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CHAPTER 1IV

THE COMMISSION'S RESPONSIBILITIES

The Act passed and the Commission and staff director

approved, the Commission was ready Cto begin its investigations,

studies and appraisals which would culminate in <che
final report to be submitted to the President. The civil
rights field is broad and controversial., Just what is

a civil right and which divisions of this vast field

could a two-year agency effectively cover? To eliminate

this problem Congress limited the Commission's responsibility
to the three fields which are givena and defined in the
following sections. Also presented are the methods of

policy determination that the Commission was empowered to
use. It is in this chapter thet the actual functioning,

as far as it is timely possible, is presented.

The Commission was not established to promote integration,
but to find facts which would aid the law makers in deleting
racial and other ethnic disparities. Not only must the
law makers be enlightened, but the American people, themselves,
needed to be educated to the true facts 'so that they
too may arrive at reasoned conclusions as to the need
for remedial legislation.'" The Commission's essence
was to lay bare the truth to the Congress, the President, and

E 1
the people for their consideration and action.
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The investigations and studies would meet serious
opposition, as proven in the first hearing held in
Montgomery, Alabama. Their responsibilities would, to
some extent, have to be measured by the expectations of
the public and their officers, without resulting in a
minor civil war. Former assistant Attorney General
Warren Olney said, ".,.the Commission might well undertake

to find in specific crucial communities the maximum area

of agreement appropriate to the community on a program

of gradual desegregation which will avoid revolution, and
upheaval in social relations.... It goes without saying
that the Commission should work with painstaking care

and scrupulous fairness in listening to all ideas, but,

at the end, the Commission should put together a specific,
detailed plan of gradual desegregation for the communities

to follow."Z
La DUTIES

The field was broad, and the subject difficult and
controversial. Congressmen argued for a more specific
act saying that the present Act was too vague, To prevent
further specification in the Act, Attorney General Brownell
testified that his Department felt that one way to "hamstring"
a commission was to restrict it om its authority. With

the two-year Commission all of its time could be spent on



