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TOBA‘ 'N NATIONAL AFFAIRS
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WASHINGTON — Emotlonal
hysteria—the unthinking mood
which has destroyed many a

. free governmental system in

the history of the world—is

about to sweep aside some of
the vital provisions of the Con-
_stitution of the United States.
For this document specifically
provides that the states shall
determine the qualifications of
voters and that the federal
government cannot exercise
any powers which have not

been delegated to it by the_

constitution,

President Johnson and his
attorney general have present-
ed to Congress a bill whereby
any “test or device” establish-

- ed by the states to qualify vot-
ers can be brushed aside and
federal registrars—appointed
by an agency of the executive
‘branch of the government—
would then register any voters

_ they please.

ACTUALLY, the Constitu-
tion, under the 15th Amend-
ment, gives Congress only the
power -to pass laws forbidding
any state to deny the right to

. vote on the basis of race or
color. But it is one thing to
stipulate a form of punish-

ment for an injustice proved
to have been committed by 'a

state, and it is quite another
to depnve the states of their
power to say who shall or
shall not vote on the basis of
any qualification they may de-
sire to set up so long as it
ioesn’t discriminate on ac-
sount of race or color.

The Supreme Court of the
{nited States, which interprets
the Constitution, declared
a.animously in the famous
Lassiter Case in 1959 that the
states may, without violating
the Constitution, use literacy
tests as a prerequisite to eligi-
bility for wvoting. The exact
language of the opmmn is as
follows:

“We do not suggest that any
itandards which a state desires
to adopt may be required of
voters. But there is wide scope
for exercise of its jurisdiction.
Residence requirements, age,
irevious criminal record are
bvious ‘examples indicating

ctors which a state may take

to consideration in determin-

1 the qualifications of voters.

e ability to read and write

swise has some relation to

ndards designed to promofe
\lhgent use of the hallot.”
je same opinion quoted
{a previous ruling of the
\court, in what is known
e Guinn Case, as follows:

=

By DAVID LAWRENCE

‘“No time need be spent on
the question of the validity of
the literacy test, considered
alone, since, as we have seen

its establishment was but the -

exercise by the state. of a law-
ful power vested in if not subj-
ect to our supervxsmn and in-

- deed, its vallchty is admitted.”
There is no authority given

Congress by the Constiution to

interfere in the way . IOcal

DAVID
LAWRENCE
* * @

‘elections are held br the man-

ner in which voters are declar-
ed eligible so long as states
do not abridge the right .to
vote on the basis of race, color
or sex.

Yet the b)]l submitted by the

' ‘White House and the Depart-

ment of Justice would permit

- the attorney general to 1gnore

‘any state laws on voter regis-

tration. Nothing more would

be required than the filling

out of a form for any appli-

cant to be registered and giv-
en a certification of *‘eligibility
to vote.” This would, more-
over, cover all electmns—_fed-
erzl, state and local.

It is also proposed in the

new “Voting Rights” Bill that_
the federal government will in-

tervene in any state wherever

.50 per cent of its residents of

voting age have not been reg-

istered in the past. Some Ne-

gro leaders have pointed out
that this will not take care of '
situations in districts where

_there are enough whites reg-
istered to fulfill the 50 per cent

rule without any registration
of the Negro population. So
there is likely to be consider-
able controversy ‘on this point.
- The proposed legislation is
a conspicuous example of an

~ effort to accomplish a reform
. under the doctrine that “the

end justifies the means.”” But,
in the long run, constltutwnal
government cannot be main-
tained or preserved :” the men
who are sworn to upholt it
feel that they can change the
Constitution at will, without
‘going through the regular pro-
ces: of amendment, which re-
quires not only the  affirma-
tive vote of two- thirds of both

. Houses of Congress but also

ratification by three-fourths of

the state legislatures. °
_There are some n of
jongress__whose_consciences

“will bother them and who will

{nsist upon at least a thorough
de?twwmns
and a discussion of the con-

jtutional  issues _involved.’
The American people have not
yet been told the whole story,
and it looks as if it will take a
long time for the facts ‘to

_reach them. :

then the United States—wil-mio
longer be_governed-by a wrlt-
ten Constitutio
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March 29, 1965

Mre.

Ardmore, Oklahoma

vear wre. [

Thenk you for your letter and enclosed newspaper clip-
ping. I appreciate your concern and assure you that
Congress is fully as concerned about the Constitution-
ality of all laws it passes. Constitutional tests are
applied to all proposed bills by experts in this field
when that question exists and usually legislation which
stands up under their examination also stands the test of
& vote of the Congress.

When the voting rights bill is brought to the floor, I
am confident that the debate will go into the question
of ite Constitutionality very thoroughly.

Kind regards.

Sincerely,

CARL Am’ u. CO
Third District, Oklahoma

CA/Vck
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