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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

RONe

Here is a compilation of statements
on busing put together by Art Quern
and Jim Cannon. I think a few items
are omitted (esge, Ky media interview,
Dallas interview or stdtements,
statement sent to Boston Hmrimix
newspp er before the Mass primary).
If we could get a complete file, Jim
Cavanaugh and I think it might be
helpful to make it available to the
press,

Dave Gergen  5/27/76



REMARKS OF THE PRESIDENT UPON
STGNING AMENDMENTS TO H.R. 69,
THE ELEMENTARY AND SECONDAY BDUCATION
ACT

I think it is fair to say that this legislation ,

aces reasonable and equitable restrictions .upon the problen

s
ion glll hopefully relieve that problem and make the
lon far more equitable and just. = . Coe -

AUNgUstT 2.4,

1974
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. STATEMENY BY THE PRESIDENT August 21, 1874

(On signing HR 69,
an omnibus education bill)

I

ddes not lead to better education and it infringes upon traditional fresdoms in
A . . . i :.

-3 ’ o ‘ i

As enacted, H.R. 69 contains an ordered and reasoned approach to dealing
with the remaining probiams of segregation in our schools, butl regret that

it lacks an effective provision for automatically re-evaluating existing court
orders. This omission means that a different standard will be applied to those
districts which are already being compelled to carry out extansive busing
plans and those districts which will now work out desegregation plans under the
more rational standards set forth in this bill. Double standards are unfair,
and this one i3 no exception. I believe that all school districts, North and
South, East and West, should be able to'adopt reasonable and just plans for
desegregation which will not result in'children being bused from their
neighborhoods. B ' : ‘




INTE”—?VT’:’W OF THE PRESIDENT BY
THUR ALBERT, EXECUTIVE NEWS DIRECTOR,
LJAR—-TV QAW WYE, CORRESPONDENT,
WIAR-TYV AND JACK CAWNAUCrE COPRMSPO’\ID“‘N’F
WIAR-TV, Sheraton~Islander Inn
Newport, Rnoaa Island

August 30, 1975

QUTS”IOQ* ~m2 s;cent, s»Hools oper very socon
a”ourd the counirny and«*n New England. And in Boston and
- Springfield %assachuaat s that eaDSLO”CEd'buSlﬁV for da=
szgregation..._You have .had a position on busing before. Can
cu..take. a mxpuhe ~and c‘arl*y yow” 3031.101 on DuSlP§° What
o] - '

-

- THez PRESIDENT: .Before.I say anything about what my -
cwn.parsonal views are, I want_go say most. @mphatlcally that
I, as President and al‘ that serve with me in the Federal
Govnrrment,ﬁwlll enforce the lﬂw, no que astion. about that.

b B 7 1

P we wlll to tha extent ;ecaSsary, mzke sure that
any court orde* is- enforeed. ‘

L

‘Now I add ome thlng _that T hope is undersLood. T
Wa don't want:any conflict desveloping in Boston or any of -
thesa other communities- that have. court orders. forcing busing

n local schook: systems. So I have sent up the the Attorney

Geﬂe”al - and the:community relations experts -- thay haV° four
or five p=2cple up there: that are working with th’COHPu, with'
the“sc¢hocl boards and _with parents. and with others. At the
saze tima the new Sceretary of HEW, David Mathews, has sent -up
nis Yoo, mEn to- work with the school system. Angd that =~ z
individual, Dr; Goldberg, has authOW1ty to spend egtra' :
Federal~funds to: try and improve the sz*uatlon 1n Boston.

e -‘,.o&-. . e
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How, hav*ng Sald the law is gomng “to de enfcrced
that we a*n going to try and moderate and work with the- -
pacple in Boston,:I will give you my views on whakt we are

trying to do.. i tameils

The basic Lnlnc that ove*yoné is trying to do is to §
provide quallty education. there is a difference of opinion ;
on how you achieve quality education. My personal view is

au forced bdusing by courts is not the way to acbleve qua41ty:
jile tvon. I think there is a better way. - T

-

i

{D e't'

f “"' -
We nave had court order xO”Cod busing in a number of
m : ’».;.
communities.’ There ar° studie that 1nd1cau- that it has not

providedq: aAlty ecucatlon to the young oaon*e, wh ch-is of
personal coneern.” ” - .

S — s e 1 R



oLAlLinNT BY THE PRESIDENT REQUESTED

BV "BOSTON MEDIA REPRESENTATIVES October 12, 1974
. - ’ i

Boston is a fine, proud City, The cra.d‘xe of beev‘ty’, Where many of the
freedoms that we all so cherish today in this Country, were born, 200 years
a2go. The people of Boston share a tradition for reason, fairness andrespect
for the rights of others. Now, in a difficult period for all of you, itisa
time to reflect on all that your City means to you. To react in the finest
tradition of your City's people. Itis up to you, every one of you, every
parent, child, to reject violence of any kind in your CGty. To reject hatred
and the shrill voices of the vmlenc few.

