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QUESTION: Mr. President, you have reiterated ,
tonight that you are against court ordered busing to
achieve school desegregation, a remedy 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. 7 o i

Just this week you also indicated that you o
would get your Administration to +try and reverse a 5

court order protecting porpoises agalnst belnc killed 3

i

by tuna flshlng.

My:yestion 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 deciciorns,
whether they are in Boston or Detroit or anyplace else be
upheld, I have repeatedly said that the Admlnlsuratlon
w111 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 Brow1 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 thimk the Department of Justice
has an obligation to go to the court and ask for clarificatio
and that is precisely what the Attorney General may do.

i e
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QUESTION: Mr. President, I was wondering if
you could give us some hints about these alternatives
that you are considering to forced busing. I just 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: Is it fair to say, though, Mr.
President, that this is going to require some major legis-
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. i
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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 alternatlves are tnat you think will solve
the problems?

. THE PRESIDENT: At the proper time, Mr., Schiaffer,
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, partlcularly
the Wallace crossovers to Reagan? :

THE PRESIDENT: i want to aﬁpeal 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

a 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. ~ '

So, a Republican candldate for the Presidency

has to have a lot of support from 1ndependents and a 51gn1flcant

support from Democrats. And the experience in Michigan,
where I got a broad spectrum of independents as well as
Democrats certainly is conclusive that I have a very good
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 3udgment on them within a
few weeks.
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At that sane neetlng, you said the Justice
Department may choosé Louisville when, in fact, the Justice
Department was not at that time considering Loulsv1lle.

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 i
how the impression is left stroncly that vou 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 Attornev
General and the Secretary of iEll 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
vas well before any Presidential primaries were on the agenda.

'’le heve been serlousiy and constructively working
together and the Attorney General, in due time, as he finds
the right case, will go to the Supreme Court if he thinks
the record justifies it. And Secretary Mathews will cone
to me with a more limited number of options at the proper
time, and I expect some time within the next several weeks I

|
|

I will rcet those recommendations.

QUESTION: 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 vou :
would make a judcgment on those shortly? : i

i

THE PRESIDEHT: I had three and I asked Secretary |
liathews to review them and to meke sure that they mizht
be alternatives that would really be helpful. And he has
cone back to review those three alternatives and I expect
shortly hz will come up with a more complete recormnendation, .
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QUBSTIOH' Just to follow up my orizinal questlon, ~\
sir, you said in reply to a question on busing on the '
West Coast, and I think I am quoting you correctly, that ”ﬂaybe
we need some new Jjudges.” : /

Mr. President, are you suggesting if elected, you
might try to pack the Federal courts with judges favorable
to your,9031tlon 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
~guality. FHe wasn't selected because he had any prejudgments
or cosniclusions 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 peonle of the
same quality and.caliber and I would expect the United
States Senate to overwhelmingly approve thmm as they did ,
Justlce Stevens.. , ‘ /
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INTERVIEW OF THE PRESIDENT BY DON WA’;’N}I?”é
WHIO-TV, Dayton, OChio, The Oval Office, June l,

; MR.."WAYNE: Boston, Loulsv1lle, even in my own
communlty of Dayton, Ohlo ——

THE PRESIDENT: My hometown, Grand Rapids, Michigan,
too. ' o

MR, WAYNE: -~ school busing is an issue, We know,
I think, fairly well where you stand on the school busing,
but you keep talking about alternatives. The American voter
is not sure what alternatives you are talking about. Are
you talking about legislation, constitutional amendment?
Can you clarify it?

