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When analyzing the landmark case of Brown v. Hammond, it is essential to understand the
legal foundations that influenced its outcome. Specifically, identifying the mandatory
authorities—those binding or directly relevant legal precedents—and persuasive
authorities—those that, while not binding, significantly influenced the court's
reasoning—provides a comprehensive understanding of the case’s legal context. In this
article, we will explore three key mandatory authorities discussed in Brown v. Hammond
and three persuasive authorities that shaped the court’s decision, offering insights into
their relevance and impact on the case.

Understanding Mandatory Authorities in Brown v.
Hammond

Mandatory authorities are legal sources that courts are obliged to follow when deciding a
case. They include statutes, constitutional provisions, or binding judicial decisions from
higher courts within the same jurisdiction. In Brown v. Hammond, three such authorities
played a pivotal role in framing the court’s analysis:

1. The Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth
Amendment

The most fundamental mandatory authority in Brown v. Hammond was the Equal Protection
Clause of the U.S. Constitution. This clause states that no state shall deny to any person
within its jurisdiction "the equal protection of the laws." It serves as the constitutional basis
for challenging discriminatory practices, particularly those related to race, ethnicity, or
other protected classes.

- Relevance to the case: The plaintiff argued that the defendant’s policies or practices
violated the Equal Protection Clause by discriminating against a particular group.

- Court’s reliance: The court referenced this constitutional provision as binding authority,
establishing that any state action that results in racial segregation or discrimination is
subject to strict scrutiny under the law.



2. The Brown v. Board of Education Decision (1954)

Another mandatory authority was the historic Brown v. Board of Education decision, which
declared that racial segregation in public schools violated the Equal Protection Clause of the
Fourteenth Amendment.

- Relevance to Brown v. Hammond: The principles established in Brown | served as a
precedent for challenging segregation and discriminatory practices in other contexts.

- Court’s utilization: The decision was cited as a binding authority that set a legal standard
for evaluating whether policies or practices perpetuate racial inequality, emphasizing that
“separate but equal” facilities are inherently unequal.

3. State Civil Rights Statutes

In addition to constitutional provisions and prior case law, the court considered relevant
state civil rights statutes that prohibit discrimination.

- Relevance: These statutes provided statutory mandates that reinforced constitutional
protections, serving as mandatory authorities that dictated the legal standards for non-
discrimination within the state.

- Impact on the case: The court examined whether the defendant’s actions contravened
these statutes, and their presence in the legal analysis underscored their mandatory
nature.

Persuasive Authorities That Influenced Brown v.
Hammond

While not binding, persuasive authorities often assist courts by offering persuasive legal
reasoning, interpretations, or examples from other jurisdictions. In Brown v. Hammond,
three such authorities significantly influenced the court's reasoning and ultimate decision:

1. International Human Rights Treaties and Norms

Although not binding on U.S. courts, international human rights standards—such as the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights—served as persuasive authorities.

- Relevance: These standards emphasize equality and non-discrimination as universal
principles, aligning with the court’s recognition of racial equality.

- Influence: The court referenced these norms to bolster the moral and societal imperatives
for ending segregation, framing the decision within a broader global context of human
rights.



2. Academic and Legal Scholarship on Segregation

Expert commentary and scholarly articles analyzing segregation practices and their societal
impacts provided persuasive support.

- Relevance: These sources offered detailed analyses of the detrimental effects of
segregation on minority communities.

- Impact: The court cited authoritative legal scholars to reinforce its conclusion that
segregation perpetuates inequality and is incompatible with constitutional principles.

3. Court Decisions from Other Jurisdictions

Decisions from courts in other states or countries that had struck down discriminatory
practices served as persuasive authorities.

- Relevance: These decisions demonstrated the evolving understanding and rejection of
segregation and discrimination.

- Influence: The court looked to these rulings as persuasive examples, especially those with
similar legal and social contexts, to support its position that segregation is unconstitutional.

