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But, in the meantime, local communities of 
have to obey the law and my obl. t• • ' course, 
th t th d ' to make certain 7 . ey o • But ¥Te must come back to the fundal!!ent -

one, quality education, I believe al 
a better remedy than court-ordered forced bus· is . •. 

QUiSTroii: Mr. President, there are many civil ricrhtJ 
g:t'oups belie':'e tvord "quality educationu is a c:> J 
code t-7ord, that J.t not in conformity with the s / 
Cou:t't' s decision that t-Te should have desegregated upremey 
schools separate but equal are not equal. / 
is your of "quality education"? ./ 

--- - THE PRESIDENT: I disag!lee\with 
some of the civil rights leaders. I think the way 
to outline how we can achieve better or quality education 
and&ill insist upon desegregation is set forth in legis­
lation under the title of Equal Educational Opportunities 
Act, which was passed in 

If the court will follow those guidelines that 
1-1ere included in that legislation, we can protect the 
constititutional rights of individuals, we can eliminate 
segregation and, at the same time, we can give to I 
individuals,the students, a better educational opportunit: 
and accomplish quality education. ! 

I 
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QUESTION: Mr. President, you have reiterate~ 
tonight that you are against court order~d ousing to 
achieve school desegregation, a remedy that is the 
law qf the land. You have also said that yqu told your 
Attorney General to get the Supreme Court to reconsider 
its busing decisions. 

Just this week you also indicated that yo~ 
would get your Administration to try and reverse a 
court order protecting porpoises against being killed 
by tuna fishing. 

\ 
I 
\ 
' 

\ 

My~estion is this, sir. If the President of 
the United States does not accept court decisiQns, doesn't 
that en9ourage 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 decisio~s, 
whether they are in Boston or Detroit or anyplace else be 
upheld. I have repeatedly said that the Administrat~on 
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 Bro~rn 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 cantt administer the law properly under the decisions 
because of the uncertainties. I think the Department of Justi 
has an obligation to go to the court and ask for clari£icat~ 
and that is precisely what the Attorney General may.do. 
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QUESTION: t1r. President, I was wondering if 

'-e 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 lat;V", and what the courts have already examined, t.Jhat 
possibly could be an alternative that would hold up in 
the courts? Hhat are·the sorts of things that you are 
looking at? 

THE PRESIDENT: t~nen the proper time comes, Mr. 
Schieffer, we will reveal t-Jhat Secretary !1athews 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, l1r. 
President, that this is going· to require some major legis­
lative work, some major changes in the law? 

4re THE PRESIDENT: Not necessarily, not major 
legislative changes. It can have some legislative impact, 
but it is also what we can do administratively. 

QUESTION: tVhy 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. 
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QUESTION: At least that is saying what you are for. 
Hhat I am wondering is, why you can't give us a few hints 
about ¥7hat the alternatives are that you think vrill solve 
the problems? 

THE PRESIDENT: At the proper time, t1r. Schieffer, 
Secretary Hathews will have the option paper before me, and. 
I will be glad to revietv it and make it public at thattime. 

QUESTION: Mr. President, since Governors Reagan, 
Carter and Wallace have all conducted, to some degree, an 
anti-t·lashington 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 vlallace crossovers to Reagan? · 

THE PRESIDENT: I want to appeal to as many 
Democrats as I possibly can and that is what I.did in liichigan 
in the recent primary. My opponent very obviously wanted 
the Hallace eler.1ent and only the l·lallace 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 Hichigan to cross over 
and I w~ very proud of it. 

Now, after we get the nomination in Kansas City, 
t-7e tvill 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 ~0 percent, as I recall. The rest of the people are 
independents. 

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 Nichigan, ! 
\..rhere 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 judgment on them within a 
fev1 \-7eeks. 
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At that saoe neeting, you said the Justice 
Department ~ay choose Louisville when, in fact, the Justice 
Department was not at that time considering Louisvill~. 
Do you now have those alternatives before you or, as you 
have indicated tonight, will they cor.1e from David Hathews? 
Finally, as a result of all this confusion, don't you see 
hoP the impression is left stronsly that you may be doing 
this for political·reasons? 

