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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

May 10, 1976 

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

BRENT SCOWCROFT 

JIM CONNOR ~l, ~ 

Incoming Presidential Mail 
for the Week of May 3-7, 1976 

The President reviewed Roland Elliott's weekly report of Incoming 
Presidential Mail. The following notation was directed to you in 
connection with the attached letters received. 

"Please ask General Scowcroft to look into 
this and give me an explanation." 

Please follow-up with appropriate action. 

cc: Dick Cheney 
Roland Elliott 

Attachments 
Letter frmn William J. Mitchell, M.D. 
Letter from Mrs. William Hubbard 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 



-MITGHELL ORTHOPEDIC ASSOCIATES 

WILLIAM J. MITCHEI..L. M.D .• F.A.C.S. 

President Gerald Ford 
% The White House 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Presfdent Ford: 

DELAWARE AVENUE 8: EASY STREET 

MAILING ADDRESS, 63 STOCKTON AVENUE 

UNIONTOWN. PENNSYLVANIA 15401 

May 4, 1976 

I was rather dismayed to see in the newspaper the other day a report that 
\'le are planning to give our atomic secrets to Russia. No amount of detente 
will ever compensate us for giving away those secrets v1hich, \'lhile they are 
s.upposedliPfiJ~ii c, can cle~arTToemaae ·for mi'1 i"'Earypt]Y'~~·scrc-co-rdi ng 
to Admiral Rickover. I ao notfeel'tfiaf-I can supporf2Ji"y-party-in Congress 
or tfie HhTte'"Rouse Who is in favor of such an act. 

I am also rather puzzled why Henry Kissinger is now advocating that \'Je should 
unilaterally kick the whites out of Rhodesia and give the blacks control of 
that land. It seems to me that Congress expressed itself pretty clearly a few 
months ago \'/hen it said no more military aide to one black faction in an 
African nation in which Russia was supporting the other warring black faction. 
I think Congress has learned sufficiently from Vietnam and other areas that 
we should not be involved, and why nm-1 is Kissinger trying to reinvolve us in 
this situation? I hope you will indicate a lack of support for his program; 
the sooner he begins responding to the Congress and the will of the nation, 
the better off we will all be. 

. Sincerely, 

d}(@llr 
wnViam &/. r·1itchell, r~.D. 

WJM/cw 
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President Gerald R. Ford 
The ~'lh i te Hou se 
16oO Pennsylvania Avenue 
Washing ton, D. C. 

Dear Sir: 

4481 Laos Circle West 
Columbu3, Ohio 4)214 
April 28, 1976 

This.letter is being written to urge you to give a negative 

response to the propoS!il that nucler technology be given to 

the USSR. The three voters in this household feel very 

strongly that no support should be given or sold to the 

Russian government. Historically, any help given to ~~em 

has been used against the giver. 

hh 
Attachment 

II 

Mrs. William P.ubbard 

·' 
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;,,q._§),:ppn,der~ givinQ USSR. nudea~ slJb savvy , , _J 
~:..:..:~·'''\:·~··.From 'Page .One· .. . ·, ·r:N~u c~n't s?ll (the Communists~ any, 'i pie, and the if: engi~ee~in.g s~ills iimply ·:i.e : 
!r:·;, : .. t . : . . . · . . .· · .. • .. , ·' ; · . : .. · thmg •.n thiS .<nuclear) area w1tho~L::, are not as good as ours~ : · '· · ···: · I 
· ... l11rger m scope.:.although 1t. mcl~dcs, some nskthey d get some good from 1t... . '.'When .. these (Communist) bloc .•. · : 
;;·Hg~t wate_r reactors; _it looks into.~ the·; Rickove.r thinks anything istoo much.'{;; countries express interest -'-well; we .· ', 
't ent1r~ policy of nucle:~r expo.r,L~.·< . •· ;': .·. ·nuss1a has a l~rger fleet of nucl?ar- ,. had to hav~ _policy guidelines, Hence • 
;~1 ; , ·. ".L•ght water•; lll,ea!l~. ,ordm~r.Y wa~ .. powered_,~arsh1ps. than, the;, Un~t~d ··~·~.h~ ·. stud.Y:(/fh~re's also :been· some, ,. ·! 
': tcr JS used for c~oi~M. 11\ ,the,pucle~~. , States,·· Why . does. ~~:~~ntn.A~.E!fican,x; mterest il'r;Sellmg nuclear ·technology .. , ..,i 
~))OWer generat~ng P.~~c~s~;· ~- ·: ';.'.'. .. : .. ,: ;,, .l·; n,ll,~le~r ~ech_nologY,:' ' ''' : \.. '··:;:,:;;'to Comrriu~ists by Other large nuclear.:· . ! 
L;.: T~_IE OFFICIAL·s~id th-~. study wa~ ·;\.:.·:'.'TilEY DO _11{\.VE. nucle~r.r~_actors': -~uppl.!ers/\ :Fr~nce· ~nd .. "rest' Ger-' :· .·! 
i .. launched because RUssia; inlerested In •',; but l!-iey recognize that our:techriology ';': n:Jan:>: . .,T~ey ·,can .t do It' Wltnout. u.s .. ! ..• f 
!I, Uuying such reactors, had approached~:. 'Is superior: Th~y have, had problems:·: approxa~. ~nd:r.· the .COCOM agree- · ·, ·i 

