
(raham district and you’ve made no allowance for that,
have you? A. Mr. Waggoner, I looked at the plan pro-
posed by the Board, I examined the transportation esti-
mates prepared by Mr. Morgan and listed under the Board
plan, and I observed that there were some cihldren who
lived a long distance from the school. In estimating the
number of children who might be entitled to transportation,
T counted the children who were in the satellite zones.

Q. Then you have not taken into account any other stu-
dents who may have been reassigned to that school other
than those [791 living in the satellite zones. A. Well,
that’s not wholly true. I noted this Sedgefield neck up here
and I made an estimate of the number of students that
resided there and counted them.

Q. Did you take into account any students who would
attend Alexander Graham who reside in grids 402B and
403A7 A. No, I did not.

Q. A similar situation would exist for any other stu-
dents who have been reassigned and are not within satel-
lite zones other than Sedgefield or a few other isolated
areas. A. Well, as I read the Court order, the Court order
talked about a walking distance and I would have assumed
that the walking distance that the Board assigned under
one plan would be the same as the walking distance that
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the Board assigned under some other plan and so I looked
at the Board plan and the estimates of transportation under
the Board plan and thought that that must be what the
Board assigns as walking distance. So I don’t see why the
Board assigns two different walking distances under two
different plans. So the reason I didn’t count those students
was because I assumed that they were within walking
distance.

Q. Well, it’s readily apparent that the students residing
in the Alexander Graham attendance district as restruc-
tured under the court ordered plan, or your plan, in 402B
and 403A reside more than a mile and a half from the
school, isn’t it? [80] About two miles, uh huh.

Q. Wouldn’t it be closer to three by road? A. Two and
a half to three miles. It’s a good walk.

Q. You have overlooked similar students in the other
districts, too, have you not? A. If we have, we better
detail them so there is no misunderstanding as to what the
transportation problem is and what the Court order is.

Q. I ask you address yourself to Smith Junior High
School and tell me how many students there. A. When I
look at the Board planI go 1,2, 3, 4, 5, 6,7, 8, 9, 10 grids.
That’s five miles as the crow flies. When T look at the
Court ordered plan I see a much more compact attendance
zone with a satellite and T have counted the satellite.

Q. You're familiar with the fact that the kids under the
Board plan in Smith would be entitled to transportation
under State law, are you not? A. No, I wasn’t aware of
that. They would be?

Q. They would be. A. How come?

Q. It’s located in the perimeter area. A. It would be
helpful if we had a map with the perimeter area around it.

Q. The Judge requested this. A. Let’s not confuse the
record, then, on these matters.
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[811 Q. The point I'm trying to make is that you
haven’t considered all the students who would be furnished
transportation under the Court ordered plan in the figures
you have given Mr. Chambers, is that correct? A. I
certainly have made fair estimates of the amount of trans-
portation required and when the School Board is claiming
that 23,000 students are to be transported, they are making
claims made on or based on a set of rules which now
appear to be not in the language of the Court.

SzorT RECESS

Q. Dr. Finger, I don’t believe you answered my last
question. You gave an answer but I don’t think it was
in direct response to it. Would you read the question
back?

(The Court Reporter reads the question in Line 1
above and the answer in Line 5 above.)

Q. That’s wholly unresponsive,

Mr. Chambers: That’s not good enough?

Mr. Waggoner: No.

Mr. Chambers: What do you want him to say?

Mr. Waggoner: I want him to tell me whether or
not these figures are accurate and whether he’s
considered every student that would be furnished
transportation under the court ordered plan. He
already indicated that he has not.

Mr. Chambers: That’s your interpretation, Mr.
[82] Waggoner.

A. T have made estimates at the junior high school level
that includes students not reported by the school depart-
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ment in their report that was prepared for the Court.
As a matter of fact, I have made a range of estimates
as to the number of students who might be transported
at the junior high school level and I estimate this number
to be between 3500 and 4000. Now, I believe to the best
of my knowledge and belief that I have counted all of the
students and when I reported on the number of buses that
would be required, I believe I counted all of those children.
To avoid any possibility of misunderstanding, let’s just
check and make sure. If there are 3500 additional junior
high school students to be transported, that would require
78 45-passenger school buses.

Q. Does this assume full capacity use of the buses?
A. T was counting 45 students in a bus, yes, sir. One might
assign more students to the bus than the bus would hold.

Q. In making that computation did you consider students
who are not in the satellite zones who are reassigned to
those junior high schools?

Mr. Chambers: Haven't we gone over that, Mr.
Waggoner?

Mr. Waggoner: He comes back with a positive
statement this is all that would be required and I’'m
not going to leave it to conjecture that he has
[83] recomputed the thing and added these students
back in.

Mr. Chambers: I think the witness testified on
two or three different occasions to the same ques-
tion you have just posed.

Mr., Waggoner: Well, I want to make certain
that the record is very clear that this 500 that he
has estimated does not include those students who
were reassigned and do not reside in the satellite
zones.
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Mr. Chambers: He just testified to the contrary.

Mr. Waggoner: He did not. Let him answer the
question.

Mr. Chambers: You mentioned harassing. I
think the questions that you continually are asking
now are purely harassment.

Mr. Waggoner: If T could get straightforward
answer from the witness, we could go on.

Mr. Chambers: I think the witness has given
straightforward answers.

Mr. Waggoner: We’ll let the record speak for
itself.

A. Perhaps, Mr. Waggoner, we should go through these
junior high schools distriet by district and count the
amount of transportation that would be required so that
there is absolutely no misunderstading as to what trans-
portation is [84] or is not needed. It is not easy to esti-
mate the amount of transportation since some of the
children who will be attending a junior high school under
the court ordered plan were riding the school bus to a
different junior high school and so there is always the
question of when you are talking about a new student
going to a junior high school and one who is currently
riding a school bus.

Q. It’s quite satisfactory with me if we go through the
junior high schools school by school. T hope we don’t have
to do it. A. If we have to clarify the testimony, then
I think we should.

Q. I think we should, too. With reference to Albemarle
Road, I would like for you to estimate the number of stu-
dents who will be furnished transportation or additional
students who will be furnished transportation under the
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court ordered plan. Do you have your demographic chart
with you? A. No.

Q. On what basis can you make such an estimate, then?
A. With regard to the Albemarle Road School the original
report of the school department on transportation required
under State law was 297. Mr. Morgan estimates in his
affidavit that there are 267 students to be transported.
Now, I believe that when Mr. Morgan is counting these
297 students, he is talking about transporting these stu-
dents to a school that is outside the city limits and that
that’s the number of students that [85] he reported being
transferred to that school. Another way. . . .

Q. Let me direct your attention to. .

Mr. Chambers: Let the witness finish.

A. Another way that I could get that figure would be to
read the number of black students assigned to Albemarle
Road School. There are 292 black students in Albemarle
Road School. Well, T can get my . ... it’s right here. At
the present time there are 63 black students in Albemarle
Road School and I don’t have the demographic maps with
me. I assume those 63 black students live in that atten-
dance zone. So if I were to make an accurate count of the
number of students required to be transported to the
Albemarle Road School, it would be essentially those stu-
dents currently attending Albemarle Road School or some
other students eligible for transportation to that school,
plus the number of black students residing in that atten-
dance zone. Now, my estimate of the number was 297
but I see that my estimate is on the high side because
indeed, 63 black students already go there, so that the
correct number of students to be transported might be
somewhere more near 239.
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Q. Now, the estimate that you have of 297 and 267 were
furnished to you by Mr. Morgan, were they not? A. Yes,
sir, that’s right.

Q. And you accept them as reliable. A. I don’t know
that Mr. Morgan submitted the 297. The school [86] de-
partment was requested to supply those to me. I pressume
that Mr. Morgan did those. I mever questioned Mr.
Morgan’s reliability.

