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' vigorously Opposed court-ordered forced busing to achieve

‘ 'PRESS CONFERENCE IN THE PRESIDENTIAL BALLROOM

EAST AT THE NEIL HOUSE HOTEL, Columbus, Ohio,
May 26, 1976

QUESTION: Mp, President, Mr. udall has' accugea
you of playing politics with busing, Some Ohio civil
rights leaders have indicated agreement, What is your ,
answer to this criticism and also what is your advice to {
residents of Ohio cities facing court-ordered desegregatior
next fali? ' :

THE PRESIDENT: First, let ne say that I have

racial balance ag the way to accomplish quality education, |
I have opposed it -from 1954 to the Present time. '

We all know the tragedy that has occurred in many)
communities where the court has ordered forced busing on !
a massive basis, T think that is the wrong way to achieve ‘
quality education.

Last November, well, before the Presidential
Primaries got going, I met with the Secretary of HEW and

some better alternatives to the achievement of quality
education ang court-ordered forced busing. The two

the Supreme. Court, won't review its previous decisions in
this record. And secondly, the Secretary of HEW is

- How, the various communities in the State of Ohio
that are in various Stages of action by various parties,
as far as busing is concerned, certainly ought to abide
by the law. But, we hope that at least possibly the Supreme
Court will review its previous decisions and pPossibly
modify or change. e can't tell.
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QUESTION: Mr. President, you have reiterated
tonight that you are against court ordered busing to
achieve school desegregation, a vremedy that is the !
law of the land. You have also said that you told your

Attorney General to get the Supreme Court to reconsider
its busing decisions, '

Just this week you also indicated that you 3
would get your Administration to +try and reverse a \

court order protecting porpoises against being killed a
by tuna fishing. o \

Mycyéstion is this, sir. If the President of
the United States does not accept court decisions, doesn't
that engourage the people of the United States +to defy

court decisions and isn't there a danger the law of the
land will be eroded? '

THE PRESIDENT: Not at all because whether I
agree with decisions or not, this Administration, through
the Attorney General, has insisted that the court decigiorns,
whether they are in Boston or Detroit or anyplace else be
upheld. I have repeatedly said that the Administration
will uphold the law.

Now, in the case of court ordered forced busing,
which I fundamentally disagree with as the proper way to
get quality education, the Attorney General is looking
himself to see whether there is a proper record in a case
that would justify the Department of Justice entering as
amicus curiae a proceeding before the Supreme Court to see
if the court would review its decision in the Brown case
and the several that followed thereafter.

I think that is a very proper responsibility for
the Department of Justice and the Attorney General to take.
They need clarification because all of those busing cases are
not identical and if the Department of Justice thinks that
they can't administer the law properly under the decisions

because of the uncertainties, I think the Department of Justide'

has an obligation to go to the court and ask for clarification) |

and that is precisely what the Attorney General may do.

|



QUESTION: Mr. President, I was wondering if
you could give us some hints about these alternatlves
that you are considering to forced bu51ng. I ]ust wondered
what, beyond the Esch amendment, and what is spelled out in
the law, and what the courts have already examined, what
possibly could be an alternative that would hold up in
the courts? What are the sorts of things that you are
looking at?

THE PRESIDENT: When the proper time comes, Mr.
Schieffer, we will reveal what Secretary Mathews has
revealed to me and the options I have selected. I think
there are some possibilities, but I think it is premature
until I have made the final decision to indicate what
he has thought might be an improvement over the way we have
been handling the situation in the past.

QUESTION: 1Is it fair to say, though, Mr.
President, that this is going to require some major 1egls—
lative work, some major changes in the law?

THE PRESIDENT: Not necessarily, not major
legislative changes. It can have some legislative impact,
but it is also what we can do administratively.

QUESTION: Why not just go for a constitutional
amendment against forced busing?

THE PRESIDENT: I think that is too inflexible
and the facts of life are that that constitutional amend-
ment has not gotten, or it can't possibly get a two-
thirds vote in either the House or the Senate, and it
certainly can't be approved by 75 percent of the States,

So, anybody who talks about a constitutional
amendment is not being fair and square with the American
people because no Congress that I have seen -- and this one
is a very liberal one -- has done anything to get it to the
floor of the House or even to the floor of the Senate.

So, when you talk about a constitutional amendment,
you are kidding the American people and anybody who has been
in Congress knows that. ?



QUESTION: At least that is saying what you are for.,
What I am wondering is, why you can't give us a few hints
about what the alternatives are that you think will solve
the problems?

THE PRESIDENT: At the proper time, Mr. Schieffer,
Secretary Mathews will have the option paper before me, and
I will be glad to review it and make it public at thattime.

QUESTION: Mr. President, since Governors Reagan,
Carter and Wallace have all conducted, to some degree, an
anti-Washington campaign, should you be the nominee and
Governor Carter be the Democratic nominee, how do you propose
to attract the votes of the Reagan supporters, particularly
the Wallace crossovers to Reagan? '

THE PRESIDENT: I want to appeal to as many
Democrats as I possibly can and that is what I did in Michigan
in the recent primary. My opponent very obviously wanted
the Wallace element and only the Wallace element. I appealed
in Michigan to all Democrats and all independents who wanted
to cross over and vote for me if they believed in my
record and believed in what I was trying to do, and we got
a4 tremendous number of Democrats in Michigan to cross over
and I am very proud of it.

