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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 25, 1975

Dear Congressman Blanchard:

This is in Ffurther reply to your letter of May 21, 1975,
signed jointly with eight other members of Congress con-
cerning the Justice Department's role in connection with
Bradley v. Milliken. Your letter noted that at that time
no reply had been received to your earlier letter of
April 10, 1975, to the Attorney General.

We have since obtained a copy of the Attorney General's
reply to you of June 5, 1975, and have obtained further
oral reports from the Department of Justice on the
progress of that litigation.

The President's views in general about the deficiencies
of forced busing as a remedy to overcome unconstitutional
discrimination in educational opportunities are well-known,
and we will continue to follow developments in this case
with interest. However, whenever it comes to issues pre-
sented by a particular case in litigation, questions of
whether and how they should be addressed are properly
within the judgment of the Attorney General, in whom the
President has great confidence. Your views as expressed
both to the Attorney General and the President are
nevertheless helpful and are welcomed.

Sincerely,

Philip Buchen
Counsel to the President

The Honorable James J. Blanchard
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515







. THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 25, 1975

Dear Congressman Brodhead:

This is in further reply to your letter of May 21, 1975,
signed jointly with eight other members of Congress con-
cerning the Justice Department's role in connection with
Bradley v. Milliken. Your letter noted that at that time
no reply had been received to your earlier letter of
April 10, 1975, to the Attorney General.

We have since obtained a copy of the Attorney General's
reply to you of June 5, 1975, and have obtained further
oral reports from the Department of Justice on the
progress of that litigation.

The President's views in general about the deficiencies
of forced busing as a remedy to overcome unconstitutional
discrimination in educational opportunities are well~known,
and we will continue to follow developments in this case
with interest. However, whenever it .comes to issues pre-
sented by a particular case in litigation, questions of
whether and how they should be addressed are properly
within the judgment of the Attorney General, in whom the
President has great confidence. Your views as expressed
both to the Attorney General and the President are
nevertheless helpful and are welcomed.

Sincerely,

Counsel to the President
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The Honorable William M. Brodhead
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 25, 1975

Dear Congressman Dingell:

This is in further reply to your letter of May 21, 1975,
signed jointly with eight other members of Congress con-
cerning the Justice Department's role in connection with
Bradley v. Milliken. Your letter noted that at that time
no reply had been received to your earlier letter of
April 10, 1975, to the Attorney General.

We have since obtained a copy of the Attorney General's
reply to you of June 5, 1975, and have obtained further
oral reports from the Department of Justice on the
progress of that litigation.

The President's views in general about the deficiencies
of forced busing as a remedy to overcome unconstitutional
discrimination in educational opportunities are well-known,
and we will continue to follow developments in this case
with interest. However, whenever it comes to issues pre-
sented by a particular case in litigation, questions of
whether and how they should be addressed are properly
within the judgment of the Attorney General, in whom the
President has great confidence. Your views as expressed
both to the Attorney General and the President are
nevertheless helpful and are welcomed. N

Sincerely,

Buchen
Counsel to the President

The Honorable John D. Dingell
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 25, 1975

Dear Congressman Esch:

This is in further reply to your letter of May 21, 1975,
signed jointly with eight other members of Congress con-
cerning the Justice Department's role in connection with
Bradley v. Milliken. Your letter noted that at that time
no reply had been received to your earlier letter of
April 10, 1975, to the Attorney General.

We have since obtained a copy of the Attorney General's
reply to you of June 5, 1975, and have obtained further
oral reports from the Department of Justice on the
progress of that litigation.

The President's views in general about the deficiencies
of forced busing as a remedy to overcome unconstitutional
discrimination in educational opportunities are well-known,
and we will continue to follow developments in this case
with interest. However, whenever it comes to issues pre-
sented by a particular case in litigation, questions of
whether and how they should be addressed are properly
within the judgment of the Attorney General, in whom the
President has great confidence. Your views as expressed
both to the Attorney General and the President are
nevertheless helpful and are welcomed.