Q. You do not question him? A. I never have, no, sir.
I question the rules under which he was conducting the
counting, not his reliability.

Q. Isn’t this the basic difference in the counts we’re
coming up with, Mr. Morgan was using one set of rules,
that the Board adopted a policy that they would furnish
transportation where permitted by State law so the State
would share part of the expense, is this not correct? A.
Repeat the question.

(The Court Reporter reads the question on Line 7
above.)

A. It’s correct that we were operating under a different
set of rules. What else do you want me to say?

Q. Well, I'd like to define these rules so the Court can
understand what rules you were operating under and what
ones he was operating under, and as I understand your
junior high attendance areas you were operating under
the rule that you would furnish transportation from the
satellite districts only except in a few isolated cases where
students seemed to be located long distances from the
school you would furnish transportation under your
figures. Is that a fair statement? A. Yes.

Q. And that would likewise hold true on the elementary
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and senior [87] high schools, too, would it not? A. I was
trying to make estimates of the actual amount of trans-
portation that would be required to carry out what I con-
ceived of the desegregation plan.

Q. You made your computations several days ago, is
that correct? A. I believe I testified it was even more
recently than that.

Q. And you received the Court order last night is that
correct? A. That’s correct.

Q. And you have just begun to understand the Court
order this afternoon.

Mr. Chambers: Can we define which court order
you're talking about?

Mr. Waggoner: March 3, amending the February
5 order.

A. I would say it’s correct, Mr. Waggoner, that I did not
understand why there were the reports on the transporta-
tion of 23,000 students that I read in the newspapers.

Q. Read the question back, please.

(The Court Reporter reads the question on Line 9
above.)

A. T just saw it last night for the first time.
Q. And you gained an understanding of it this afternoon,
is that correct?

Mr. Chambers: May I inquire what you mean
by gaining an understanding of it? From whom?

Mr. Waggoner: Knew what it meant.

[88]1 Mr. Chambers: As defined by whom?
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Mr. Waggoner: By its own language, satisfac-
tory to himself.

A. Well, it seems to me that the estimates that I have given
for transportation are pretty much consistent with the
amended court order.

Q. And you’re saying the estimates you made before re-
ceiving the Court order are still accurate to your satisfac-
tion—as complying with estimates you would make under
the Court order. A. T just testified a few moments ago
that if we want to improve upon the accuracy of the testi-
mony that I have given that we had better go through the
junior high schools one by one and get an accurate esti-
mate of the exact amount of transportation that is required.
It’s my understanding that the Court has ordered the
school department to prepare such plans and that when
these plans are prepared we will have a much more ac-
curate estimate of the actual transportation under the
Court order than we can get here.

Q. Would you submit that the estimates developed by Mr.
Morgan and his staff would be much more accurate than
those you have testified to today with respect to defining
transportation requirements under the Court order of
February 5 and March 37

Mr. Chambers: How can this witness say that?

Mr. Waggoner: Well, I'm just asking him.

Mr. Chambers: Are you asking him if Mr. Morgan
[891 had available the detailed demographic maps
to make an estimate or are you asking him to testify
that Mr. Morgan is going to tell the truth? I don’t
think you want to put this witness in that position.
It isn’t fair to even ask that question.
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Mr. Waggoner: I would like an answer.
Mr. Chambers: I object to the form of the ques-
tion.

A. T have consistently said from the very outset that the
school department is the one most capable of drawing the
accurate estimates, the ones most capable of drawing a
desegregation plan. The plan that was submitted to the
Court was submitted because it was a plan that the school
department felt was a feasible one. So my answer to that
question would, of course, be yes.

Q. Have you at any time defined for the Court the stu-
dents whom you would recommend that transportation be
furnished by grid numbers of grid code? A. No, I have
not.

Q. By any other method? A. No, I have not. The total
amount of information submitted to the Court on trans-
portation is this prepared by the school department.

Q. Was this prepared by the school department at your
request? A. Yes, it was.

[90] Q. Was it submitted in this form to the Court?
A. It was submitted in this form to the Court with the nota-
tion that it should not be part of my report since I could
not attest to it.

Q. And did you instruet the Court to remove the trans-
portation information contained on this exhibit that is
attached to his court order of February 5? A. I reported
to the Court that T had no knowledge about that, that it
had been prepared by the school department and that, there-
fore, I could only provide the Court with whatever it said
there and the Court decided that, therefore, it should not
be incorporated as part of my report.

Q. Did you have any similar reservations with reference
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to the numbers of students who would be attending the vari-
ous schools which were also prepared by the school depart-
ment? A. No, because we counted those together.

Q. You counted those together. A. We counted them
so many times you get to be pretty sure of what things are.

Q. Do you have any information as to tho total nu nber
of students who have been reassigned as a result of the
Court order of February 5 as amended? A. Well, we can
quickly count the number of students reassigned in the
paired schools since those students are in the same at-
tendance zones they were in before. 1 have not counted
[917 the actual number of children who will change schools
because of the redrawing of attendance zones at any of
the grade levels.

Q. It’s a fairly detailed job. A. It’s a fairly detailed
job. We could obtain that information. In some cases it’s
a sizeable number. For example, most of the children at-
tending West Charlotte are reassigned. That’s the school
that has the most reassignment. Independence High School
has very few children reassigned.

Q. On what basis did you come to the conclusion that
the school department had overestimated the number of
students who would need transportation at Smith? I think
you testified that 300 would be a more accurate figure than
the 413. On what basis did you reach this conclusion? A.
Well, I reached this conclusion based on the fact that there
are 350 black students assigned to Smith and presumably
this is the group count of this satellite here and that these
children in the geographic area surrounding Smith would
all walk in. I thought that that might be an overestimate.
T also noted that . ...

Q. Let me ask you on that, did you have a demoeraphic
chart before you at the time you made this estimate? A.
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No, I did not. I also noted that Mr. Morgan, in his second
report, noted 360 students in there, so I just questioned
that. I didn’t make a big thing about it.

[92] Q. Mr. Chambers asked you about showing resi-
dences of the students and that you were only furnished
with grids showing the populations within racially. This
is not unusual in a system this size to not get information
that is broken down by actual location of residences within
a school district, is it? A. Well, nothing is really very
usual these days in school demographies. I have suggested
to the school department that they could probably improve
their attendance zoning if they would be able to split those
grids into quarters. I'm sure they’ll do it if they can find
time to do it.

Q. Dr. Finger, in connection with deseribing the differ-
ence in the two plans, I made a note that you testified that
you made the ratios of the races equal in all grade levels
to the extent you could. Do you recall testifying to that?
A. T believe that that falls within my definition of a de-
segregated school in which I explicitly say by more than
5% of the proportions in all of the schools at that school
level.

Q. But you did try to establish a racial ratio, though,
you didn’t try to establish a racial balance. Would that be
a fair statement? A. I tried to define desegregated school
and have all schools fall within my definition.

Q. It’s obvious I'm not going to get an answer to that
one. Dr. Finger, in establishing these ratios or a desegre-
gated [93] system, the attendance of any student of either
race would be necessary to maintain the level of desegre-
gation in that school, would it not? A. That sounds like
a yes question but I'll ask for it to be repeated.
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(The Court Reporter reads the question on Line
25, Page 92.)

A. T guess that would fall under my requirement that the
school department should be required to assign and re-
assign students to maintain desegregated schools.

Q. Dr. Finger, with reference to priorities from an ed-
ucator’s standpoint, wonld you furnish transportation to
the students in districts who need transportation or would
you furnish transportation on a long-distance basis—
strike that long-distance—on a distant pairing arrange-
ment—I got lost in my question. A. That’s good, so did I.

Q. With reference to priorities of furnishing transpor-
tation, as an educator would you prefer to furnish in-dis-
triet transportation to students or furnish transportation
in cross busing?