J '.':Ame'riCan' ·companies. ·1'he; l:eac\ors : ~ithhigh-quality,: welding, ;f~r ,exam~ O:e~L . • · ·. : · ._ · : : . . . : t. 

(·»'ere developed by the ,U.s.; Navy for.,· .. :, , · · :· . . ·:•· .>r; -~· .• : . : · . (: . .• :.:;,, -'i;•' , CQCO!tUS SHORT for Coordinatif!g ·· ·' t 

1
1
·.\: ~~~·i.l~t~~!e:~ w~~~~ps;·Ja~fa~~~nr6~Ji·; \\( ~~·s~·i·n .~· ~;~-~~'ifl~~~ ::'_.ti:'.}·; f~e~~g~~~.l9tlr::~~i~~rd~:cs;~i~:!li~; . ~ f . 
, ~iyilian. use· in this_ country in gene rat~ .. . ... ' · ·.. · ·.: : . : ·:unanimous agreement what strategic r· ing electric power. · ·· · . Hayden Run-rd will be closed at the goods may be sold to Communist . f 

'f; ... ,"A decision hasn't y,et beenreached. Penn C~nlral, .~a,i_lfpad ,cro~.~.ing jusb."cou~lJ,!~s. ,.~ .• ·,, .. , : , ...... , , , .'' ,~ •. ;.c·;~J:.~ 
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• :: ·'.'WE·;ARE. ,AWARE:·oj,-Rickover;s ' 
··view that this is bad;'! .said.the .off.icial:, .. 

But there are· others:whO' argue· thaf 
1 .. the kinds <of reactors) to be sold would · 
1 ~Involve :only ;,oldet:•· techrlolagy; out . 
i most modern technology would riot go.; . 



MEMORANDUM TO: 

THROUGH: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

May 7, 1976 

THE PRESIDENT 

STAFF SECRETARY 

ROLAND L. ELLIOTT~------~-
Incoming Presidential Mail for 
the Week of May 3-7, 1976 

Incoming Presidential mail for the week totalled 
approximately 17,400 pieces. Foreign policy issues 
and the Federal Election Commission Bill were of 
dominant interest. 

The FEC bill was supported by 1,340 writers (many 
apparently encouraged by a Common Cause campaign) . 
They urged you to sign the bill to ensure a "clean" 
election and "fair" competition among all candidates. 
In contrast, 480 persons urged you to veto the bill 
because they believe it would give organized labor 
too great an advantage in political fundraising. 

Secretary Kissinger's statements of U.S.-African
Rhodesian policy drew 767 critical letters and 
telegrams this week. Writers speak of the "stability 
and progress" of Rhodesia and South Africa vis-a-vis 
the rest of Africa, of U.S. "meddling" in the internal 
affairs of a sovereign state, and of the "hypocrisy" of 
the Rhodesian policy in that the u.s. has reflected no 
similar concern for "self-determination" within Soviet 
bloc countries. Some also criticize Administration 
support for repeal of the Byrd Amendment. Ten persons 
wrote in approval of Mr. Kissinger's statements. 
Cumulative figures on the issue are: 

Pro: 
Con: 

• 

13; 
985. 



2 

The Panama Canal Treaty negotiations also continued 
to draw public attention. 522 persons urged against 
any concession of U.S. authority over the Canal. These 
people seemed to be motivated largely by national pride 
and a belief that the Canal is essential to U.S. security. 
Seven persons expressed support for renegotiation of the 
Treaty. Cumulative figures on renegotiation are: 

Pro: 15; 
Con: 1, 538. 

Also this week there were 248 messages of support and 
appreciation and 164 offering political comment. As in 
past weeks, comment mail was concerned with the issues 
of "big government" and Federal regulation (busing, 
crime and the judiciary, EPA, OSHA, etc.), Soviet
American relations, and the U.S. position in the world. 

There was little direct comment on recent primaries (40). 
Those who did write, however, mostly encouraged you "not 
to worry" about primary losses and not to move "too far 
right." 

cc: Bob Hartmann; Ron Nessen; Bob Orben 
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