Now, after we get the nomination in Kansas City,
we will naturally want to get as many Democrats as we can
because the Republican Party, according to statistics, has
only about 19 percent of the public and the Democratic Party
has 35 to 40 percent, as I recall. The rest of the people are
independents. o

So, a Republican candidate for the Presidency ;
has to have a lot of support from independents and a significant
support from Democrats. And the experience in Michigan, 5
where I got a broad spectrun of independents as well as

Democrats certainly is conclusive that I have a very good K
appeal to independent voters as well as broad-minded and |
I think very wise Democrats. :

QUESTION: Mr. President, I think any number of
people are a little confused about the status of the so-called |
alternatives to court-ordered busing. Just last week, you {
told a group of Kentucky editors just before the Kentucky ‘
primary that you had three alternatives that you were studying
and that you would be making a judgment on them within a
few weeks,



At that same neeting, you said the Justice
Department may choose Louisville when, in fact, the Justice
Department was not at that time considering Louisville.

Do you now have those alternatives before you or,'as you

- have indicated tonight, will they come from David Mathews?
Finally, as a result of all this confusion, don't you see
how the impression is left stroncly that you may be doing
this for political reasons?

THE PRESIDENT: I think you have confused it
by not relating the whole sequence of events. I have
repeatedly said that last November I called in the Attorney
General and the Secretary of IEV and said I wanted a
better answer so we could achieve quality education and not
tear up society in a City such as Boston.

A month or two later they came back with a number
of options. I said they ought to winnow them down. This :
was well before any Presidential primaries were on the agenda.

e heve been seriously and constructively working
together and the Attorney General, in due time, as he finds
the risnt case, will go to the Supreme Court if he thinks
the record justifies it. And Secretary Mathews will come
to me with a more limited number of options at the proper
time, and I expect some time within the next several weeks
I will rcet those recomnmendations. /

QULSTIOH: But did you not tell the Kentucky
editors, as I recall it quite vividly, that you had three /
alternatives already that you were studying and that you
would make a judgment on those shortly?

THE PRESIDEHT: I had three and I asked Secretary
Mathews to review them and to meke sure that they micht
be alternatives that would really be helpful. And he has
sone back to review those three alternatives and I expect ‘
shortly he will come up with a more complete recormiendation.

y
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QUESTION: Just to follow up my orizinal question,
sir, you said in reply to a question on busing on the a
Vest Coast, and I think T am quoting you correctly, that “nmaybe:
we need some new judges." ;

Mr. President, are you suggesting if elected, you
might try to pack the Federal courts with judges favorable
to your ,position on busing?

THE PRESIDENT: Let me say that the one opportunity
I have had to appoint a judge to the United States Supreme
Court, he was almost unanimously approved because of his high
quality., FKe wasn't selected because he had any prejudgnments
or conclusions concerning anything. He was a man of great
intellect, great experience and good judgment. And I would
xpect in the next four years to appoint people of the
same quality-and.caliber and T would expect the United
States Senate to overwhelningly approve them as they did
Justice Stevens. /

. i
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THE WHITE HOUSE
" STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT-

The Attorney General has notified me that after
~a thorough review, he has decided that the Department
"of Justice should not file a brief in the Boston

school desegregation case at the current stage of
litigation. ' .

_ The Attorney General also pointed out that for
over two decades the Department of Justice has
entered virtually every school desegregation case
that the Supreme Court has agreed to review. If the
Supreme Court agrees to review the Boston case, the
Department of Justice will follow past practice and
enter the case at that time.

I have informed the Attorney General that I respect
his decision not to intervene at this time and agree
‘with him that the decision in no way reflects upon
the merits of the case.

I have directed the Attorney General to continue
f ‘ an active search for a busing case which would be
suitable for judicial review of current case law on
forced school busing, and to accelerate his efforts to
develop legislative remedies to minimize forced school
busing. It is my intention to send a message to the
Congress recommending such legislation at the earliest
possible time. In addition, I shall meet next week
with the Attorney General, the Secretary of Health,
Education and Welfare, and other members of my Adminis-
tration to review other possible actions that can be
taken to provide communities with assistance in
achieving equal educational opportunity for all.

My objective is to create better educational
opportunities consistent with the Nation's commitment
to justice and equal opportunity. In my view, massive
school busing, while done with the best of intentions,
has too often disrupted the lives and impeded the
education of the children affected. I believe that

< ways can be found to minimize forced busing while also
remaining true to the Nation's ideals and our educa-
tional goals. That is my objective.

###
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THE WHITE HOUSE
STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

The Attorney General has notified me that after
. @ thorough review, he has decided that the Department
~of Justice should not file a brief in the Boston
school desegregation case at the current stage of
litigation.

The Attorney General also pointed out that for
over two decades the Department of Justice has
entered virtually every school desegregation case
that the Supreme Court has agreed to review. If the
Supreme Court agrees to review the Boston case, the
Department of Justice will follow past practice and
enter the case at that time.

I have informed the Attorney General that I respect
his decision not to intervene at this time and agree
with him that the decision in no way reflects upon
the merits of the case.

I have directed the Attorney General to continue
an active search for a busing case which would be
suitable for judicial review of current case law on
forced school busing, and to accelerate his efforts to
develop legislative remedies to minimize forced school
busing. It is my intention to send a message to the
Congress recommending such legislation at the earliest
possible time. 1In addition, I shall meet next week
with the Attorney General, the Secretary of Health,
Education and Welfare, and other members of my Adminis-—
tration to review other possible actions that can be
taken to provide communities with assistance in
achieving equal educational opportunity for all..

My objective is to create better educational
opportunities consistent with the Nation's commitment
to justice and equal opportunity. " In my view, massive
school busing, while done with the best of intentions,
has too often disrupted the lives and impeded the
education of the children affected. 1I believe that
ways can be found to minimize forced busing while also
remaining true to the Nation's ideals and our educa-
tional goals. That is my objective.
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