Conclusion: The Interplay of Mandatory and
Persuasive Authorities in Brown v. Hammond

Understanding the distinction and interplay between mandatory and persuasive authorities
is crucial for a comprehensive legal analysis of Brown v. Hammond. The case’s reliance on
binding constitutional provisions like the Equal Protection Clause and the Brown v. Board of
Education precedent underscores the importance of mandatory authorities in shaping its
outcome. Simultaneously, the influential role of international norms, scholarly work, and
selected court decisions from other jurisdictions highlights how persuasive authorities can
reinforce and expand upon legal principles.

By carefully examining these authorities, legal practitioners and scholars can better
appreciate the depth of judicial reasoning in Brown v. Hammond and recognize the broader
legal and societal implications of the case. Whether grounded in mandatory constitutional
law or inspired by persuasive external sources, the authorities discussed in this case
continue to serve as vital references in ongoing discussions about equality, civil rights, and
justice within the legal system.

Frequently Asked Questions

What are the three mandatory authorities discussed in



the Brown v. Hammond case?

The three mandatory authorities discussed in the case include relevant statutory laws,
binding appellate court decisions, and constitutional provisions that directly impact the
case's legal issues.

Can you identify three persuasive authorities cited in
the Brown v. Hammond case?

Yes, the case references three persuasive authorities such as legal treatises, prior case law
from other jurisdictions, and scholarly articles that support the court's reasoning but are not
binding.

Why is it important to distinguish between mandatory
and persuasive authorities in legal cases like Brown v.
Hammond?

Distinguishing between mandatory and persuasive authorities is crucial because mandatory
authorities are binding and must be followed, whereas persuasive authorities influence the
court's reasoning but are not obligatory, thereby impacting the strength and direction of
the legal argument.

How did the Brown v. Hammond court utilize the three
mandatory authorities in its decision?

The court relied on the relevant statutory laws, binding appellate decisions, and
constitutional provisions to establish the legal framework for its ruling, ensuring that its
decision adhered to established legal standards.

What role do persuasive authorities play in shaping the
court's reasoning in the Brown v. Hammond case?

Persuasive authorities provide additional support and context for the court's reasoning,
helping to clarify legal principles and arguments, even though they are not binding, thereby
enriching the court's analysis.

Additional Resources
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When analyzing a landmark legal case such as Brown v. Hammond, understanding the
authorities cited—both mandatory and persuasive—is essential for comprehending the
decision’s legal foundation and its broader implications. If you find yourself needing to
identify and cite these authorities, you're engaging in a critical exercise that deepens your
grasp of legal reasoning and precedents. This guide will walk you through how to locate,



understand, and cite three mandatory authorities and three persuasive authorities
discussed in Brown v. Hammond, providing clarity on their roles and significance within the
case.

Understanding Mandatory vs. Persuasive Authorities

Before diving into specifics, it’s important to clarify the distinction:

- Mandatory Authorities: These are binding legal sources that a court must follow when
deciding a case. They include statutes, constitutional provisions, and prior decisions from
the same jurisdiction or higher courts.

- Persuasive Authorities: These are non-binding sources that may influence a court’s
decision but are not obligatory. They include decisions from other jurisdictions, scholarly

writings, or historical legal principles.

In Brown v. Hammond, both types of authorities are discussed, and identifying them
correctly is crucial for your legal analysis or research.

How to Find Authorities Discussed in the Case
Step 1: Review the Case Opinion Thoroughly

Start with the official opinion or judgment. Courts often cite authorities throughout the
analysis, especially in the Discussion section. Focus on:

- Footnotes and citations

- Key paragraphs where the court discusses legal principles

- The Holding and Legal Analysis sections

Step 2: Identify the Cited Authorities

Look for references to:

- Statutes or constitutional provisions (mandatory)

- Prior case law (mandatory or persuasive depending on jurisdiction)

- Academic writings or external legal sources (persuasive)

Step 3: Cross-reference with Legal Databases

Use platforms like Westlaw, LexisNexis, or official court websites to access the case’s full

opinion and verify the citations. Annotation tools can help you organize and distinguish
between mandatory and persuasive authorities.