THE PRESIDENT: First, let me re-emphasize my total
- opposition to court ordered forced busing to achieve balance
in the school system. I think court ordered forced busing

is the wrong approach to achieve quality education. The

- question then is how do you achieve quality education if you
don‘t‘go along with court ordered forced busing. My answer
is that we can improve, through some additional Federal money,
-school facilities, -

‘ I think we can improve the equipment that is avail-
able to make educational- opportunities better available to

the students. I believe that we can inaugurate what they

call cluster schools or neighborhood-schools in place of cross-

town busing. There are a number of alternatives that were

written by the Congress when I was in Congress, and subsequently

signed by me when I became President, in what we call the

" Equal Educational Opportunities Act. ' :

It lists seven alternatives, six of :them ahead of
busing, and if the courts would follow those guidelines, I
think we could avoid most of the busing that would take place.
Now, in addition to that, the Attorney ' General has drafted
some legislation which would be an additional guideline to
the courts that they should follow in these desegregatlon
cases.
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What it provides is that if there is segregation,
then the court should take cognizance of those instances
where there 1is segregation, but it would limit the courts
remedy to just those areas rather than taking over a whole
school systemyias the courts did in the case of the Boston

"case and several others.

So, between the present law and that*legislation
which I am recommending, I think we can minimize to a sub-

stantial degree busing and, at the same tlme, achmeve better

educatlonal opportunities,




7 INTERVIEW OF THE PRESIDENT BY WJW-TV, Cleveland, Ohio
C The Map Room, June 1, 1976

QUESTION: Mp. President, as you know, in the City of
.~ Cleveland there is pending a decision by a Federal District
 Judge following a suit by the NAACP, the outgrowth of which when
this decision comes, perhaps this summer, might be forced
busing to achieve racial integration in the public school system
in Cleveland.At this point what would be your advice to the
City of Cleveland if this comes about?

. THE PRESIDENT: My feeling is, number one, they have
to obey the law. Because whether they like it or not, in this
“country the President and everybody else must obey the laws as
decided by the Congress on the one hand or the courts on the
other.

Number two, if it is a decision to have busing,
I think that leadership in the community must make a maximum
effort to try and do it in an orderly fashion. Now, I happen to
(ﬁe against court ordered forced busing to achieve racial balance
R ause I think there is a better way to achieve quality
‘ cation. But, at the same time, I fully believe in protecting
. the Constitutional rights of people, that there should not be
segregation in our school system. That is unconstitutional
according to the decisions of the Supreme Court. But I think
there is a way in which the courts can get quality education by
using a remedy that does not just take over a whole school
- system but takes the position that where there is segregation i
they ought to correct that but not destroy the whole school
system. ‘
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- QUESTION: As you indicate, Mr. President, for approximately

the last 25 years segregation has been unconstitutional in this
country. What remedies are there to get around busing,if any at

all?

T

e sy 1,

THE PRESIDENT: I think there are several remedies.
I strongly am opposed to segregation. It is unconstitutional §
but I think other remedies can be utilized to improve education o
to achieve what we call quality education. We have what we call
the Educational Equal Opportunities Act which lists six things
prior to busing that the courts can utilize, neighborhood
schools and other constructive devices, and in addition the Federal
courts don't have to take over a whole school system in order
+o eliminate segregation in a part of the school system so
either by using more judicious action by the courts on the
one hand or the courts following the guidelines on the other,
you can get the Constitutional rights protected and at the
same time improve the opportunity for quality education.

- QUESTION: Yet in a city like Cleveland there is a

situation, the east side of Cuyahoga River is basically predominantly |

(% ‘ack and the west side is very predominantly white. What do you '
~ 5 in a situation like that? , V L

e i e H

; THE PRESIDENT: This is where I think the school

officials have to sit down with the court and with the leadership ;
in the communities to try and work out the necessary remedies ‘
so you get a minimal amount of busing. This can be done. :

It has been. done in a number of communities and if it is done !
properly what it achieves is the court orders being upheld without %
- violence and at the same time you are able to get what you want
really as quality education without violation of anybody s
Constitutional rights. It can be done.