Mr. Chambers: Objection to the form of the ques-
tion.

A. I don’t think T have any druthers on that matter.

Q. If in-district transportation would permit two bus
runs per day for shift change, would you prefer in-district
busing [94] against cross busing where you could only
utilize a bus one way, one trip each school opening or
closing? A. I’ve already testified to the fact that these
buses could be used in two different ways on cross busing
and there would not be a single run. I have testified to the
fact that the buses could either be run a double run at the
elementary school level or that there could be sufficient
buses for one run on each way with the elementary school
children but that the time schedule for junior and senior
high schools be such that junior and senior high school
students could be transported on the same bus that was
used for elementary schools.
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Q. All right. I'll repeat my question and assume that
you do not go to staggering of opening of school hours.
A. Well, your question is very ambiguous because I don’t
know what is meant by in-district busing.

Q. That’s the transportation of students to a school in
the district in which they live. A. The district in which a
student lives is an arbitrary affair. It’s anything the School
Board makes it.

Q. With reference to the School Board plan or your plan
or the Court plan. A. Didn’t I already say I didn’t have
any druthers about that matter?

Q. You didn’t say with reference to where a bus could
operate two trips per school opening. The other related
to one. [95] A. I not only don’t understand the question,
I don’t understand the relevance of the question. I just
don’t see what you want me to say.

Q. Ithink it’s very obvious that if you can get two children
to school instead of one child to school with the same bus
is the relevance of the question. A. I was ordered by the
Court to prepare a plan that met the Court order.

Q. You were employed as an educational consultant and
you testified as an expert in this case and I think I'm en-
titled to your opinion. A. I have no opinion on that matter.

Q. No opinion. Have your school duties ever involved
the procuring of transportation equipment? A. No.

Q. Are you familiar with the delays that are involved in
acquiring transportation equipment?

Mr. Chambers: Objection.

A. I read Mr. Morgan’s testimony.
Q. Is that the first time you were aware of it?
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Mr. Chambers: I object to that.

A. No. It would be hard to spend twenty-five years in edu-
cation and not be aware of problems like that.

Q. So they do exist. Now, one point. You started out
with 308 buses. How many students would you propose
transporting? [961 A. I already testified I was making my
calculations based on 45 students per bus. I can multiply
this 45 by 308 and I would get 13,800.

Q. This is the number of students that you have calcu-
lated would be transported under your figures, is that cor-
rect? A. Yes, that’s correct. That’s the number of addi-
tional buses.

Q. Have you driven the nearest routes between the paired
schools at the time that buses would ordinarily be trans-
porting students? A. I don’t know what time the buses
would ordinarily be transporting students.

Q. You suggested 8:00 o’clock. A. I used that only as an
illustration.

Q. You also gave us a figure of thirty minutes one way.
Do you know if this is accurate? A. No, I don’t know. I
note that there are some estimates that are made as to the
length of time that is required and they run to several
hours and I think somebody ought to go out and find out.
I think it’s true and I think it’s important to emphasize one
of the things in the testimony and that is some busing
transportation include the pickup time. The cross busing
does not involve any pickup time, it involves no stops. It
does not tie up traffic because they are not stopping to let
children on and off the bus.

Q. Well, that depends on whether you pick the students
up at the [97] school or whether you pick them up on the
route. A.If you pick them up on the route, you're picking
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them up on the route the buses are already picking them up.

Q. Does your thirty-minute estimate cover that time? A.
No, it does not.

Q. So it could possibly be another thirty-minute pickup
time. A. I have already testified that my estimate was
based on the fact that the children would arrive at the
school on the pickup bus because in some instances all of
the children in an area would be being picked up, 1st, 2nd,
3rd, 4th, 5th, 6th graders. They would arrive at the school
together. The 1st, 2nd, 3rd and 4th graders would stay at
that school and the 5th and 6th graders would be trans-
ported.

Q. Do you find the 5th and 6th graders would be waiting
for other buses to come so they could fill the express bus?
A. Well, 'm sure Mr. Morgan can work it out so that wait-
ing time would be minimized.

Q. Your experience at schools indicates that school buses
arrive sometimes as much as a half an hour apart, does it
not? A. Well, in many instances there are going to be more
than one bus on the express run, all instances.

Q. I'm speaking with reference to getting the students to
the schools. A. They’ll arrive at different times.

Q. Are you still of the opinion that the desegregation plan
[98] ordered by the Court can be implemented with 109
buses? A. I have testified a number of times that this plan
can be initiated section by section and that the accurate
estimate of the exact amount of transportation that will be
required will best be found out as the plan is implemented
and we noted that any one of the pairs could be operated
with only a small number of buses. That’s another way of
saying I do not know the exact number of buses that would
be required. We have gone through the various strategies
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that might be followed to reduce the number required and
the plan is one that can be implemented on a phased-in
basis.

Q. What written communications have you had with the
Court in connection with your services as a Court con-
sultant? A.I have written him a couple of personal letters
and he has written some to me. I submitted the Court plan.
I wrote him a letter after I received the attachments to the
Court plan which gave some additional detail on my recom-
mendations relative to that attachment.

Q. Did you make additional recommendations? A. As I
read over those recommendations, they seem to be the same
as the recommendations submitted in my original report
to the Court, but there is another letter that I submitted
to him,

Q. That was submitted prior to February 5, is that cor-
rect? A. Yes, that’s correct. He might not have gotten it
by February [99]1 5. I read it to him over the telephone.
I also submitted a preliminary report which I labeled as a
preliminary report for your personal perusal which indi-
cated to him some of the thoughts that I had about the de-
segregation plans so that he would have some ideas as to
what he might expect from me.

Q. Dr. Finger, do you regard the after-school activity of
children as being important in their total educational
growth? A, Yes.

Q. Do you feel that staggered school hours would inter-
fere with their participation in the after-school activities?
A. Tt wouldn’t necessarily. One might be able to devise
both curricular and extracurricular activity that took ad-
vantage of the staggered hours.

Q. In other words, it would involve more than just dis-
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rupting the school system, it would disrupt a lot of private
activities. A. Those are your words, Mr. Waggoner, they
are not my words at all.

Q. P'm asking you. A. I did not say that at all. I did not
say that at all, Mr. Waggoner. I said that the staggered
school hours could be utilized to develop plans that would
make use of the staggered school hours.

Q. But it would require changes in other activities, would
it not? [1001 A. It might require some different activities
and some different plans.

Mr. Waggoner: I have no further questions.

CERTIFICATE

I, Evelyn S. Berger, Notary Public/Reporter, do hereby
certify that Dr. John A. Finger was duly sworn by me
prior to the taking of the foregoing deposition; that said
deposition was taken and transeribed by me; and that the
foregoing 100 pages constitute a true, complete and accu-
rate transcript of the testimony of the said witness. I
further certify that the persons were present as stated in
the caption.

I further certify that I am not of counsel for, or in the
employment of any of the parties to this action, nor am I
interested in the results of this action.

In witness whereof, I have hereunto subscribed my name
this 14th day of March, 1970.

/s/ Everyx S. Bercer
Notary Public in and for
County of Mecklenburg
State of North Carolina
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Defendants’ Response to Plaintiffs’
Request for Admissions

(Filed March 13, 1970)

The Defendants Charlotte-Mecklenburg Board of Edu-
cation et al, acting through William C. Self, Superin-
tendent of the Charlotte-Mecklenburg Public Schools,
respond to the Plaintiffs’ Request for Admissions as fol-
lows, in each instance the paragraph numbers in this Re-
sponse corresponding to the paragraph numbers in the
Plaintiffs’ Request:

1. Charlotte City Board of Education and Mecklenburg
County Board of Education operated separate school sys-
tems until 1961 when they consolidated as the Charlotte-
Mecklenburg Board of Education. For a number of years
prior to 1961 the County (but not the City) Board of
Education operated public school buses to transport stu-
dents to and from school. In conformity with State law
as it existed prior to 1961 and prior to comsolidation of
the two systems, the Mecklenburg County Board of Edu-
cation operated and routed school buses in a fashion that
some transported only negro students to negro schools
and some transported only white students to white schools.
By reason thereof, the bus routes of the Mecklenburg
County system overlapped and some negro students who
may have resided near white schools were transported
by such schools to all negro schools and some white stu-
dents who may have lived near negro schools were trans-
ported by such schools to all white schools.

