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national committes ataall. Would it mot be suffieient t¢ allew

petitions to go forward frem the highest domestiec ageneies that
already exist to cope with problems of recial diserimination?
This would avoid the diffisculty that a number of states will
inevitably fase in having to ereate 2 natiomal csommittes. The
language of paragraph 2 indiecates that the l-tlllll someitise
may either be a greup that is newly appointed or slested
specifically for the task at hand or that 4% may be an
existing group that is indicated or meminated to discharge

new as well as o0ld tasks. The matter is to be left So ‘l.
disoretion of each partisular state, as of course it sheuld
be. But it 1s one thing to appeint, elest or ereate a new
group, whish can be tailored te the task at hand, and quite
another thing to nominate an existing greup, whieh already

has traditional funetions te disseharge. Predlems may arise insofar

as existing ageneies are coneerned. Suppese, for example, Shat

its
a state thought of desi ting 53 Supreme Court fer this
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purpose /| That would net poasible besause a court itself
samnot erdinarily seek redreas frem the state in whese
Jurisdict it sita.
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