THE PRESIDEHT: 
by not relating the whole 
repeatedly said that last 
General and the Secretary 
better answer so we could 
tear up society in a City 

I think you have confused it 
sequence of events. I have 
Novenber I called in the Attorney 
of ~IEU and said I 'liranted a 
achieve quality education and not 
such as Boston. 

A month or tuo later they cal!te back with a number 
of· options·. I said they oueht to uinnoH then dot-m. This 
uas t--1ell before any Presidential prinaries Here on the agenda. 

T?e he.ve been seriously a~nd constructively ~~orkin~ 
to3ether and the Attorney General, in due tir.1e, as he finds 
the rir:;ht case, will go to the Supreme Court if he thinks 
the record justifies it·. And Secretary Mathews t·rill cone 
to me with a more limited nu~ilier of options at the proper 
time, and I expect sone tine t·dthin the next several weeks 
I l-1ill set those recon.~endations·. 

QUESTION: But did you not tell the Kentucky 
editors, as I recall it quite vividly, that you had three 
a.lterna.tives already t:i1at you \-?ere studying and that you 
would make a judE;nent on those shortly? 

THE PRESIDEET: I had three and I asked Secretary 
:tiatheHs to revie~1 them cmd to na.ke sure that they mi:;ht 
be alternatives that 'li.JOuld really be helpful. And he has 
r-one back to review those three alternatives and I expect 

·I 
! 
l 

I 
i 

~ -
shortly he v1ill cone up 'lf.Jith a nore conplete recor,,:.':lendation. ~ 
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QUESTION: Just 
sir, you said in reply to 
\'Jest Coast; and I think I 
we need some new judges." 

to follot-~ up my orizinal question, .\ 
a question on busing on the '., 
am quoting you correctly, that "oaybe': 

Hr. President, are you suggesting if elected, you 
might try to pack the Federal courts with judges favorable 
to your~osition on businp,? 

THE PF.ESIDEI~T: Let me say that the one opportunity 
I have had to appoint a judge to the United States Supreme 
Court, he \!aS almost unanimously a.pproved because of his high 
quality. He wasn't selected because he had any prejudgments 
or conclusions concerning anything. He was a man of ereat 
intellect, great experience and good judgaent.. And I t•7ould 
expect in the next four years to appoint people of the 
same quality·and.caliber and I would expect the United 
States Senate to ove~vhelmingly approve them as they did 
Justice Stevens.. / 

;·· .-~ !.. "': .... • "' .. --;: .. ·'!' 
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INTER VIEW OF THE PRESIDENT By DON WAYNE 6 
. The Oval Office, June l, 197 

'WHIO-TV, Dayton, Oh10, 

MR •.. ·:tvAYNE: Boston, Louisville, even in my Ot·m 
community of Dayton, Ohio 

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

MR. vlAYNE: -- school busing is an issue. \-Je know, 
I think, fairly ·Hell ~;here you stand on the school busing, 
but you keep talking about alternatives. The American voter 
is not sure 't·Ihat 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 ~~ong approach to achieve quality education. The 
questi~n 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 neighborhooq··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 lf1hich v1ould be an additional guideline to 
the courts that they should follow in these desegregation 
cases. 

34 

' 



! 
'Hhat it provides is t.hat if there is segregation, 

then the court should take cognizance of those instances 
where there is segregation, but it would limit the courts 
remedy to just those areas rather than taking'over a whole 
school system,;i;as. the courts did in the case of the Boston 
case and several otherso 

So, betliieen the present la'tv and that·; legislation 
't·Jhich I am recommending, I think we can minimize to a sub­
stantial degree busing and, at the same time, achieve better 
educational opportunitieso 
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INTERVIEW OF THE PRESIDENT BY WJW -TV, Cleveland, Ohio 

The Map Room, June 1, 1976 

QUESTION: Mr. President, as you know, in the City of 
Cleveland there-is pending a decision by a Federal District 

. Judge follo\,Jing a suit by the NAACP, the outgrowth of which \vhen 
this decision comes, perhaps this su~~er, might be forced . . 
busing to achieve racial integration in the public school system 
in Cleveland. At this point what vwuld 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 lat-TS 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 co~unity must make a maximum 
effort to try and do it in an orderly fashion. Now, I happen to 

(~e against court ordered forced busing to achieve racial balance 
~ ~use I think there is a better way to achieve quality 

~ation. 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 
~ccording 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 
they ought to correct that but not destroy the whole school 
system. 

