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Re: 72-5847 - Alexander v. Gardner-Denver Co.

Dear Lewis:

Please join me.

Mr. Justice Powell
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Dear Lewis:

Please join me in your opinion

for the Court in 72 -5847, Alexander v.

Gardner-Denver Co. 
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JUSTICE WILLIAM 0. DOUGLAS February 6, 1973



,I.t.131-attit (Court of flit laniteb ,§tately

pustihtoott, P. (g. 213.g4

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE WM. J. EIRESJNAN, JR.

February 6, 1974

RE: No. 72-5847 Alexander v. Gardner-
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Dear Lewis:

I agree.

Sincerely,
•
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Mr. Justice Powell

cc: The Conference
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CHAMBERS OF

.JUSTICE POTTER STEWART

February 6, 1974

72-5847, Alexander v. Gardiner-Denver

Dear Lewis,

I am glad to join your opinion for
the Court in this case.

Sincerely yours,

0 S.,

Copies to the Conference
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February 11, 1974

Re: No. 72-5847 - Alexander v. Gardner-Denver Co.

Dear Lewis:

Please join me.

Sincerely,

CHAMBERS OF

RJUSTICE BYRON R. WHITE
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Re: No. 72-5847 --  Alexander v. Gardner-Denver Co. 

Dear Lewis:

Please join me in your opinion in this case.

Sincerely,

T .M.

Mr. Justice Powell

cc: The Conference
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CHAMBERS OF

JUSTICE HARRY A. BLACKMUN

February 11, 1974

Re: No. 72-5847 - Alexander v. Gardner-Denver Co. 

Dear Lewis:

I am pleased to join your opinion in this case.

Sincerely,

Mr. Justice Powell

cc: The Conference
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[February —, 1974]

MR. JUSTICE POWELL delivered the opinion of the
Court.

This case concerns the proper relationship between
federal courts and the grievance-arbitration machinery
of collective-bargaining agreements in the resolution and
enforcement of an individual's rights to equal employ-
ment opportunities under Title VII of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964, 42 U. S. C. § 2000e et seq. Specifically, we
must decide under what circumstances, if any, an em-
ployee's statutory right to a trial de novo under Title
VII may be foreclosed by prior submission of his claim
to final arbitration under the nondiscrimination clause
of a collective-bargaining agreement.

In May 1966, petitioner Harrell Alexander, Sr., a black,
was hired by respondent Gardner-Denver Company (the
"company") to perform maintenance work at the com-
pany's plant in Denver, Colorado. In June 1968, peti-
tioner was awarded a trainee position as a drill operator.
He remained at that job until his discharge from employ-
ment on September 29, 1969. The company informed
petitioner that he was being discharged for producing too

No. 72-5847
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Harrell Alexander. Sr.,
Petitioner.

v.
Gardner-Denver Company.

'On Writ of Certiorari to
the United States Court
of Appeals for the Tenth
Circuit.

"February —, 1974j

MR. JUSTICE POWELL delivered the opinion of the
Court.

This case concerns the proper relationship between
federal courts and the grievance-arbitration machinery
of collective-bargaining agreements in the resolution and
enforcement of an individual's rights to equal employ-
ment opportunities under Title VII of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964. 42 LT. S. C. § 2000e et seq. Specifically, we
must decide under what circumstances, if any, an em-
ployee's statutory right to a trial de novo under Title
VII may be foreclosed by prior submission of his claim
to final arbitration under the nondiscrimination clause
of a collective-bargaining agreement.

I
In May 1966, petitioner Harrell Alexander, Sr., a black,

was hired by . respondent Gardner-Denver Company (the
"company") to perform maintenance work at the com-
pany's plant in Denver, Colorado. In June 1968, peti-
tioner was awarded a trainee position as a drill operator.

'He remained at that job until his discharge from employ-
ment on September 29, 1969. The company informed
petitioner that he was being 'discharged for producing too
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Dear Lewis:

Please join me in your opinion for the Court.
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