2. See Paragraph 1 hereof for response to Plaintiffs’
Paragraph 2.

3. See Paragraph 1 hereof for response to Plaintiffs’
Paragraph 3.
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4. Prior to 1961 the Charlotte City Board of Education
did not operate a public school bus system and, therefore,
did not operate public school buses to transport students
to and from school, did not transport negro students to
negro schools and white children to white schools and did
not have bus routes overlapping or otherwise.

5. See Paragraph 4 hereof for response to Plaintiffs’
Paragraph 5.

6. See Paragraph 4 hereof for response to Plaintiffs’
Paragraph 6.

7. Following the merger of the County and City School
Boards in 1961 the consolidated Board provided trans-
portation for students who resided in the portion of Meck-
lenburg County located outside the city limits as they
existed immediately prior to the 1967 annexation who
resided more than 1% miles from the schools to which
they were assigned, such transportation being in conform-
ity with that prescribed by State law.

8. That since 1961 and until the closing or reorganiza-
tion of the 10 all negro schools in the County in 1966, the
consolidated Board provided separate bus service for some
negro and white students.

9. Pursuant to the Plan approved by the Court in Au-
gust, 1969, the School Board has provided transportation
for approximately 767 inner city black students to be trans-
ported to white residential areas of the City and County.
These 767 inner city black students are a portion of a
much larger number of such students who were granted
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by the Board a freedom of choice arrangement pursuant
to which they could elect to remain in schools near their
homes or to attend schools in the predominately white
residential areas. The approximately 767 inner city black
students represent those who elected to attend the schools
in the predominately white residential areas. The trans-
portation referred to above was made available to such
students in order to encourage their attendance at these
schools. The approximately 767 inner city black students
referred to above in many instances passed other schools
serving their grade levels on the way to the schools to
which they were assigned pursuant to the above-mentioned
freedom of choice arrangement.

/s/ WirLiam C. SELF
William C. Self

SworN to and SusscriBep before me this
13th day of March, 1970.

/s/ Ly R. McMaxon
Notary Public
My commission expires:
August 1, 1970
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Submissions to Court in Response to March 6, 1970,
Order and Motion for Extension of Time

(Filed March 13, 1970)

In compliance with the March 6, 1970 Order of this
Court, the information and materials referred to therein
(with the exception of Item 2) are attached, in each in-
stance the respective items bearing an identifying num-
ber which corresponds to those set forth in that Order.

In addition the following items are submitted: (1) A
map showing the pre-1957 city limits, the perimeter areas
and rural areas with all senior high schools clearly located
on it; and (2) Affidavit of Herman J. Hoose, Director of
Traffic Engineering for the City of Charlotte, setting forth
the number of vehicles in Mecklenburg County and other
related data as requested by this Court on March 2, 1970.

Defendants respectfully move the Court that they be
granted an extension of time until Monday, March 16, 1970,
for the submission of Item 2 referred to in the March 6,
1970 Order of the Court and the other information re-
quested by the Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit
in the March 5, 1970 Order.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ WiLriam J. WAGGONER
William J. Waggoner

/s/ BEwg. S. Horack
Benj. S. Horack

Attorneys for Defendants
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ITEM |

Summary of total number of children who live in the Pre-57 city limits,

Perimete- Area, and Rural Arca.

Pre-57 Perimzter Rural Jotal
Senior High Schools 6073 LL29 6080 16,582
Junior High Scheols 74 6365 7L99 21,275
Elementary Schools 17,228 11,985 15,7290 45,004

GRAED TOTAL 30,712 22,780 29,369 82,8561
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TULOYTESRECKLENSURG SETINIOR HIGH SCHOCLS

Total Number Children who live

Plg?-57 Pegr)neter R:E?'Z:l TOTAL
[_Ulac'k White | Black | Wnite | Black White_A Black | White
159 401 9 | 836 39 642 207 | 1879
381 951 L) s08 9 189 431 2043
583 hgy 10 203 593 660
s 18 2 13 73 | 1019 120 | 1080
.J 203 1355 358 I 17 I 203 1730
I 27 6 | w3 | use | wo | s
| e 23 105 30 180 ] 447 l 355 500
s e e | | e | e e
J 1337 233 I 50 |
) -_I AN 78 354 s8 | 1052 __' 136 | 14c5
| . ] 1L | o
. .ﬁ.r__._ L ,q.n“w'
|
“A.}wz‘;g*zﬁ 3281 | 524 I 3505 | eik | 5236 ] 5160 | 12,427
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CHARLOTTE-IECKLENBURS JUHIOR HIGH SCHCCLS

.

Jotal Number Children who live

() (2) (3}
Pre-57 Perimeter Rural TOTAL
Black | Vhite § Black I Vhite | Black | White . Bla::.: —:’—n—nt—:
Albemerle Road/ 5 63 998 63 1003
|_Alexander 1__365 768 | 365 768
Cochrapa ( 110 b3 hsé ‘ 36 984 79 | 1550
Coulvioad ]___. 2 31 “I 104 722 | 106 753
Cos tway : 57 8 L 560 ‘ | 61 | 1341
Aleyandar Graham Yo | 67 ' 12 | 33k l 19 113 | 1027
H:,wthnr'ne ' 591 365 ! 5 ‘ 71 ' ' 55 436
|_Kennedy 552 ‘ 291 ‘ 6 ‘ 5 __‘ 848 6
Heflinrock | 50 38 ‘ 1 l 607 l - Ly | 650 _l 93 | 1295
liorthyest ‘ 916 I 145 l l ] 1051
Piedzapt ’ Lhs 5] ' ' |"— s 5t
Guail Hollow l ' ‘ | 361 ‘ 155 {1050 155 | 1425
2andoloh 263 | %8 %6 | 609 l 1289 ] 707
KAanson 83 10 ‘ 177 538 260 548
Sedusfield 167 577 224 ’ 167 801
Smith 48 z 3 |ion 1 L 521 55 | 1434
Spaugh | 127 530 153 300 ! . A 289 830
Willians 858 | 195 L 1 ! 1053 Vo
Vil<on l l 7 l 809 ' &h 320 71 112¢
F=£00 (Carmal) l l v —
E-{0} (G:inn) ' I_____,__. I
TOTALS l——m 95_[ 3225 | 970 {;;5 l__lg] 5 {::fgS_!{_wl”_Q‘_ZPm 15105,
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CHARLCTTE RELKLENLURG EL LNENTARY SCHOOLS
Y

Total Numbker Children vho tive

m (2) 3)