( 
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QUESTION: As you indicate, Hr. President, for approximatelyf 

the last 25 years segregation has been unconstitutional in this l 
country. 
all? 

Hhat remedies are there to get around busing,if any at 
I 

I 
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 
to achieve ~1hat we ca.ll quality education. \<le 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 
to 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 
~arne time improve the opportunity for quality education. 

I 
t 
j 

·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 \-Thite. What do you 

( 

J in.~ situation like that? 

THE PRESIDENT: This is where I think the school 
officials have to sit down with the court and with the leadership 
in the coromunities to try ~nd 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 \-There, t-1ith 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. 
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( INTERVIEW OF THE PRESIDENT BY NICK CLOONEY 
WKRC-TV, Cincinnati~ Ohio, The Map lOom, June,l, 1976 

MR. CL?O~E~: :Hr. President, it has been charged in 1 

·at least one pol1t1cal column that I read recently and else- ·\ 
v1here. that you deliberately brought busing into the prima!'y . 
7ampa7gn as an issue and since Cincinnati, as other communities, ; 
~s go1ng to be a court test, we have great interest in that. · 
vlliat is your response? 

THE PRESIDENT: I have been against court ordered 
forced busing to achieve racial balance since the mid-l950s, 
so that is almost · 2 0 years. .I don't think court ordered 
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 HEtv, to come 
forth with some 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 l;vay 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 busing being involved in the 
primaries. It is not true. 

MR. CLOONEY: But Mro President, do you support 
busing 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 "tl"e·last resort in order to 
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 reco~.ended 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 doneo 

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 qrdered forced busing. 

. ·~ '. - 38 
" , ...... ..._.__~.,~~--· 

..... '} ~-'"'"""''-"~-"'' _, 



( 

INTER\'1EW OF THE PRESIDENT BY NEW JERSEY NEWS 
1viEDLA REPRESENTATIVES, East Room, June 2, 1976 

QUESTION: }~. President, you-said you are concerned 
about the~-busing legislation that is being drafted. Hhat is 
the theory behind this legislation? 

THE PP~SIDENT: The legislation 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. Tnere 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 
area where there was segregation within a school district. 

Now, the proposed l~gislation seeks to limit the 
authority of the local district courts to remedy the precise 
problem and not to become a school board in every case. 

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

THE PRESIDENT:. Not according to the information 
that has been given to me by the Department of Justice. 
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INTERVIEH WITH THE PRESIDENT BY HELEN THOMAS# UPI 
BOB SCHIEFFER, CBS. AND GEORGE HEP~ffiN, CBS ON 
FACE THE NATION 

JtL.'"l.e 5, 19 76 

· .. QUESTIOn: You kno<,.I in a recent interviet.T you 
volunteered -- or in answer to a question, I guess -~ 
some information about your plans for alternatives to 
court ordered school busing. Could you explain the~ in 
some~·rhat more detail than they were explained, as I 
read them~ They seemed a little· indefiriite t~Me, or 
are they still in that· stage? 

THE PRESIDE~1T::. I -think there· are three points 
He have to make before we discuss busing. 

. . . '· : 

Number ·one~·- this Administra:tion tvill: upho-ld all 
constitutiona~ rights of any individual· in this counti-y~ 
includin.P" the rights: under the: Fourteenth Amendl!!e~t.: ~ · 

: ..... 

... ,; · : Number· two·; this· Administration is totallY. 
ded.icatec}. to. quality education •.. : ' . 

-: ... .. . . ... 

Number three, this AcL~inistration will carry out 
the decisions of the Supreme Court. .. 

~ ..... 
·- ~I -~took ·:·art'.'Oath: :of r. offiCe· t6 ·do : .. sq·,·- _ .. crtd I -~1ill. 

continue to do so,. ·: · 

· ., No~-1; we have·foond; ·or I· bel·ieve; 'that· court· 
ordered forced busing to achieve racial balance. ~~ not 
;the best t'lay. to necessarily protect ind'ividu'al rights 
on ·the one hand or t'o~·achieve qualitY education on the 
oth_e_r. Therefore, sfurtinp.; back in Novembe·r of 1975·, I 
ask~d the· ·Attorney Gen.eral· and· other members' of r.ty · . 