" I could cite several communities where, with the
proper leadership, sitting down with the court, with the
Board of Education and handling it, we have avoided the violence
that has taken place in several other places. '

T e o<t e e st



INTERVIEW OF THE PRESIDENT BY NICK CLOONEY
WKRC-TV, Cincinnati, Qhio, The Map Rom, June,l, 1976

MR. CLOONEY: Mr. President, it has been charged in

1
~at least one political column that I read recently and else- - W

where that you dellberately brought busing into the primary .
campalgn as an issue and since Cincinnati, as other communlties,,
is 301ng to be a court test, we have great 1nterebt in that.

_ What is your response?

THE PRESIDENT: I have been against court ordered

~ forced busing to achieve racial balance since the mid-1950s,

so that is almost ' 20 years. I don't think court orderad
forced busing is the way to achieve quality education.
So, any allegation that this is a new thought on my part is

~totally without foundation. Last November I asked the

Attorney General, as well as the Secretary of HEW, to cone
forth with som2 new approaches or new programs that might
either alleviate the problems caused by court ordered forced
busing or any other solution that they might find beneficial.,

It was something done way last year,'plus my long-
standing record of being against court ordered forced busing,
that I think certainly knocks in the cocked hat these alle-

- gations about my comments on bu51ng being involved in the

prinaries., It is not true,

" MR. CLOONEY: But Mr. President, do you support

' bu51ng as a last measure in integration?

THE PRESIDENT: Under the Equal Educational Oppor- .
tunities Act, which was passed in 1974, which I signed,
court ordered forced busing is the last resort in order to o
protect constitutional rights, but there are six other approaches
that a court can take before it gets to busing. In addition, :
the Attorney General has recommended to me some legislation
which would limit the remedy of a court when it  finds segre-
gation, to correcting those areas of a community where there
is segregation instead of giving the court the authority to
come in and take over a whole school system, as some Federal
district courts have done.

So, the combination of the proposal made to me
by the Attorney General and the legislation which was passed
in 1974% would severely limit and, :in some cases, eliminate
court ordered forced busing.
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~ INTERVIEW OF THE PRESIDENT BY NEW JERSEY NEWS
MEDIA REPRESENTATIVES, East Room, June 2, 1976

QUESTION: Mr. President, you said you are concerned |
about the.busing legislation that is being drafted. What is '
the theory behind this legislation?

THE PRESIDENT: The leglslatlon seeks to achieve
a clarification of the various decisions that have been made
by the Supreme-Court on the extent of the remedy that local
courts can utilize when they find a violation of constitutional
rights. There have been some cases where the local district
court has found a violation of a constitutional right, segre-
gation. The court has then gone in and taken over the whole
) school district rather than trying to remedy the limited
fm~ area where there was segregatlon within a school dls*rlct.
Now, the proposed 1evmslatlon seeks to 1lm1t the
authormty of the local district courts to remedy the precise
problem and not to become a school board in every case.

QUESTION: Mr. President, won't that still be
segregation in some school districts where buSLng is taken
away from them?

THE PRESIDENT: Not according to the information
that has been given to me by the Department of Justice.

.o a—— 2y~
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INTERVIEW WITH THE PRESIDENT BY HELEN THOMAS, UPI
BOB SCHIEFFER, CBS AND GEORGE HERMAN, CBS ON
FACE THE NATION

June 5, 1976

‘s QUESTION: You know in a racent interview you
volunteered ~- or in answer o a question, I guess --
some information about your plans for alternatives to
court ordered school busing. Could you explain them in
somewhat more detail than they were explained, as I
read thoﬂ. They sezmed a little 1ndef1nlge to me, or
are they still in thaL sLage2‘ SRS

LHE PRESIDE IT:. I thlnk there are thres points
w72 have to make before we dlscuss bu51n2.