Pre-57 Perincter Rural TOTAL
Black Uhftc‘ Black | White Blach \inite | Black l_ Whitc
Albezarle 24 1 I 4 2 30 | 486 4 520
Alloabrook { 191 61 244 61 a 435
L Ashley Park ' 545 26 4 27 549
|___ | Bz2in 33 739 33 739
L eorcinger 698 gk 16 1 89 16
ecerynin 8 10 105 653 14 663
_ L Baverly Woods L 66 o 102 2 1 589 68 69!
L eillinesville 563 by 607
Brianocd 6 675 12 662 12
| ___1_Bruns Ave, 783 1o e e o 782 10
L chentiny 5| L8 ,__ 1 15 478
Clear Creck : 51 252 | 51 | 252
|l collinsand | 72| 11 | 374 12 i k8
| Corprlivs_ L 195 2b5 ) 195 ) 245
1 Cotswold 16 4 7 538 23 sk2
e RaVidSON 104 | 183 | 104 183
L tarie pavis 663 18 68]m
| barira e 163 | est 163 | 8k
) Levorshire too 478 24 902
o doinaces SNLLETN NI _ UL N
___Double Qeks 805 __,_ g5 | _
e B M) __heo .56 |3 — b6 3.
4 fasiover Ltz | 497 55 l b2 | 552
| Urtiecenn b 367 [ st () — L_?EL_ LI
Frete rle Park 3 203 90 1 3 L__?_Q__’ )
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2
m (2) (3
Pro-57 Perimater Rurol TOT/L.
l Black_'J \thite Black \hite Elack' Vhite | Black Vhite
First Vard 805 0 805
Hickory Grove 70 | s34 70 531
Hidden Valley I 1059 3 1091
Highland 80 305 80 305
Hoskins 17 228 17 228
|| Huntersville 154 534 154 l 534
Hunt. ‘Farms _ L] 7 X 168 7 587
1d1euild e B 52 2 | 501 | ss | 53
|| trwin Ave. l 304 ¢ i ' _,«-_J__ ___UI__‘E’.”...J ______
|___|_Amzy Joues '..._.., I 253 _J 235 II- 3 I... 1,88 l 3
| Lakevies 270 72 B 100 l 30 \I....,...._,,.',_.v_... ‘WM%ZO__J 102
~—l Lansdouns 72 | 1h 3 1 I ‘ 75 ! 795
Lincoln Hehts. 308 _____‘MIA‘}SS I’"__“_ 703 J
Lona Creek l _270 | 168 270 I 158
] g | o | o | e
Merry Coks AN | nU L 41
|| Midwood 21 | k82 I ' 21 457
| I Hontclaire | 712 l 72 —-
Hyers Park Elem. 27 b7 [ [ 2 oL, - 4
Nations Ford , | I L7 ] 68 l b7 _L 606
l [ A
| _oekdale l - Tl _ l 69 | 50 69 soh
|| oexnurst b 3 | ! 558 5 501
LBk r-:‘/n 620 { i — o 620 { .
0ld~_Providanca 7 L 4 L3¢ 80 489
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3
(t) (2) (3}
Pre-57 Perinecter Rural TOTAL
r!;ack I \lhite ] Black | Vhite Bleck | Vhite Black‘ Vhite

Fark Rood Ly 259 294 LYy 553

P Creck 27 595 27 595

Pow Creck Annax 30 266 30 266

Pigaville 146 377 146 377
|| Pinewused 663 663

\oza Poad 6 258 83 104 89 362
|1 Raua Road ! 393 Lo 1 803
| sediefinld Elen. 31 597 3.1 557
st 31 I 37 566 22 31 625
| svanract_cdne, l 368 l 145 511
) sharon | 85 l‘_, ‘ 92 3 245 89 | 337
|| stavncunt | l L | es7 | 25 21 25 | 708
.._,;.s_af_e.s.r_‘jnl.c“m. ' __l 13 k9 | 220 | k63 333 512

Steela freok L l 5 533 5 533
| Thorashoro 658 658
| [ Trven tills 311 Wojm2 12 | 322 | 164
|| Tuckaseeces 58 579 58 579
_ lunivarsity px. 716 116 ! I 832 3

Lilla Heiohts 98 | 8 958 88
- Dvectnavins U T kg2 Lo I L5 532
| yitnore 260 | 232 | 1 260 232
. Mindsor Park 318 1 | 4‘1?29 1 h7

Wintarfisld 48 | 120 L.-“_._l- 572 w8 | 692

| B
- TOTALS _}_ssst | 7577 5 1612 |10,'37.'} 2925 12,856 14,187 | 30,817
. (T |
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ITET 3

AVERAGS DAILY YUiBER FUPILS RIDLIG SCHOOL BUSLES

Oct. 2 Oct. 30 Dze, 1 Jan, 8

Oct. 29 tov, 26 Jen. 7 Feb. 11
HIGI SGICIIS Ls7h 1293 1269 1193
JUITIOR BIGT SCICOLS 881 83L7 ses 8723
ELDICITARY SCACOLIS 10237 10150 10130 1020}
TOTAIS 23552 23260 23203 23326
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LT TOPLLS RIDLID SCITOL LUSIE

CHAALOTIZ-NECALENZJRG SENIOR HIGH SCHOCLS

[Gﬁ:"é""u"c?i:?ﬁ)'hcc. I"[yznc 8
- - 0ct. 29iTov. 28;Jen. 7 |Feb. 11
| erencrenar, |2 |57 [s | s
___I Garin. er ~~, 366 305 290 339
P—|~ Harding ‘ 162 176|176 158
|| inccsencence Juse s Juss | s
| iyers per EERENEES
__‘ Horth hecklenbury _I_t’?? ' €33 I 683 7Lt
___i Olywpic ' L34 } 123 123 _ 10h
' South lecklensurg ’ 580 I $05 S05 625
S
_J VWest Charlotte l 17 l 17 17 26
Vest Mecklenbury I 633 550 l g50 5Cs
Kevins ' 22
TOTVLS L7l | k293 (k269|193
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Pien 4

With respect to the schcols vhose students cre to be dcschregatcdd
under the court orcdercd plan by rezoning:

1~1/Z liites Redius 2 Hiles Radius
of Schoo of School
High Scheols 2,667 3,563
Junior Kigh Schools 5,921 9,074
Elcmentary Schools _‘—"iﬂi_'559

TUIALS 24,222
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UIEN &

CHARLOTTZ-NCLALENSURG SENTON HIGH SCH00LS

Scuth tecklenbury

J West Charlotte

Vest tecklenbury

TOTALS
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CHARLOTTE-NECKLENEURG ELEHENTARY SCHOTLS
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Albemarte Pd.

Allenbroox

Ashlev Peri

521

Bain
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Davidson
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First Vard

Hickory Grove

Hidden Valley
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PHISE of el rolis
.-
1 O [} [ . ]
Herietent ol haioe
ACH v el 1 ! X
(4] (G R JOIN K. LOCKNIY

JOS W GAKKE o e 3bL Potine
[ . 2.-.3!!5‘!3!; ZtEN2 ASST. COMMIZSIGTTRD

March 10, 1970

Mr. Floyd Bass
Citizens Safety Asso.
301 St. Bernard St.
Charlotte, N.C

Dear l~, Bass 'v

Dur1n< 1969 there were some 1805 traffic deaths in North Carolina.
There -were 58610 rsperted personal injuries during that year.

School a2ge children are defined by ﬁ; as thoss from 7 to 1L years
old, Jjaclusive.

There “cre some 136 of these children killed; 56 were pedestrians,
17 wer: bike riders, L were operating notor vehicles zand the
remairing 59 were vehicle passengers,

Approximetely 4400 of the injured were in the defined 2ge bracket;
580 viere pedestrians, L75 were bike riders, 83 were operaling a
motor vehicle end the remainder were pzss eugers '

During the 1968-1949 school year there were 330 school bus pupil .
passengers of 21l ages reported injured. One school bus pupil

passenger was killed; six additional stiudents were struck and killed
by school buses; 21 were injured in & like manner.