I know that nothing is more important to you than the safety of the children

in Boston. -And only your calm and thoughtful action now can guarantee that

safety. I know that you will all work together for that goal. And have one
more thing to be proud of in the cradle of liberty.




INTERVIEY OF THE PRESIDENT BY September 12,
. JULIUS HUNTER, NEWS ANCHORMAN AND 1975
HOST, ROBERT HARDY, KMOX-RADIO :
ANNOUNCER, RICHARD DUDMAN, S5T.
LOUIS POST DISPATCH AND JOHN FLACK,
POLITICAL EDITOR, ST. LOUIS GLOBE
DEMOCRAT, Gateway Tower Building,
St. Louls, Missouri

crRlls OUES”IQN4§1Hr~ Pﬂas dent, bus.ng lS a,sun3°c-,-
pracg-ce.;ﬁat.ls dlatastefnl to a large segment of the

a

American population, -both’ black ard whlte.. If_lt.’s such
a distastefuliand wastbful Droccss, ahy bus7 Ia t ere: ..
any alteAdatlvn that jOU‘S°e7 - T

-~ S = i Z POV ) - R
E FE S-S :
- 3 .

THE P?ESLD?V I think that we hava to decide i
in the first place what‘me ave really trying to da. by 1
tusing- berora—you-dlscuss wnatheﬁ it.is good.or bad- All .
of us =— white,” black;" ev-ry Ame can,l; ny.opinion ——-:

e e

wants qua71ty educatlon. T O SR

Vow, the court decided in 13934 that sepaﬂaue bdt
_egqual schoo,s wers constit ntlorai_and the courts have
dec1d ed that*bus1n;NI§"SEE“§aj to_.try and desecregate,on ‘the
cne “hana- and pernans 1wprove educarlon on - the othe ol

~ 3 - -

R i " < . =

- Many‘of *Hcse dec1s_ons haVD'”alsed g’ea* FFG%EEES
in many, many localltles - Lou1=v1lle and Zoston being thz

F il - KALI -

DlscuSSan those two communltles, let me very ,
strongly emnh3517e,the court has decided- sc:nv.a‘t:l’u.ner :That
is the law of the land. As far as my Administration is
concerred the lau,o* the.land will: be~upheld and we are

But then, I thlnk I have‘*the right-to glve wnat
I thlnk is a better answer. .to the achievement: of quallty

ecucat*on, which is what we all seek, and there-is always’
more than one answer.

think that quality education can be erhanced
by better schcol facilities, lower pupil~teacher ratios,

the improvement of the neighborhood, as such. Those are

bvg*e” answers, in my judgment, than busing under a court
order. ‘




-

"I think there is a better. way to do it In my .
judgment, if the courts would follow a law that was passed,
I think, two years ago, maybe two and a half years ago, it
said that in those areas where you have a problem in seeking
desegregation, the court should ollos five or-six rules.
Busing was ths last option. e : g

There were five otnpr prouoDals tha* courts could hav'e
foll owad and "I think we ‘would have avoided a lot of this
conflic¢t. That is one way I think we could have solvad this
problem. The other is the-utilization of Federal funds to
upgrada scHGol buildings, provide betienr teacher-pupil ratios,
to provide better equipment, that is the way, in my opinion,
we achleve what we all want, which is quality education.

I just don't think court order, forced busing, is the |
i=~]

waj to ac ia quaTLLv echatWOW. I think there is a better way.!



INTERVIEW WITH THE PRESIDENT BY o =
BOB ABERNETHY, JESS MARLOW September 20, 1975
AND WARREN OLNEY, KNBC-TV
Century Plaza Hotel, ILos
Angeles, Califorria

QUdS”IOJ?, Mr. President,’ you have said that -~ -
State cour;c in their effort to lntegrate “the- schools nava
1¢no“ed less drastic alt ernnt1ves,una1 bu31ng., o -
.What specifically do you mean -~< which less drastic altermna-
tives? .

THE PRES*DEN The Congress in 1974 approved~w1at
was labeled the Esch Amendm nt, laid out six cri'seven -~ - - -
specific guidelines for the COUﬁtSVtO_fOllOW.,,"be last of the
recommendation to achieve what the courts should do was busing --
court ordered forced busing to achieve pacial integratiom. . -
Those steps,and.I .was in the Congress part of that time aad
I signed the bill that became .law, those. steps include a
magnet school, utilization ‘of the. nezghborhood school ‘conicept,
the improvements of fac;lwtles, ‘et cetera. I hope tha* in -7
the future, as some course 1n the pas;, recent*pas; will-
‘utilize those éuldellnes rather than’ plunging into court- - -
crdered forced.busing as ghe only optxon for“gne sehgﬁement
cf the segﬁecatxon problem in the school.; ‘:ﬁf’jj; ‘V\ -