Nunber ‘one,” this Ad:lnlstratlon will uphold all )
cons:lthtlonal rlghts of any individual in this count?y,Ah
including Lh° PlUDtS under Lha Fourteanth Amondnent '

i;;f Munber two, thls Adnvnvstratlon is totallv
dodlcated'to quallty educ=t101.?ﬁw‘ o '

«am

Nunber three, this Administration will carry Sut
the dncwslons of the Suprem° COL”t.

.
- ALt -
- e s . el + -

A ~I took anfoath of offlce to do so, .Eﬁd ijilx_.
continue to do so: _ - 8 i P

-Now; we have found; or T believe, that court
ordered forced busing to achieve racial balance is not

ithe best way to necessarily protect individual rights

on the one hand or tolrachieve quality education on the
other, Therefore,'startlng back in November of 1975, I
asxed the ‘Attorney General and'other members of my
Cabinet to see if:.we ] couldn'* ‘put together something that
would be- better than the reredy ‘that' has been used by some " °
district courts in trying to :solve’ the: very difficult ™
problen of protecting constitutional rights and, at the
same time, achieving quality education, :

Within the last two weeks the Attornev General
has decided not to intervene in the Boston case for good
reasons that he, as Attorney General; decided, ahd I
support him; On the other hand, the Attorney General
is seeking a particular case where we can get a clarifi-
cation or a nodification of some of the previous Suoreme
Court decisions in this very complex area. i
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Now, in the 1nter1n, the Department of Justice
has preparad -~ or is in the process of prevaring --
legislation which I will submit to the Congress in the
very near future which would sezk to linit the courts of
this country to the direction of the areas where the
local school board; by its act, has violated the
constitutional rights of 1né1v1dua15 -~ in this case
students -- and not +to permit the court to go beyond
the instances where rights have baen violated.

. How, in somz cases the court has taken an
ilegal act of a school board -- relatively small part of
to tal school system -- and taken over the whole school
vstem,and the court, in effect, has become thz school

bo“rd, I think that is Wrong. The Attorngy General
arrees with me :

The legislation that we will propose will seek
to limit, to minimize the corrective action or the
remedy by, the court to the actual instances where there’
is a violation of a person's constitutional right. That
will minimize in many cases to a substantial degree the
amount of court ordered forced busing. V '

OUESLION?' Mr; President, tne courts have already
ruled on. that p01nt, if I understand it, in 1973 in the
Danver case,

THE PRLSIDE\ : Ave you talking about the Keyes
casa? L . e ~ '

Q QUESTION:  Yes, sir. Have they not, when they
sald that was not a remedy? You could notjust remedy
it in a specific area rather than the whole system.'

. THE PRESIDENT: The A+tornoy eneral and hls
associates informed me that that has not been totally...
clarified, and that is the purpose of actually seeking a
case whare the Department of Justice can go into a -
subsequent case and set a clarlrlcatlon.

That is why we are going to Dropose 1e 1slatwoﬁ,
50 LhaL there is a legislative direction given to the
court to make sure that we protect constitutional rights
wherg there has been a violation and, at the same time,
preclude the courts from beconing 1n effect the scﬁool
board in a local comnmunity,
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~dictum, not a f1na1 judcnenL,

QUESTION: Let me ask you just a somewhat
D“Oad°r question, and you are the attorney and I am not,
so maybe you can explain it to ne If the courts have
already ruled that busing is a parmissible way to achieve
integrated schools and they have already ruled that
integrated schools are a constitutional right.--

HE PRESIDENT: A permissible remedy to correct

OUESTION: ~- how can you pass a law to limit
that remedv if the courts have already ruled it is
constitutional? DNon't you nesd a constitutional amendment?

HE PRESIDENT: he Const1tut1on permits the
1e~131at1ve body to give guldellnes in certain court
cases—-and accordlng to the Attornay General he belxavea

that this proposed leglslatlon is constitutional--it wlll
simply limit the remedy to tne instance where there has
been a violation of a constitutional rlght. According
to him, that is consthutlonal. ‘

QUESTIOW' Then 1t is you“ 1nt9rpretat10n that
the Keyas case dld not ana_ldaue - »

- THV PRPSTDLN”" As I understand it, 1t vas a

.

