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CASE:  Vorchheimer v. School District of Philadelphia and Matthew W. Costanzo, Superintendent of the School District of Philadelphia

COURT:  Argued in United States Court of Appeals for Third Circuit October 31, 1975. Filed March 16, 1976.

PLAINTIFF:  Susan Vorchheimer (by her parents Bert and Carol Vorchheimer),
DEFENDANT:  School District of Philadelphia and Matthew W. Costanzo, Superintendent of the School District of Philadelphia
BACKGROUND FACTS:  Plaintiff is a teen-age girl who graduated with honors from a junior high school in Philadelphia. She then applied to Central High School, a public school in the city, but was refused admission because that institution is restricted to male students. After that setback, she filed a class action in the United States District Court seeking relief under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 from alleged unconstitutional discrimination.  She stated in an affidavit that she would qualify for early admission to college at the end of the eleventh grade year. 
PLAINTIFF’S CLAIM:  The plaintiffs claimed that the female high school student had been denied admission to an all-male academic high school because of sex was assertedly unconstitutional discrimination.
DEFENDANT’S CLAIM:  The defendants maintained that “the practice of educating the sexes separately is a technique that has a long history and world-wide acceptance.”  Both academic high schools have high admission standards and offer only college preparatory courses. There are but two such schools in Philadelphia, and they accept students from the entire city rather than operating on a neighborhood basis. Central is restricted to males, and Girls High School admits only females.  Both schools have maintained a reputation for academic excellence and with alumnae who have compiled enviable records and distinguished themselves in their chosen diverse fields. Only 7% of students in the city qualify under the stringent standards at these two schools.  The Philadelphia school system does not have a co-ed academic school with similar scholastic requirements for admission.  The defendant’s claimed that the courses offered by the two schools are similar and of equal quality. The academic facilities are comparable, with the exception of those in the scientific field where Central's are superior. 
REMEDY SOUGHT BY PLAINTIFF:  Admittance to all male Central High School.
APPEAL PROCESS:  Appeal from the United States District Court for the Easter District of Pennsylvania  (D.C. Civil No. 74-791).

DECISION OF THE COURT:  The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania, granted an injunction ordering the plaintiff and other qualified female students be admitted to the all-male school.  The school district appealed, and the Court of Appeals held that where attendance at either of two single-sex high schools was voluntary, and the educational opportunities offered at the two schools were essentially equal, the regulations which established admission requirements based on gender classification did not offend the equal protection clause.  Where record disclosed no inequality in opportunity for education between two public high schools, one of which had exclusively male students and the other of which had exclusively female students, policy declaration of Equal Education Opportunities Act that children are entitled to "equal educational opportunity" without regard to race, color, or sex was inapplicable and did not require finding that maintenance of two sex-segregated public high schools was contrary to public policy.  Therefore the judgment was reversed.  
IMPLICATIONS FOR ADMINISTRATORS:

The Philadelphia School District offers four types of senior high schools: academic, comprehensive, technical and magnet. Although this suit was aimed at only an academic school, it is necessary to review the roles of other schools as well.  