Very truly yours,

i
e ——
/“’/(// ,,l/%__,
K. Refister G::57£//
tatlst1Cc] Analys
Driver FEducztion and

Accident Records Division

JKR:aj
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Fagidentel deatlis eud e cu &84 yeus

noon deatl fotal.,

w6s
Peatts Lo

Lo, co.. 8,500 20.3
ehicle oLL . oo 1,200 10.2
Pedestrian . ... AP X144 4.6
Home ....oooviaoaa... 1,100 3.1
Public non-motor-vehicle .... 2,600 6.3
Work ........ 2060 0.5

*Deaths per 100,000 population,

Totals by class of accident as shown above ave not available for other age
groups, but total deaths are shown below (1967 latest availuble). Sce also
‘pages 8,9 and_ 51 . . -

© - Deaths and Death Rates by Age, 1967

LT " Aze Group . 1967 ] Changes in Iatc,
- ) Deaths | = Rate® ] 19221057

1 to 4 years, T 8074 321
3 S 4010 19.0

3,664 18.6

11,025 §1.2

10,£09 6.8

Participation in driver education has been increasinz steadily since 1969,
~-~~as shown in the table below. Eligible students are those enrolled in the grade
Jevel in which the most students are envolled in driver education; eligible
schools ave the number of high schools thut house thesce grade levels. The par-

~ i« ticipation figures cover courses which consist of at least 30 clcck hours of

. classroom instruction and 6 clock hours of laboratory instruction—in car or
simulator. - -

“Participaiion in Driver Education, 1260-1963
3" >

Student TPurlicipation School Tarticipation
e - Year -~ Eligivle |Enrolled L Offering
S : (600 (000) Elizible Contsc
2051 814 -
2,256 1011
1,057

17.953
11218

10352
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PEDLSTRIAN A0 DBICICLY ZCCILENIS SWrihy

PRE-SCHOOL, 2D &CHOOL 2GR CHILDREI

1869

Pre-School Children (Ages 0 through 5)

Time Total Fatalitics Bicycle Pedestirian
8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 12 0 ) 3l
4:0) p.m. ~-12:00 a.m. 20 0 1 )9

12:01 a.n. - 7:59 a.m. _0 0 0 o
-TOTAL 32 (] 2 30

School Age Children (Ages 6 through 19)

Time Total Fatalities Bicycle Pedesirian.
8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 70 4 23 43
4:01 p.m., -12:00 a.m.’ 99 3 30 66
12:01 a.m..~ 7:59 a.m. 4 0 o 4
TOTAL © o A73 7 53 13

The records showed City school enrollment increased 1.6% in
1969. Only one child was injured wilhin the scope of our Safety
Patrol and Crossing Guard program and only 12 othex children were
injured while in the process of going to or coming from school.

This was 9.5% of the total amount of children injured in the City of
Charlotte.

Education and supervision in bkicycle and pedestrian safely
rules has certainly been the key elemcnt for the decrease in this
year's report. This yearly report shows thal 123 accidenls occurred
after school hours. We realize, in order to eliminate the majority
of these accidents, action nust come from parenis or supcrvisory
personnel. :

PLEASE BE A DEFENSIVE DRIVER WHERY YOU SEF CHIJ.DREN; SIOY
DOWN AND LET THES LIVE - '

COMPARISON
1968 T 1969
.Enrollment 51,599 52,067

- Parochial Enrollment 2.024 2,462



Injurced
Fatalitics

COMPRRISON (conld.)

Sumvier RAccidents

1968
220
8

58

1037a

2009
205
49

PERCENTAGE OF CHANGHS OVER PREVIOUS YEAR

Pre-~school
School ages
Bicycle

Falslities

decrease 30.2%
decrecase .05%
decrease 8.6%
decrease 12.62
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Affidavit of Herman J. Hoose, Director of Traffic
Engineering for the City of Charlotte, North Carolina

(Referred to in Foregoing Submission)

Herman J. Hoosg, being duly sworn, deposes and says
that:

1. I am now, and have been for the past 22 years,
Director of Traffic Engineering for the City of Charlotte.
I am charged with primary responsibility for all matters
relating to traffic on city streets and thoroughfares. By
reason of my position, I also thoroughly familiar with
matters relating to traffic in the portions of Mecklenburg
County located outside the city limits. Various studies
have been made under my direction and control regarding
the vehicular traffic and related matters in both Charlotte
and the balance of Mecklenburg County, North Carolina.

2. As of April, 1969, the total number of registered
motor vehicles in Mecklenburg County, North Carolina,
was 183,362, of which 160,862 were passenger vehicles and
22,500 were trucks. Based upon past experience, it is esti-
mated that there has been a 5% increase during the one
year interval since the foregoing figures were tabulated.
Based upon this increase the total of such registered
vehicles is now approximately 192,530, of which 168,905
are passenger vehicles and 23,625 are trucks.

3. In the summer of 1967, a survey was prepared (with
the assistance of my Department) by the Planning and
Research Department, North Carolina State Highway
Department, Raleigh, North Carolina, entitled “External
Origin & Destination Survey for Charlotte, N. C.” The
boundaries of the survey area covered by this study and
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Affidavit of Herman J. Hoose, Director of Traffic
Engineering for the City of Charlotte, North Carolina

report are roughly (but not quite) the same as those of
Mecklenburg County. It was the purpose of this survey
to identify the total number of vehicles that daily enter
and pass through the survey area (these trips being denom-
inated as Class A trips) and the total number of vehicles
that daily come from outside the survey area‘to a termina-
tion destination point within the survey area (these trips
being denominated as Class B trips). The results of this
survey (in the summer of 1967) are as follows:

Class A Trips (i.e, through traffic) 13,285

Class B Trips (i.e., to and from points
of origin outside the survey area) 55,580

Based on past experience, each of these trip categories
increases about 5% per year—resulting in about a 10%
increase since the 1967 survey was made. With this in-
crease, the current Class A Trips are about 14,613 and
Class B Trips about 61,138, The Class B trips are pre-
dominately those by persons who live outside Mecklenburg
County and have jobs in Charlotte and Mecklenburg
County. Most of these Class B trips are during the morn-
ing (7:30 to 9:30 am.) and evening (4:30 to 6:30 p.m.)
rush hours when local traffic is at its peak. The Class A
trips are primarily those of the traveling public passing
through Charlotte and Mecklenburg County. A major
portion of these Class A trips are also made in the morning
and evening rush hours, resulting primarily from the fact
that travelers make a local stopover at local hotels and
motels in the evening and continue on their way the next
morning.
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Affidavit of Herman J. Hoose, Director of Traffic
Engineering for the City of Charlotte, North Carolina

4. With reference to strictly internal traffic (i.e., making
trips to and from points entirely within Mecklenburg
County) studies made by my Department show that as of
November 1969 there were approximately 102,000 occupied
dwelling units in Mecklenburg County, that each dwelling
units owns 1.55 passenger automobiles and makes 7.4 trips
per day or 4.7 trips per vehicle per day. This means that
the locally registered passenger cars (currently estimated
to be 168,905) makes about 793,853 internal trips per day
(i.e. 168,905 cars x 4.7 trips per car).

5. A summary of the currently estimated number of
trips per day in Charlotte and Mecklenburg County is as
follows:

Class A Trips (see Para. 2 above) 14,613
Class B Trips (see Para. 2 above) 61,138
Internal Trips by Autos (see Para. 4 above) 793,853
Total (exclusive of internal truck trips) 869,604

Hezmax J. Hoose
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Submissions to Court in Response to

March 6, 1970 Order
(Filed March 6, 1970)

In compliance with the March 6, 1970 Order of this
Court the Defendant Charlotte-Mecklenburg Board of Edu-
cation submitted all of the information and maps required
by that Order with the exception of the data and informa-
tion identified in Paragraph 2 thereof. The data and in-
formation specified in that Paragraph 2 (and related mat-
ters), as interpreted by the Defendants, is now submitted
herewith together with an affidavit of Willilam C. Self,
Superintendent of Charlotte-Mecklenburg Public Schools.

Respectfully submitted this 17 day of March, 1970.