. ' . . . . '· . 

Cabinet to see if; ·we.;couldn 't iput together. something that 
t-!OUld be· better than the remedy· 'that·· has be~n USed by . some .. 
district courts in trying to :s.olvEf the· very· difficult ·.~ · 
~roblem of protecting constitutional rights and, at the 
same ti~e~ achieving quality education. 

\>li thin the last t~·iO ~Jeeks the Attorney General 
has decided not to intervene in the Boston case for ~ood 
reasons that he, as Attorney General; decided, ahd I 
sunport him. On the other hand·, the Attorney General 
is seeking a particular case where tve can get a clarifi­
cation or a Modification of some of the ?revious Supreme 
Court decisions in this very complex area. 
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NoH, in the interim, the Department of Justice 
has Prepared -- or is in the Process of nrenarinu -­
legislation ~rhich I t-rill submit to the C~ngress in the 
very near future t,rhich Hould seek to lini t the courts of 
this country to the direction of the area~ where the 
local school board; by its act, has violated the 
constitutional rights of individuals -- in this case 
s~ud:nts -- and not to permit the court to go beyond 
tne ~nstances where rights have been violated. 

Now, in sone cases the court has taken an 
illegal act of a" school board -- relatively srnall part of 
a total school system..-- and taken over the whole school 
svster2,~·and the court, in effect, has be cone the school 
board. I think that is wrong. The Attorn~y General 
ac-rees Nith :me. 

The legislation that \>Te ·Hill .propose will seek 
to limit, to mininize the corrective action or the 
!"e:te<iy bv,. the court to the actual instances ~There there · 
is a violation of a .. person's constitutional right.. That 
t·Till nini~ize in many cases to a .'substant-ial degre~ the 
amount of court ordered forced busing. 

QUESTION: t1r. President~~ th·e. co~rts ha:ve .already 
r;..1l~d. on. that point, if I understand it, in 1973 in. :the 
Den-ver case. 

THE PRESIDENT: Are you talking about the ·Keyes 
case?· 

QUES~ION: .Yes, sir. Have they not, when they 
's~id that t'Tas. not a remedy? You could not.just. remedy 
it i!1 a specific area' rather than. the ,;.7hole system •. 

THE PRESIDENT: The Attorney Genera~ and his 
associates informed 'ne· that that has not been totally ... 
clarified, and that·isthe purpose of actually seeking a 
case where the Department of Justice· can go into a· · 
subsequent case and ~et a clarification. 

That is v1hy tve are poing to propose legislation, 
so that there' is a legislative direction given to the 
court to n:ake su. re that tve protect constitutional rights 
t,.Jhere there has been a violation and, at the same time, 
preclude the courts from beconing in effect the school 
board in a local comJ!luni ty. · 
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QUESTION: Let me ask you just a soMewhat 
broader 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 permissible ·t-~ay to achieve 
integrated schools and they have already ruled that 
integrated schools are a constitutional right --

""_tH __ £ PREc:!ID'l='_P'T'_~ A • 'bl d t t _ w ~~ _ pern~ssl e reme.y. o correc 
an injustice. 

OUESTIOU: -- hotv can you pass a laN to limit 
that remedy -if the courts have already ruled it is 
constitutional? Dontt you need a constitutional anendnent? 

THE PRESIDENT: The Constitution permits the 
legislati_v·e body to. g_iv·e guideilin'es i'n certain court 
cas-es--and according to the Attorney General he believes 
that this proposed iegislat'iori is consti tutional;_-i t. 't~iil 
simply limit ·the remedy:to the instance Hhere there has · 
been a violatl.on of. a ·constitutional right. According 
to him, that is constitutional. 

QUESTION:' Then it is your· int-erpretation that 
the Keyes ca:se· did ~~t · inval.idate -- . 

THE PRESIDENT: As I undel:"stand it,. i'!=~ 't·Ja~ a 
dictum, ndt a· ·final judgment. 

