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o or o r 1 r of S , 1983 . 

nee . 

d·o pro ram un 
a rec·a a copy of 

rogr offered on levis·on and rad·o ar cov r 
,n · ch preclu e fur her use · thou h nniss · on 
h CO yr"gh ("n h"s Case he pro UC rs) . The 

·11 in all lik lihood, rule on h us of v·d o ap s 

o h Gradison 1 r , I 
jec ma er ry well . 

rican xpericnc was so un 
ion of sla ry v.as a socie a ns 

as ·n he case o th in rnmen . of ssor 
III Amendm n as having "hep d amcliora e he 

I would add ha h·s process h s con ·nu 
i h he assage o civil righ s legis a ·on ·n 
ion of affirma · e ac ·on ·n emp oymcn , d h 

Righ ·s c . 

- qual' la\S \ere affinned as her c of aw ·n 
ision o P essy v. crguson 1n 1896 . Th·s cas 

n ly s aside in he 1954 Supreme Cour dec·s·o of Brown 
of Educa ion of Tope a, Kansas wh·ch found ha s p·r 
r inheren ly unequal. 

S C n s ha e been o h lp 1n c ar·fy· g he ss 

Sincere y, 

Bill Yoshi o 

a ·onal ead ar e s~ San Franci co, California 