/s/ WiLriam J. WAGGONER
William J. Waggoner

/s/ Beng. S. Horack
Benj. S. Horack

Attorneys for Defendants
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Affidavit of William C. Self, Superintendent of
Charlotte-Mecklenburg Public Schools

(Referred to in Foregoing Submission)

Wirniam C. Serr, being duly sworn, deposes and says
that:

1. T am the Superintendent of the Charlotte-Mecklen-
burg Public Schools.

2. On Monday a. m., March 9, 1970, I received a copy of
the Order of the District Court dated March 6, 1970, in
which the School Board was directed to furnish the data,
information and maps deseribed in the 8 paragraphs of
that Order. Immedately upon receipt of that Order I,
together with members of my administrative staff and
other school personnel, began to assemble the requested
information and data and to prepare the maps. In an
effort to meet the prescribed March 13, 1970 deadline, the
administrative staff and other personnel worked both day
and night.

3. On March 13, 1970, all of the information, data and
maps requested by the March 6, 1970, Order were filed
with the District Court with the exception of the informa-
tion designated as Item 2 in that Order. When the sub-
mission of the other items were made the Court was advised
that additional time was necessary to assemble the facts
and figures required by that Paragraph 2.

4. The staff was advised by the School Board attorneys
that the information requested by that Paragraph 2 related
to the numbers of children in each school in the entire
system who under the Court approved Plan will live in a
different zone from that of the school they attended in
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Afidavit of William C. Self, Superintendent of
Charlotte-Mecklenburg Public Schools

January 1970. After many hours of preparing the data
on that phase and checking and double checking its aec-
curacy in conformity with what the staff understood Para-
graph 2 to require, the information has now been com-
pleted and is being submitted to the District Court.

5. During the morning of March 17, 1970, I was advised
through our attorneys that the Court had stated that
Paragraph 2 of his March 6, 1970, Order has been misin-
terpreted and that the Court now advises that Paragraph 2
was not intended to relate to the zones under the Court
approved Plan, but on the contrary made inquiry of the
numbers of children in each school who now live in a differ-
ent zone from that of the school they attended in January
1970—with a designation of those who are supplied trans-
portation and those who are not supplied transportation.

6. Immediately upon receipt of this advice, I made in-
quiry to ascertain whether this information was available,
from whom it would need to be acquired and what would
be involved in preparing a tabulation. I am advised that
this information and data can be supplied only by utilizing
computer print outs and a manual analysis of them and by
the principals of the different schools who will first have
to make an analysis of their school records and a head count
of those who are and are not afforded transportation.

7. Both the administrative staff and the school prinei-
pals have been and are now involved in the laborious task
of conforming grid lines to suitable natural monuments as
one of the major undertakings required in order to be in
readiness to implement the Court Plan at the elementary
level by the preseribed April 1, 1970 deadline.
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Affidavit of William C. Self, Superintendent of
Charlotte-Mecklenburg Public Schools

8. Because of the heavy involvement of the staff, the
principals and other school personnel in the efforts to im-
plement the Court Plan, superimposed upon the time con-
suming task of assembling the other information requested
by the March 6, 1970, Order, I respectfully state that it
is not humanly or physically possible to assemble and
furnish the Paragraph 2 information in time to meet the
Court prescribed deadline. In view of the foregoing, we
respectfully request the Court’s guidance as to what it
wants us to do in view of this dilemma.

Winriam C. SELF
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Affidavits of J. D. Morgan, Ralph Neill
and J. W. Harrison

(Referred to in Foregoing Submission)
Each of the undersigned being duly sworn deposes and
says that:
1. His position with the Charlotte-Mecklenburg School

System is as indicated below.

2. From March 9, 1970 to March 17, 1970 a total of not
less than 650 man hours were expended by school per-
sonnel in obtaining and tabulating the information and
preparing the maps requested in the March 6, 1970 order
of the Distriet Court. These persons include the following:

J. D. Morgan—Assistant Superintendent—Business
Services;

Ralph Neill—Adm. Assistant—Auxiliary Services;
John Hansil-—Adm. Assistant Physical Plant;
J. W. Harrison—Director of Transportation;

Carroll York—Director of Planning and Sites De-
velopment ;

H. L. Puckett—Director of School Construction;
Julian Carter—Site Engineer;

Ron Reavis—Draftsman;

Wayne Church—Director of Research;

Don Baucom—Assistant Director of Transportation;

Bill Harrison—Transport Spec.
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Affidavits of J. D. Morgan, Ralph Neill
and J. W. Harrison

3. He is thoroughly familiar with those information and
maps which have been submitted to the court pursuant to
the order including item arabic 2 and its attachments and
states that they correctly portray information which they
purport to convey. Any estimates and projections being
based on the actual past experience of the Charlotte-Meck-
lenburg School System.

North Carolina
Mecklenburg County

This 17th day of March, 1970 came before me the fol-
lowing and who being duly sworn acknowledged the afore
as true statements:

/s/ J. D. Morean
J. D. Morgan

/s/ Ravpa E. NEemL
Ralph E. Neill

/s/ J. W. Hargision
J. W. Harrison

Wirness my hand and Notarial Seal.

/s/ Ruvre Vox Cavon
Notary Public

My commission expires: April 24, 1970
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ITEM 2

Summary of total nurber of children in cach ccheol in

the entire system who will live in

o differcnt zone

under the court approved plan from that they attended

in January of 1970.

Add'l
Live in Now to
Rezonecd Trans- Trans-
Arca ported  port (1)
Senior High Schools 5,292 3,008 . 2,197
Junior High Schools 6,696 4,522 1,539
Elementary Schools 6,472 1,486 2,223
2
GRAND TOTAL 18,460 9,016( ) 6,019

Kot

to be

Trans-

perted
87
575

2,103

3,825

NOTE: (1) Additional transportaticn poovided undoer Court
Pian for cach child vho live:s 1 ure then J-1/7

beon reascicaad

(rezoned) to a differcnti schoo) than the cne

miles from his

previously att

scheel

cnded,

wnd vho Lot

(2) A subsiential nurber of these children will be
transporied a greater distance under the
Plan than is prescently the caence.

Court
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RURBER OF CHILDREN VIO VILL LIVE
Z0NE FROM THAT LY ATTELHLD 11 JAl,

THE CHARLOTTE-NECHLENIURG

105 DITFERENT

1970

SLEIIOR

H1GH SCHO0LS

1969 - 1870

Live in Now Additional Kot to be
Rezoned Trans- to Trans- Trans-
e _Arca ported port ported

Eact Meclilenbuyg

L69

4

L6s

0

836

365

L7

258

168

45

25

Garingoy
Harding

Indepoendiacs

211

vors Park

LR

96

308

lecklenorg

l;;l

Sovlh 'eciklenburg
Cost Charlolte

Vest ilecklenburg

1409

431

643

149

hi2

1135

219

55

8292

170

3008

261

2197

87
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RUNBER OF CHILDRIZN GO VILL LIVE 18 A DEFFLRLUT
ZORE FRONM THAT THEY ATIELLDED 10 JnM. 1970

CHASLOTTIZ-NECKLENFURS JUNTOR MIZE STHOULS

Live in Now Additional ____ Hot to te
Rezoned Trans- fo Trong- Trar.-
Area lported 1 __ port parted

Altererle 3ged 220 15 LI (— 24

blexander 49 L9 0 [

focnrens 159 . _-l 68 I S LI 0

Laduged 212 . 137 0

S DS INAY, 158 i 140 AN 0 18

£

flexsndar Crine 50 16 . 30_. 4

l’:\'q;hoﬁ* 205 39 b _ . SRS LI 31
Lepndy 576 I L A _‘_l____S_ﬁ S S, 51
el lintcich __ 76 50 Vo I._ 26 ) 0
Hopibumst I 5 T I N 2 I _‘-.___l YA I 6

Pindzon: 516 . 0

Cozil Pollews 201 ‘ 201 N .