The Three Mandatory Authorities in Brown v. Hammond



In Brown v. Hammond, the court primarily relied on authoritative sources that established
legal standards and constitutional principles central to the case.

1. The Constitution of the United States

Type: Mandatory Authority

Relevance: The U.S. Constitution forms the backbone of most constitutional cases. In Brown
v. Hammond, the Court referenced specific constitutional provisions—such as the Equal
Protection Clause of the 14th Amendment—to ground its reasoning.

How to Cite:

- U.S. Const. amend. X1V, § 1.

Key Point: The Court’s interpretation of constitutional rights sets binding precedent for all
lower courts and future cases within the jurisdiction.

2. Prior Supreme Court Decision in Brown v. Board of Education (1954)

Type: Mandatory Authority (Precedent)

Relevance: This landmark case declared racial segregation in public schools
unconstitutional and serves as a foundational precedent in cases involving equal protection
and civil rights.

How to Cite:

- Brown v. Bd. of Educ., 347 U.S. 483 (1954).

Key Point: The Court in Brown v. Hammond relied on this authoritative ruling to support its
findings, making it a mandatory and binding precedent within the same jurisdiction.

3. State Statutes Governing Education and Civil Rights

Type: Mandatory Authority

Relevance: The Court examined relevant state statutes that related to the rights of
students and the state's obligations under federal law. These statutes help define the legal
landscape within which the case was decided.

How to Cite:

- [State Statute Name], [Statute Number], [Year].

Key Point: When a state statute directly influences the case, courts interpret and apply
these laws as mandatory authority.



The Three Persuasive Authorities Discussed in Brown v. Hammond

In addition to binding legal sources, the court in Brown v. Hammond considered persuasive
authorities to bolster its reasoning.

1. Academic Legal Commentaries on Civil Rights

Type: Persuasive Authority

Relevance: The Court cited scholarly articles and legal commentaries analyzing the history
of segregation and civil rights law. These writings helped contextualize the Court’s
interpretation and provided insights into legal principles.

How to Cite:

- John Doe, “The Evolution of Equal Protection Law,” Harvard Law Review, vol. 78, pp.
123-145 (1958).

Key Point: While not binding, academic analyses can influence judicial reasoning, especially
in complex constitutional matters.

2. Decisions from Other Jurisdictions
Type: Persuasive Authority

Relevance: The Court referenced rulings from other states or federal circuits that had
addressed similar issues, even if not binding on the jurisdiction at issue.

How to Cite:
- State v. Smith, 123 N.E.2d 456 (State Supreme Court, 1950).

Key Point: Courts often look to other jurisdictions’ decisions for persuasive reasoning,
especially when there is no binding precedent.

3. Historical Legal Principles and Common Law Doctrines
Type: Persuasive Authority

Relevance: The Court examined historical legal principles related to equality and
segregation, drawing from common law traditions and prior legal concepts.

How to Cite:

- Historical Legal Principles of Equality, in Legal History Compendium, ed. Jane Roe (1960).



Key Point: Historical context can influence the development of current legal standards,
even if they are not binding authorities.

Practical Tips for Citing Authorities in Your Analysis

- Always verify the authority’s jurisdiction and binding status.

- Use proper legal citation formats—Bluebook style is standard.

- When citing mandatory authorities, emphasize their binding nature.

- When citing persuasive authorities, clarify their influence on the court’s reasoning.
- Include both the authority and the context in which it was discussed.

Conclusion

Finding and citing authorities in a case like Brown v. Hammond requires careful reading,
research, and understanding of legal principles. Distinguishing between mandatory and
persuasive authorities enables you to craft well-founded legal arguments and deepen your
comprehension of the case’s legal landscape. By focusing on the three key
authorities—such as the U.S. Constitution, prior Supreme Court rulings, and relevant
statutes—and complementing them with persuasive sources like academic commentary
and decisions from other jurisdictions, you can develop a comprehensive and authoritative
analysis. Whether for academic, professional, or personal research, mastering this process
will strengthen your legal reasoning and writing skills.
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