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Nixon v. Condon 

1932: U.S. SUPREME COURT decision following NIXON V. HERNDON which struck down 

language in the Democratic Party's resolution that only white Democrats were qualified to vote 

in primary elections. 

After the Supreme Court struck down a Texas law barring AFRICAN AMERICANS from voting in 

Democratic Party primary elections in NIXON V. HERNDON (1927), the Texas legislature enacted 

aPage 668  |  Top of Article new law that allowed political parties to prescribe their own 

qualifications for membership, provided they did not arbitrarily discriminate against anyone. 

Consequently, the state Democratic Party adopted a resolution that permitted only whites to vote 

in its primary elections. Dr. Lawrence A. Nixon, a black Democrat of El Paso, Texas, was thus 

again kept from voting at a primary because of his race. Nixon challenged the party's resolution 

on the grounds that it violated his FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT rights to equal protection under 

the law. 

In its ensuing decision in Nixon v. Condon, the Supreme Court split, 5-4, on the issue of whether 

a political party was an agent of the state. The defendants in the case argued that the Fourteenth 

Amendment applied only to states, not to political parties that were private, volunteer 

associations. In support of the defendants, the minority on the Court reasoned that activities 

relating to primary elections fell within the private domain of political parties. The majority, 

however, disagreed, finding the Texas law amounted to a delegation of state power to the 

executive committee of the Democratic Party. Therefore, the committee's policy of excluding 

African Americans from voting in party primaries was state action and prohibited by the 

Fourteenth Amendment. The question that remained open was whether political parties 

themselves had the right to set membership requirements. 

—Angelyque P. Campbell 

Source Citation   

Campbell, Angelyque P. "Nixon v. Condon." Encyclopedia of Civil Rights in America. Ed. 

David Bradley and Shelley Fisher Fishkin. Vol. 2. Armonk, NY: Sharpe Reference, 1998. 667-

668. Gale Virtual Reference Library. Web. 24 Aug. 2010. 

Document URL 

http://go.galegroup.com/ps/i.do?&id=GALE%7CCX3459600499&v=2.1&u=txshracd2543&it=r

&p=GVRL&sw=w 

Gale Document Number: GALE|CX3459600499 

http://go.galegroup.com.unx1.shsu.edu:2048/ps/downloadDocument.do?actionCmd=DO_DOWNLOAD_DOCUMENT&bucketId=&inPS=true&prodId=GVRL&userGroupName=txshracd2543&tabID=T003&docId=GALE%7CCX3459600499&dynamicEtocAvail=&pubDate=&downloadFormat=HTML#contentcontainer
http://go.galegroup.com.unx1.shsu.edu:2048/ps/i.do?&id=GALE%7CCX3459600499&v=2.1&u=txshracd2543&it=r&p=GVRL&sw=w
http://go.galegroup.com.unx1.shsu.edu:2048/ps/i.do?&id=GALE%7CCX3459600499&v=2.1&u=txshracd2543&it=r&p=GVRL&sw=w