OUESTIOV' _To cut through sona of the legal
niceties which are & a 1% tle hard on us, it seems to me -~
perhaps I misunda-stand it -= the final impact of this
is to leave in plicce all de facto scheool segregatioﬁ
whlch has hamnened thhout he breakfng of a law?

THE PRESIDENT: The courts already de01ded that°

QUESTIO”" So, “that thls is the’ dlrectzon which
you wxsh to enconraze law and leglslatlon to con;mnue° ‘

THE PRESIDENT. Je would recommend, .as the
court has said, we correct the violations but we only
correct the v1ola ionsy not naka a Federal dlstrlct court
a local school bcard. -

QUESTION: = Mr. President, what chance do you
think such legislation would have of passing, and
what constltqt;onal_:lgnt,ls v1olated=by being bused?

s e it o e e e e ) e e
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THE PREQIDLMT' well tne Convress, I thlnk
would” be respons1ve to: some 1eqlslaLlon of this klnd
because I think the public --

OUFSTION° This year?

'THE PRESIDENT: T would hope 'so.” I can Tt
promise it because T don’t control tne Congress, but I
do believe thers- 1s a fgreat pub11c sentlment for a

limitation or a mvplmlzatlon of the court 1n the rehedlesk
that they have pursued.

'Whet vas the Second?

QUESTIOM: The seeond is, what ccnsthutlonal
right is being : 1olated by being bused?

HE PRE?IDE“T' Bu51no is simply a remedy'to
achieve a correcglon of 'an alleged act by _a school
board to violzte somebody else's constltuulonal rights.
Busing itself is not a cénstitutional right, nor is it
a lack of a constlLutlonal rlehL. It 1s only a remedy.

OUBSTIOV' But isn 't it the lan ‘of the land
to desecreeate the schools 1n thls land° “'}w :

THE PRDSIDENT. Uhere there has been a spe01f1c
violation of a person s constitutional rlght. It is not
beyond LHat and that 1s the real 901nr at 1ssue.:

QUESTIOW On another subject, Mr. President =~-
weT ‘QUBSTIOW- Befo”e you change tne subject before
you abandon schooWS altogether, ‘Just to explore: one further
item, private’ schools, the prlvate whlte academies that
have been founded in parts of the South, would you leave
those as being perfectly 1ega1° ; ' :

THH PRESIDENT', That case 1s now before the
Sunrene Court, I think that ‘the 1nd1v1dua1 ought to nave
a risht to send his daughter or his son to a private -
aCﬂOOl if he 1s w1111nw to paj whatever the COSL nlght
be. L o
QUESTION: But a- secregated Drlvate school if
that should bz his choice? >
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Darson ouvht to have an 1nd1v1dua1 rlaht. ' '
QUESTION:' What if those schools get some kind
of Federal aﬁd?

oo Lo
‘w.z

"fTQE'PRESIDVﬁ”"“Tf ‘they get Federal ald,_Mr.
Schleffer, tha; 1s a to;allyzﬁlfferént quest101 and I

"v.

L ]
with sewregated schcols, under no clrcuwstavces.

QDVSTLOJ" That would 1nclude any kind of tax
break Pedﬂral fax break7

THE PRESIDENT: That is right.

QUESTIOH" Yould you approve of a private
school turnln? sowoonaAaway on the ba51s of color?

, THE PRESIDENT: Individuals have rights. I
would hope thay would not, but individuals have a right,
whare they are- w1111nﬂ to make the choice themselves,
and there are no taxpayer funds involved. MNow, this is a
matter before the courts at the present time, and I think
there will be a Supweme Court decision. probab‘y in this
term or the next term, certalnly, but individuals have a

~right where there are no. Fedoral funds avallable. .