. . . . . . . 
QUESTION: To cut through sone. qf t.he legal 

niceties ~-ihich are' ;a--ltttie hard. bn us', it see~s to me 
perhaps I rnisund~::-stand ·i 1:· _ . .::, the final impact of_ this 
is to- leave in. nJ.2.ce all de facto school segregation· · 
v-Thic!l has hannened without the breakinP.; of. a la\·7? 

' • . . . : -: . • : "' . . • 1 ... ~ ... • . • . : . 

THE PRESIDENT: The courts already decided thato 
.· .. .. 

QUESTIO~·!:. So, that·· this is the· direction which 
you .vTish to ericourag~_-law·'and legislation ·to continue? . .. ~ - . . . .... . . ""·· . . . . ... 

THE PRESIDENT: t-.Je v10uld recommend, .as the 
court has said, ··we correct the violations 'but t-7e only 
correct the vioiations·,. not hlake a Ft.?derai district court 
a local scho'ol beard. ' ·-

QUESTION:· Hr .. President: what chance-do you· 
think such legislation would have of passing, and 
v!hat constitutional right_ is violated. by being bused? 

. ··:~ . • - lo.• 
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TE~·~R~sint~r=·~el~, the Conpress, I think, 
vould"be responsive to:so~e le~islaticin cif this kind 
because·r think.th~-p~~lic -- ·-

QUESTION: Th~s y~ar? 

. . . · THE· PRESIDENT: · I \.,~uid hope so~ I ~~n' t _ 
nrom~se ~~because_! don't control.the Congress, but I 
do believe there·is a p.reat public'sentimerit for a 
limitation or·a.~inim{z_ation of the cour·t. in" 'the d" . 
that they have pursu~d;· · · 

rene ~es 

t·Jhat vTas the: ·second? · 

QUES'I ION: The second is'· "t-Ihat ·~cnsti tutionai 
being jiolated by being bused?. 

THE .P.RESIDEUT·i Busing is. siMply a remedy to 
achieve· a corr.eGtion of·· an 9-lleged ac:t hi,. a school . · · 
board to violEte somebody·else's chn~titutional rights. 
Busing itself is not a c6nstituti~nai righi, nor is it 
a lack ~f a constitu~ional rignt. It is only a renedy. "-. . - . 

OUESTION: B~t isn't it the :L~iv'. of the. land . 
to ~<Ie.se~r.egat·e _the sc~oo.~::;. i~. this· ~a~dj _1·• _ : 

THE PRESIDEiiT:·/Hhere there 11·~-s bee'r? a specific 
viqlation of a person 1 s constitutional right.,. It is not 

• • .. • .. , -:. • .... : ( • • • · _ r _ • • •' "· · · t 

beyond that, ana that is the real point. at· issue • 
• -i, . • • -. -: ... . • . ·; :" : .::- . ~ -! . i .. .. .! . . : .. ;.._. ::. . : ... ~- -

QUESTION: On another subject, r~. President ~-
. - . ~- .. . ,. 

-- QUESTIOH: :·B~foJ?.i ydu change the_ subject, before 
you abandon sphools al to.gether ~- "j u9t ·to_"· explore: one further 
item', private' s'cho.ols, the private wh~te academies"that· 
have been founded in parts of the.South~ would you leave 
those as being .. p.erfect.ly' ietgal? · · . · ·· 

~RESIDENT: That case :i~ .:~~ow before the 
Supreme Court·. I think ·.that the ·indlvid~al ought to have 
a ri~ht to send his da~ghter or his s·on ·to a private · '­
school if he l.s · ~villing _to pay whatever. the cost might 

. 
. THE 

. . 

be. . , ... 
QUESTION: But a· ·segregated private schoo~, · i"f 

that should be his choice? ~ 
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. .~;· ....-----
pe:rsori 'ou?ht t·o !have an individ-ual right .. ·. 

• • . ;• .. : • ~ • .·4 .. . ~ : 

QUESTION: ·Hhat if those schoois get some kind 
of Federal aid? .. · . ,. : · .. 

· .. ~ T.~' ~fRESIDENT .. : P~+::f·:they get ·.Fed era~ ·C:ia, 'Hr-. 
Schieffer";· j:h~~ is a to:Ca)>l.'y -~iffer~nt quesfiqn ·arid.· I 
C~rtainly ~10Uld no·t, un·q~r·. ~th_qse _cJ.~.cumstances·; go along 
t·n. th segrega.ted .sc~dols ,. under no c1rc_~mstances. 