Aandelob

panc0n 395 . e oot o) 0

Sed afinlz 317 29 boens 4 43

Sfith 183 141 |l _ 0

Spau b 391 138 s S 0

Willios 879 __867 l__ 0 12

Milsng, __‘1)8 __1ng ‘ O - o]

‘w
o
w0
1

! -
o
i'.:w
!

|

|
(=)
|
N
W
w

E=F0G (Capmal)

0
&
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WINECT OF CRILCRZN VM0 WILL LIVE 41 £ DUIFFERENT

CHARLOTTE-

ZONE IRCH TWAT THEY ATTELDLD 1N JAH, 1870

ALENCURS ELEVENTARY SCHOOLS

Live in Hou Additional ot to b
Rezoned Trons- to Yransf Trans-
Arca portec s port ported
Alberarle Rd, 0 0 0 ‘0
Allenbrook 63 0 33 30
| | Ashiey Park 274 0 221 53
___].tain 0 . 0 0 0
Gareineer 1 288 | | 35 205 48
Eerrytill L6y 193 r 274 0
| 1 Beverly Vionds 0 O___‘ : ’0 0
Lillinasville 272 12 128 32
brian oud 0 0 0 0
Bruns hve, 0 o 0 0
Chentilly 0 0 0 0
Cicar Crecx 0 0 0 0
| L Collinsvond 253 0 220 29
Cornelius 0 0 0 0
Cojened 269 | |.__63_. 0 206
b — L Qacideop | O _ o 0 9
| bacie vadis 8 0 0 8
|t o_. 0 0 0
Osashie 0 .0 0 0
—fDilvarth 52 0 0 ___ 52
Boutde Qois __0 ) 0 1 0 | 0
| opuid pitls _ I 0 L 0 ‘ 0
- lEeetever L300 ...m.,L_' L___'w !_Jm._
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ive_ in
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Arce

Hickory Grove

_Hidden Velley

.

| Hichlaend

Hoskins

Huntersville

Lansdo~ne

Hunt. Faras 0 __mp-w‘.__...__‘l

_dtelenild L0 -_..'-._, W0 '----wl

Lnwin Ave. .0 ___________"___ 0. '__ __|A

et fmay emes L 495 --__|._!4S3._J... - __|.

|| Lekeview - 230 b -_Q-..' l
o

-

Midwocd

tentclaire

Myers Park Elem.

Nations Ford

_teweld

Oakdale

rs

‘_

. Dakhe

Qaklemn
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|

farx Rood

[

Live in L fdditicnal ot to be
Rezoned Vrans to Trang- Trans~
freg o vkortedy | __port | |__forte

0 0

0

Q

b B Cronm

0

Fav. Creek Anr~x

0
o

fine.jlle

0o 0

Lipa..ood

375 375

0
Y
]
0

_LLleza dand

249 0

249

Rana_Road

b Scd efjeld flen

95

50 Lenvry

_Shal o Gens .

_Spareny

USdtegront

Seagessitla

Ihntesiore

SheeleLreed 12

- 218

deyea bills —_—

Jugin seesoe

Ll la_kedishine

RV TPTR SRS 5 N .

_desterdy Hillee

HMileoge

140

60

71

78

Mipdse: Park

0

F Duss b inclede pupilc o
Py

Mintegfield |

e

2223

2763

dtransearted fro. inacr-city closed schools 7-1-69.

L
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count couentd il

CHARLO: iE~1IUCHEY

1. Cost Fuces = $ 2,369,084.08
2. Cost of Purking Arcas # 264,600,00
3. Cost Operution &% 566,613.76
4, Persoaacel &% 166,150.00

5. Total Cost Tirst Year $ 3,406,687.84

KOTES:

€ ghese Copitoel Outloy itans do nst reflecet onninl depreciction,
€Y ancte UGS L orosts Lhiseh ronwe ecah yeet,  1hose figures do not toke

into ccceat enticipaied ansun) cost Facvenses.
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COURT CIDED PLAN

COS1S YOR REIVYHDER 1969-70 Yii'R

COST
OPERATION  PERSOX

LL

Elementery Schools - U9 days $101,230.08 $ 2&,32u7.48

Junior and Scnior High Schools 26 bays 30.5%)1.0t _ 8.800.00

TOTALS $131,781.12 $ 37,1u7.us

TOTAL

$129,577.%0

$108,92¢.00



1.
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Capital Catley

A. 69 Lonos 0§5,367.04 Eay
B, Equil. ot
C. Service Viliteles

Service Trael's - 3

Gasoline Delivory Truck - 1

Coat Opriitiica

Daily
Privesst $9onies §353.,97
Goeoline pihrert i-frocue 6.7
e e £o.0
Repaiy Dot 16.55

Tives o W™vhes

TOLILS $529.02

Povuonrel

Lo Supervicony - )
B, Clerica) -1

$ 371,747,126
1,750.00

7,500.00
5,000.00

Annual
$ €4,058.57
11,634.77
16,110.01
2,997.35

e e & e

$ 65,915.%2
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COURT CREERT “LAN
CIARLOITL-IECKLEIZURG SCHCILS

JUIIOR EICGIT SCilGILS

1. Cepital Outlay

A. &4 EBuses © $5,387.64 ca. $152,55) .76
B. Equipment 2,250.00
C. S3zrvice Vehicles

Service Trucks -~ 4 10,000 .02

Gcsoline Trucks -~ 2 10,000 .C92

2. Cost Operation Daily Annual
Drivers' Saleries $u30.92 $ 77,90 .52
Gasolinz, oil, grecse, enti-fraeze 78,12 14,139 .72
Mechzn’s Salaries 108.36 19,613.6
Repair Ports 20,16 3,608.C6
Tires cnd Tubes - -
+

TOTALS $605.12 $136,766 .72

3. Personcel

A, Supervisory - 3 $ 2u,570.00
B. Clerical -~ 1 6,120 .00
C. Bus Dispatcher - 1 7,800.00



1.

Copited Coluy

e Vehfeldes
Sorvice Yructs - 11
Gasolin~ Delivery Truchis = 5

Cost Oporation

Lriverst Salerles

Cesoline, o), eve sz, enti-freooete
Lechin¥es? Selaricn
Pepaie Potn

Tires 24 Yubes

TOTALS

Peroernel

A, Svoervisory - 5

B. Clevienl » 3

C. Bus Dieng
Acsioctent Bus Dispatcher - 1

D, techenical Svprevianrs - 2

ersonel Mo DA |

brivee Treindvg Sapeevicor < 1

Bue Route Specjaliast -1

Daily

$1,379.97
250,17
317,01
64,55

-
— e

$2,055.92

$1,u19,275.16
6,500.00

27,500,00
25,060.00

Annual

$213,7714.,57
45,200.77
62,£03.8)
11,6£5.36

— e

$373,931.52

$ 140,990.00
18,360.,00
7,800.0n
$,200.00
16,6110.00
8,320.00
7,800.00
8,320.00
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COURT ORDER PLAN

ADDIIIONSAL TRSPOLATION BOQULiLD

CHARLOTTE~-MECKLENBURG BOARD
SLiilOR] UIGH SCHCULS

SCHOCI.

Zast Mecklewlurg

OF EDUCATION

carirger

N .I-__z 000

Harding

is |

Independence

livers Park

North Mecklenburg

Olyepic

16 —

s
? I

2N ) 5,800
1 |

Second Ward

A
i

S S

U | l _6,€00 -

South Meckleaburg 412 U [ R
West Chariotte 219 .. S__.. J SRS | R [ -&,L00C -
westMecklenturs 261 _ -__._6__._.,__~_,,.-l_-__- e E 5,000
Changes in Attend.Areas 30 | S ‘

2,497 ]___W(,};_m___w _!_______,,_,,_ . | 28,600