"I vould hone thoy would‘not ‘and our owvn
children have always gone to public schools, which were
integrated, and Yhey have gone . to private schoals wherea.
thev were integrateéd. So, my own record is onenrdf our
chlldren and ny own bellef 1n 1ntegrat10n. s

RIS N

3 But, I thlnk lﬁle’dLalS do have some rlghts,'
- where they are w1111n? to make the ch01ce and Day the
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PREFACE: All data provided are for the 1972-73 school vear,
the last year in which the Office for Civil Rights
(OCR) conducted a so~called large survey encompassing
8,056 districts which represent approximately
46 per cent of the Nation's public school districts
but 72.5 per cent of the schools and 91.8 per cent of
the enrolled pupils. It is the OCR-collected survey
data which provide the figures for items 1-5 below.
Since there are no other available data on which to
base responses, items 1-5 below refer only to the
8,056 1972~73 OCR~surveyed districts.

1. Total number of operating public elementary and
secondary school systems, fall 1972 . . . . . . . . . 16,515
{(Source: Education Directory 1972-73, —
Public School Systems, NCES, 1973) :

2. Total number of districts with an appreciable
xercentage of minority students~. . . . . . . . . . . 3,441
r" Estimated total number of districts which have - ¢geer ~
- gone through desegregation (number of districts

under—-Pederal court order, State court order or . ... S

ér - which have HEW-accepted plans), Mot . . 1,305
IS

u,f””’ Federal court order. . . . . + + « v « « « = . 678

b) State court order. . .+ ¢ 4 4 4 + 4 s+ e « o o 20

)] HEW Plan . v ¢ 4 v &« o o = o « o s o o« « o o & . 707

L
.
*
L]
1]

4. Total number of districts with appreciable \
percentage of minority students which have not ‘
gone through desegregation. . . . . ¢ ¢ « & « & o o o 2,136))

5. Total number of districts in-which minority
students are assigned to racially segregated?
schools  (i.e., 1ikely to have to go through
desegregatlon) . s JPPIORIMATElY - « « « « 600

\I,,eq,.:f " =
ug P caw-t

1 Appreciable percentage is defined as 5 per ce
total minority enrollment, for purpo

ool with a minority
er cent. S

2 Segregated is defined as
enrollment of more t

[en)
o



PREFACE:

DATA ON PUBLIC ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOL SYSTEMS

All data provided are for the 1972-73 school year,

the last year in which the Office for Civil Rights
(OCR) conducted a so~called large survey encompassing
8,056 districts which represent approximately
46 per cent of the Nation's public school districts
but 72.5 per cent of the schools and 91.8 per cent of
the enrolled pupils. It is the OCR-collected survey
data which provide the figures for items 1-5 below.
Since there are no other available data on which to

base responses, items 1-5 below refer only to the

8,056 1972~73 OCR~-surveyed districts.

Total number of operating public elementary and
secondary school systems, fall 1972 . . . . . .
(Source: Education Directory 1972-73,

Public School Systems, NCES, 1973)

- Total number of districts with an appreciable

percentage of minority students*. . . . . . . .

Estimated total number of districts which have
gone through desegregation (number of districts

e |

under Federal court order, State court order or .. ..... ..

which have HEW-accepted plans) . . . « . . . .

a) Federal court Order. . « « « « « v = =
b) State court order. . . « ¢ « + o« o = o
c) HEW plan . +« « v &+ o o« o « o o » o = o =«

Total number of districts with appreciable
percentage of minority students which have not
gone through desegregation. . . . . .« « o . .« .

Total number of districts in-which minority
students are assigned to racially segregated?
schools (i.e., likely to have to go through
desegregation) . . . . . . approximately . . .

Appreciable percentage is defined as 5 per cent
total minority enrollment, for purposes of this

or more
reprot.

Segregated is defined as a school with a minority

enrollment of more than 50 per cent.
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