
The Trellis Green Lawsuit: A Decade Later 
 
 
It has been about 12 years since then-assistant professor of economics Trellis G. Green filed suit 
against the University of Southern Mississippi and the Mississippi IHL, and a decade since that suit 
was settled.  Given the current state of affairs in USM’s College of Business, it seems fitting that 
USMPRIDE.COM presents a series on the Green lawsuit.  This is part 4 in that series. 
 
Pre-Trial Activities 
 
The previous installment in this series examined the award sought by Green.  All three of the 
previous issues in this series were based on the reporting done by USM’s own The Student Printz 
during the summer of 1994.  The headline from that story is found below: 
 

 
 
This issue examines some of the pre-trial activities surround Trellis Green’s lawsuit against the 
Mississippi IHL, USM, USM President Aubrey Lucas, VPAA David Huffman, CBA Dean Tyrone 
Black, and EIB Chair George Carter.  The screen below shows documentation of Green’s filing 
against USM, which is dated 25 August 1994: 
 

 
 



Green filed officially and individually against the individuals named in The Student Printz headline 
from the summer of 1994 (see above).  The screen below captures Green’s suit against Carter 
“Officially” in the Forrest County Circuit Court in August of 1994: 
 

 
 
The next screen shows Green’s suit against Carter “Individually” in Circuit Court: 
 

  
 



The screen directly above also shows that EIB Chair George Carter occupied the same station – 
JGH 309A – in 1994 that he currently occupies today (fall 2006) as Chair of the EFIB. 
 
The screen below shows the top portion of a letter from Kim Chaze, Green’s attorney, to the 
Circuit Court regarding Green’s lawsuit against the four named defendants: 
 

 
 
The following screen shows the top portion of a letter (dated 20 July 1994) from Lee Gore, USM 
Counsel, to Kim Chaze indicating that Lucas, Huffman, Black and Carter had authorized Gore to 
accept service of process on them in their individual capacities.   
 



 
 
The screen below captures a Request for Jury Trial filed on behalf of Green in the Forrest County 
Circuit Court on 30 June 1994: 
 

 
 
Facts about the defendants listed at the top of that document appear below: 
 



 

 

 



 
 
Green’s assessment of additional facts of the case is also provided in the text of this document (see 
below). 
 

 

 

 



 

 
 
In “11” above, Green states that he was denied promotion to associate professor through “the 
arbitrary and capricious actions” of the defendants.  Green also asserts that his Due Process rights 
were violated.  In “12” Green argues that the defendants “intentionally, maliciously, and/or 
wantonly” took action against him (Green) knowing that their actions were “wrong, hurtful, and 
violative” of Green’s Constitutional rights. 
 
The claims in “13” are also very interesting.  Green states that upon exercising his “liberty interests” 
by speaking out against the CBA/USM administration’s misdeeds, those same administrators 
(Carter, Black, et al.) “engaged in a retaliatory, malevolent course of conduct, in spite of the 
obvious credentials and competence of DR. GREEN . . .”  This charge is quite familiar to charges 
against EFIB Chair George Carter made in the fall of 2006 by economics professor Franklin Mixon 
through a formal Grievance.  Mixon essentially argues that he (Mixon) exercised his “liberty 
interests” by speaking out against CoB Dean Harold Doty’s “Letter of Agreement” (spring 2006), 
and again later by speaking out against Carter’s “Black Tuesday” coup of the EFIB’s faculty 
governance selection (fall 2006).  In doing so, Mixon argues that he has suffered a campaign of 
harassment and retaliation (malevolent conduct) from the likes of Doty, Carter, and CoB Associate 
Dean Farhang Niroomand.  Sources tell USMPRIDE.COM investigators that even Trellis Green has 



stated that Mixon’s recent treatment at the hands of Doty, Carter and Niroomand is possibly worse 
than his own treatment (back in 1994) at the hands of Black, Carter and the other USM 
administrators (as stated above in “13”). 
 
Counts I through V are specified (from official documentation) below: 
 

 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 
 
It was at this time in the CBA that the CBA’s administration became known as the “evil empire” and 
that EIB Chair George Carter became known to many as the “smiling assassin.”  With the 
Grievances that are currently active in the CoB, and the way they are being handled by the CoB’s 
administrators, the “with improper motive” and other statements made by Green in 1994 seem 
relevant even today. 
 
The next issue in this series will continue our examination of pre-trial documentation. 
 
 
 


