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The Civil Rights bill H. R.\*ﬁéi?/ is being debated. It was
before the Judiciary Committee for over a year and wwas finally passed out
by the commitee, but the bill passed out bears little resemblance to the origimal
bill. The original bill as a basis for the bill relied upon the provisions of
the Constitition of the United States, and the Jﬁll’larter of the United Nations. I was
then and am now perfectly aw#that the Consti:tlrbién of the United States is
foundation enough for any right enumerated in the Declaration of Independence, hence
I objected to basing civil rights on the /ha.rter of the United Nations, and that
feature was stricken out.
We have the foundatien for the bill in the Censtitution of the
United _s_ta.tes and it has always been there since the adop(\ tion of the@
a.megdinent L% the Constitution@che Supeme Court has decided thab minerity groups
and all groups b¥ack, as well as white have the same equal protection. In other
words we have all the law that is necessaa,yfo' safeguard these rights. What remains 1(
be done is to enforce the decision of the Supreme Court. That question is up to the
executive deaprtment and the duty of enforcement rests with the atporney-General of
the United States. The Supreme Court in r’e-l'(i? opi‘én was very careful to say that
there was no intention to rush in pell-mell and make the South accept the
decision by force of arms. Eveidently the court ized that could not be done
for public opinien in the south that had prevailed since Celonial Days
'vcould not be wiped out over-night. Time will cure all things, and in time the
Soutk itself, will gradually support the neé% in his desire and demand for
complete equality before the laﬁ Lere is a vast difference between equality before
the law and soe¢ial equality. We have never had social equality in this country and neg
never will. The peeple reserve the right te fraternize with people of their
choice, and ne law will force them te do otherwise. The Washington Social Register
here in Washington selects its own company. I de net belong to it and don't want te
but if I did want te and the membership said ne, I never could beceme a member.
In that event would I ever think of going to court te enfore social equality?
The North should be a little patient and not precipitate a movemnet |
that will set the colored race back in their marve]feus development. If the
North now thinks the colored race temt is being discriminated against, the
/)ércha!é, of the Nerth should have thougfrof that when their shipg were engaged
in a l@c lucrative slave trade trahsporting human beings to be sold in
the South as slaves.
The bill before us does not settle the matter. It a.dé another law while

the Decision of the Supreme Court is law enough. We can adde hundred laws



to fur"her &nforcement, but that will ne’)r accomplish the end desired. Nething will
change it except pubdic op%ﬁ in the South itself. This decision of the court

stands@ as th amendment stood. That amendment was the lawpIl was

one of the United States Attornjfles selected to enfore that law. The /uries and the
judges di iot believe in the law, the community at large didnt believe in the law
and enforcement became impossible. Gradually direspec;c, for all %was being
evidenceJ on every hand and finally the I8th amendment was repealed.

Here we have before ds the Supreme Court Decision upholding equal rights te
all citizens withou distinctien. No other law is needed or will enforce the
Opinion of the Supreme Courts You can pass laws until Doomsday, bup that will net
prevent what the Supreme Court has banned@@ lore acts of Congress will do it. There
gre, in my judgemnt only tway ways to en%he opy"/o’/n rendered in the Sup?eme'.
Court and that is first, a change of public Op In in the South brought abm;tﬁ b;' I:hée
South itself, or enforce it byWorce, which smeans another contest
such as we had almost a century ago.

I think this act is a futile effort ié not a purely political ene, but the
Attorney General wants it and says that ,through it, he can enforce the@pinion of
the Supreme Court@'fhe administration leaders want it) and hence my attitude is to give &
Tﬂéﬂ"h “he law, not wishing to put ny Judgment up against the opinion of the Administration, but

at the same time believing that this law will not accomplish what is claimed for it,
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