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At Issue: The violation of the Fourteenth Amendment’s Equal Protection Clause which states that "no state shall ... deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws." In the broadest view, the Equal Protection Clause is part of the United States’ continuing attempt to determine what is its professed commitment to the proposition that "all men are created equal" should mean in practice.

History: When Shannon Faulkner, a female high school senior, was refused admission to The Citadel, South Carolina's state-supported military college, pursuant to its male-only admission policy, she filed suit under 42 U.S.C.  [**4]  § 1983, alleging that South Carolina and The Citadel denied her equal protection of the laws in violation of the Fourteenth Amendment. Pending the litigation, the district court, by preliminary injunction, required The Citadel to allow Faulkner to attend day classes, but did not order The Citadel to admit her to the Corps of Cadets.

On appeal from the District Court of South Carolina, Shannon Faulkner presented the Fourth Circuit of Appeals with the questions of (1) whether South Carolina and The Citadel, in refusing her admission to The Citadel, denied her equal protection of the laws in violation of the Fourteenth Amendment and (2) whether the remedy ordered by the district court is an appropriate one. 
Decision: The district court directed first that Faulkner be admitted to The Citadel's Corps of Cadets "forthwith" and second that South Carolina and The Citadel proceed "without delay" to formulate, adopt, and implement a plan for women other than Faulkner by the beginning of the 1995-96 school year which conforms with the Equal Protection Clause.

            The Fourth Circuit also affirmed the district court's ruling that South Carolina and The Citadel were denying Faulkner equal protection of the laws in violation of the Fourteenth Amendment. The court affirmed with modification, remanding the case to the district court that The Citadel establish a new, practicable but prompt timetable in requiring defendants to formulate, adopt, and implement a remedial plan that conforms with the Equal Protection Clause. The Court also required The Citadel to admit Faulkner to the Corps of Cadets by the date in August 1995 when the Cadets were required to report, if such plan was not approved by the court and implemented before that date.