· QUESTioN·{'· That would include· any kind of tax 
break, Federal t'ax· break? · · · .. · 

-.. .... \ ·~ .. - ~-··. 

THE PP.ESIDEtJT: That .ls right .. 

QUESTio-n: Hould y~u approve of a private 
school turni_ng. soite6ne -d~ay on the basis of color? 

• I ~ • " .'; 

THE PRESIDENT: Individuals have rights. I 
t-~ould hope they Hould not, Lut individuals have a right, 
t-lhere they are· 'Willing to make the choice themselves, . 
and ·there are no taxpayer funds involved. N'ow, this is a 
matter before the courts. at. the present tir:te,.and I think 
there ~Jill be a Supreme Court decision probably in this 
term or the.next term; certainly, but individuals have a 

. right ·t-rhere there- are nc{ Federal funds available. 

I ~1ould hone they. 'tvo~ld not, and our ot-rn .. ' 

children have always gone to public school?, which were 
integrated, and ;~hey: have ~ope. to private schools .where .. 
thev t-1ere intep.:rated. So, my m-In record is oner.of our 
children an~ my o~m '})el_ief in integr<;~:~ion.- · , · 

.- ''" ·- ... 
_ But\ .I think indi v:l.dual~ . ci~ .. have, some rights, . 

where they are ~~ilitnp, to make the choice. and nay the ... _ 

-...... _,_ __ , ........... ".'"' ,.,.. "~,-~.__,. __ .,,.>' 

\ 
\ 

\ 
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( DA'IA ON PUBLIC 

PREFACE: 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. 

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

2. Total number of districts with an appreciable 

• 16,515 

f . . d 1 
1
£_ ~ercentage o m1nor1ty stu ents •••.••••.•• 3,441 

-~~Estimated total number of districts which have_,_,.,. 
~~ · · gone through desegregation (number of districts · J"".,.IIJIA under-Federal court order, State court order or 
~:~ which have HEW-accepted plans~ ~~ • • • . . • • • 

,-

1,305 

.., a) Federal court order. • . • • • • • • • 
b) State court order ••••••••.•••••• 

678 

4. 

5. 

1 

2 

c) HEW plan . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

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

Total number of districts in which minority 
students are assigned to racially segregated2 
schools,(i.e., likely to have to go through 
desegregation) . . • • • . apptbxlmateiy •• 

• 

20 
707 

600 

=-

Appreciable percentage is defined aus~~!p:e~r;.,c~e~~~~~ore -:,0~/i:·~ 
total minority enrollment, J.S 1s reprot ./0· ':.-(\' 
Segregated is 
enrollment of 

... .~· <~.~ \ 

;';.c I 

~_ .. ~ ~~- ! 
0 per cent. / .;.~/ 

~ ~ ~tJS~e,._· ~r,~-" 
a minority 

A-&:s Mt~N. b o-.u .,.._... -?1 ~if.A ....... 
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DATA ON PUBLIC ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOL SYSTEMS 

PREFACE: 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. 

1. Total number of operating public elementary and 
secondary school systems, fall 1972 • • • •• 16,515 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

(Source: Education Directory 1972-73, 
¥ublic School Systems, NCES, 1973) 

Total number of districts with an appreciable 
percentage of minority studentsl .•••• 

Estimated total number of districts which have 
gone through desegregation (number of districts 
under Federal court order, State court order or 
which have HEW-accepted plans) • • • • . • 

a) Federal court order .• 
b) State court order .• 
c) HEW plan • • • • • • 

Total number of districts with appreciable 
percentage of minority students which have not 
gone through desegregation ....•• ----~----.~. 

Total number of districts in,which minority 
students are assigned to racially segregated2 
schools (i.e., likely to have to go through 
desegregation) . • • • • . approximately • • 

1 Appreciable percentage is defined as 5 per cent or more 
total minority enrollment, for purposes of this reprot. 

2 Segregated is defined as a school with a minority 
enrollment of more than 50 per cent. 

3,441 

1,305 

678 
20 

707 

2,136 

600 

' 
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