Sincerely,

Kggf W Buchon

Buchen
Counsel to the President

The Honorable Marvin L. Esch
House of Representatives
wWashington, D.C. 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 25, 1975
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Dear Congressman Ford:

This is in further reply to your letter of May 21, 1975,
signed jointly with eight other members of Congress con-
cerning the Justice Department's role in connection with
Bradley v. Milliken. Your letter noted that at that time
no reply had been received to your earlier letter of
April 10, 1975, to the Attorney General.

We have since obtained a copy of the Attorney General's
reply to you of June 5, 1975, and have obtained further
oral reports from the Department of Justice on the
progress of that litigation.

The President's views in general about the deficiencies
of forced busing as a remedy to overcome unconstitutional
discrimination in educational opportunities are well-known,
and we will continue to follow developments in this case
with interest. However, whenever it comes to issues pre-
sented by a particular case in litigation, questions of
whether and how they should be addressed are properly
within the judgment of the Attorney General, in whom the
President has great confidence. Your views as expressed
both to the Attorney General and the President are
nevertheless helpful and are welcomed.

Sincerely,

A ol

Philigf w. Buchen
Counsel to the President
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The Honorable William D. Ford
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 25, 1975

Dear Congressman Nedzi:

This is in further reply to your letter of May 21, 1975,
signed jointly with eight other members of Congress con-
cerning the Justice Department's role in connection with
Bradley v. Milliken. Your letter noted that at that time
no reply had been received to your earlier letter of
April 10, 1975, to the Attorney General.

We have since obtained a copy of the Attorney General's
reply to you of June 5, 1975, and have obtained further
oral reports from the Department of Justice on the
progress of that litigation.

The President's views in general about the deficiencies
of forced busing as a remedy to overcome unconstitutional
discrimination in educational opportunities are well-known,
and we will continue to follow developments in this case
with interest. However, whenever it comes to issues pre-
sented by a particular case in litigation, questions of
whether and how they should be addressed are properly
within the judgment of the Attorney General, in whom the
President has great confidence. Your views as expressed
both to the Attorney General and the President are
nevertheless helpful and are welcomed.

Sincerely,

T, W TBlos

Phili . Buchen
Counsel to the President

The Honorable Lucien N. Nedzi
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 25, 1975

Dear Congressman O'Hara:

This is in further reply to your letter of May 21, 1975,
signed jointly with eight other members of Congress con-
cerning the Justice Department's role in connection with
Bradley v. Milliken. Your letter noted that at that time
no reply had been received to your earlier letter of
April 10, 1975, to the Attorney General.

We have since obtained a copy of the Attorney General's
reply to you of June 5, 1975, and have obtained further
oral reports from the Department of Justice on the
progress of that litigation.

The President's views in general about the deficiencies
of forced busing as a remedy to overcome unconstitutional:
discrimination in educational opportunities are well-known,
and we will continue to follow developments in this case
with interest. However, whenever it comes to issues pre-
sented by a particular case in litigation, questions of
whether and how they should be addressed are properly
within the judgment of the Attorney General, in whom the
President has great confidence. Your views as expressed
both to the Attorney General and the President are
nevertheless helpful and are welcomed.

Sincerely,

Tty T

Buchen
Counsel to the President

The Honorable James G. O'Hara

House of Representatives :

Washington, D.C. 20515 - o FORN
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 25, 1975

Dear Congressman Traxler:

This is in further reply to your letter of May 21, 1975,
signed jointly with eight other members of Congress con-
cerning the Justice Department's role in connection with
Bradley v. Milliken. Your letter noted that at that time
no reply had been received to your earlier letter of
April 10, 1975, to the Attorney General.

We have since obtained a copy of the Attorney General's
reply to you of June 5, 1975, and have obtained further
oral reports from the Department of Justice on the
progress of that litigation.

The President's views in general about the deficiencies
of forced busing as a remedy to overcome unconstitutional
discrimination in educational opportunities are well-known,
and we will continue to follow developments in this case
with interest. However, whenever it comes to issues pre-
sented by a particular case in litigation, questions of
whether and how they should be addressed are properly
within the judgment of the Attorney General, in whom the
President has great confidence. Your views as expressed
both to the Attorney General and the President are
nevertheless helpful and are welcomed.

Sincerely,

/;% )Tl

Buchen
Counsel to the President

The Honorable Bob Traxler
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515
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