"Virginia: Backward March"
Fenwick, CharlesR

The Washington Post and Times Herald (1954-1959); Nov 16, 1955;

ProQuest Historical Newspapers: The Washington Post
pg. 14

“Virginia: Backward March®

I am extremmely disappointed
at the intemperate language
and unfair ¢onclusions set
forth in your ediiorial entitled,
“Virginia: Backward March,”
appearing in your edition of
Nov, 14. It shows a complete
lack of comptrehension of the
terrific problerns with which
the people of} Virginia are
confronted. .

At the outset, {I want to pay
tribute to the members of the
Gray Commission, many of
whom were bitteily opposed to
integration—and ' in tHe face
of tremendous pressure, ap-
proached this problem with a
desire to maintaiia the public
school system qnd provide
assistance to the 'children of
the Commonwealth,

You failed to, recognize in
your editorial that no recom-
mendation was made in the
Commission’s report: to repeal
Section 129 of the cionstitution
(abolish the public $chool sys-
tem); that no recommendation
was made to repeal’ the com-
pulsory education la'w; that no
attempt was made flo deprive
a locality of state funds if in-
tegration took ‘places that no
recommendation wag made
that before a school «ould be
integrated, it would - require
unanimous action of tt¥re school
board, county board and a
referendum of the pedple, all
of which were demamded and
urged upon the Commission.

The report recognizes the
right of each locality {lo meet
the requirements of the Su-
preme Court in accerdance
with the situation existing in
that community.

This was specifically recog-
nized by the Supreme Court in
its dedision of May 31, 1955,
where it said, “Full imuple-
mentation of these constitu-
tional principles may reqinire
solution of varied local scliool
problems.” .

Again, the Court said, “In
fashioning and effectuating the
decrees, the courts will lbe
guided by equitable prin-
ciples. Traditionally, equity
has been characterized by @
practical flexibility in shaping|
its remedies and by a facility’

for adjusting and reconciling -

public and private needs . . .
Courts of equity may properly
take into account the public
interest in the elimination of
such obstacles in a systematic
and effective manner, but it
should go without saying that
the vitality of these constitu.
tional principles cannot be
allowed to yield simply be-

-

cause of disagreement with
them.”

Your whole editorial is
based .on the false premise that
the Supreme Court ordered
integration of all schools. The
Supreme Court did no such
thing. It held that segregation
on the basis of race is uncon-
stitutional. Presumably, it is
just as unconstitutional to re-
quire enforced integration as it
is to have racial segregation

The Commission, at the out-
set, announced that it would
formulate a program, within
the framework of law, designed
to prevent enforced integration
of the races in the public
schools of Virginia. The recom-
mendation in the report that
no child shall be required
against the will of its parents,
or guardian, to attend an
integrated school, is designed
to prevent enforced integration.
The grants in aid recommended
would give to that child an op-
portunity to receive an educa-
tion.

In the final analysis, the Com-
mission report is designed to
preserve the public sechool
system and protect the school
child of the state, recognizing
that, in order to maintain the
public school system, sentiment
and conditions in the various

"areas must be recognized.

In order to bring out a
unanimous report it was neces-
sary for every member of the
Commission to put personal
feelings aside for the welfare
of the state as a whole.

CHARLES R. FENWICK,
State Senator, Arlington,

Editor’s note: We welcome
this expression from Mr. Fen-
wick, who was a member of the
Gray Commission, although we
disagree strongly with his
description of the impact of the
Commission’s report. For the
record, our editorial did mention
that the Gray Commission had
avoided recommending abolition
of the public school system. It
‘also noted, anent Mr. Fenwick’s
comment that no recommenda-
tion was made to appeal the
compulsory education law, that
the Commission asked “a legal
guarantee that no child be com-
pelled to attend an integrated
school.” Whether enforced in-
tegration would be “just as un-
constitutiongl” as  enforced
segregation, as Mr. Fenwick
implies, is a semantic question
for the Supreme Court to settle;
but there is not the slightest
hint of this in the Court’s opin-
ions, nor has the issue arisen in
the many areas where integra.
tibn has long been the practice.
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