Jp———

~
s e

ol QU”S”ION % The ahole opt*on to- bus;ne tends-to- get
confused w1;h raczsm and there’ .are a. lot of” raczal eplthets

and what not belng *hrown abont on ‘the” pﬂotesL “Iine: PO“-:Z
you have anything to say about that? ~“You-are OPDOSQG to -

bus;ng but how do you4make the distinection? ° SR EaL




method. I was reading in the Washington Post this morning
"a column by one-of the outstanding black columnists,

Mr. Raspberry;” and Mr. Raspberry has come to the conclusion
that court ordered, forced busing, is not the way to achzwva
guality education for blacks or whites in a na}or metro-
politan area. :

That is a very significant decision by Mr. Rasp-
beyry, who I think Mr. Dudman, for example, h;ghly
respects, : :

“QUESTICON: I certainly do.

In Boston and Louisville, where the court has’
~rdered busing, how well do you think the pEOPle of
tiosas two cities have conducted themselves in bringing
uout“ccurtwwrﬁgre&“exchangesﬂoffblacx.and‘wh;ta students?.

TﬁE’pRSSID”?T Thﬁra bavo bean—scme dxsorders
tbe*o over~the 1ast jear—or~more,= S R S

QU?S”‘OV~ I am th;nklnv apout’ tnxs-ral*.-lThere-
have bzen Federaliagents there, of course, to try to main-
tain order. Are you reascnably well satisfied with the
way k”*.cs hmve hap“ered or not°

"*HE P‘%_.STDEW - So‘ far,‘ there has been a minimum
of 1ocal disorder. I hope that.that attitude can

" prevail in the months ahead as the police. involvement

‘and the Federal marshal.involvement becomes less and less.

- B Poa

I am also an avtxm.st, even t%oug& I disagree

wlth the methed by wﬁlch thﬂy are trying to achieve quallfy

educatlon. e

QUESTION: Are you counseling the people of those
two cities to cooperate with the courts, or are you
 encouraging them to maintain their strong feelings in

some cases that this is an improper solution?

THE PRESIDENT: Last year I did a televised
tape urzing the peonle of Boston to coopsrate with the
court and to maintain law and order. I did that then, .
and I have counselad everybody that I talked with im

Boston to sncourage their fellow Bostonians to obey the a"gﬂ,

law and follow the court’s action. ’

.Quality education can be achxaved by more than cne

A e — sy 12 .
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”dE PRESIDEN I don’t ;n ink uposs*t*on to -
busing really has any r°1at*anshzn to pacisa on the part’

of most people. I think the best illustzation, one of +&e
rising young columnists in the ‘country, B_l, Raspberz a
dlack,

has been most forceful and most constructive, I\

Ln "lk, i Oppost ng Tha COLZ"t apgmach in many CQSQSu

e |

.

- I have~been‘op 0s2d ta bus*ng as a means of
acﬁiavinv qualitj zducation f*om-lts inception. ty
record in the Congress in voting: for civil ri ghaa legis-
iation is a good onz, sa I bellgva +hat the peal issu2

is quality education. It can be achieved petter for dis-

advantaged people, mlnaml*les, by other means.

: I have sought, through the SuUppor vt of the Bsch
amendment, through adequate funding, to help Boston and
other communities where this. n*oblam axists, 1o ungrade
their school systam rather than to have tbls very con*r0~

versial approach of forcad hu51ng. ;

o QUESTION: Do you %hlnx it wlll be an issue in
nsxt year's campa;gn? '

THE.PRESIDENT: I hops it won't.

s i 2
R
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MOORE, KMBC-TV, @%EPME&MN,WWW%V
ALAN SMITH, WTTG~TV, GILBERT AMUNDSON,
WTCH-TV, XENNETH JONES, KTTV~TV, and
HERB KLEIN, METROMEDIA, Century Plaza
Hotel, Los Angeles, California

QUESTION: “Mr. Presidant, school ‘busing is. a
problem affecting Xansas -City and many other cities in Lda‘
country. You have not oxac.ﬂy endorsed scheol busing ta
achieve in*e raticn in the’ schools, but at the same time,
you havon’t exact‘y cutlmned an alt ernative.

_.w»_ -

" What hapes can you hold out for cities l;k°'<aﬁsaa
Clty that run the risk of lc31ng millicns of dollars 'in
Federal aid in the not too distant future if they don't use
achool buSLng7 ‘

.t

*f“ - THE ‘PRESIDE IT:"Reallyg‘i have spoken out consis-.
tently and for scme.time on this problem.” -I-was one of the
riginal Members of the House or the Senate that said that
ccnrt-o*anr°d forced busing to ‘achieve racial balance was

rot the way Lo accompllsh quallty educatlon.;

A ‘“..‘.’

jf” Tnat has been a consistent statement, view,
olicy of mine for a number of years. I believe it even
wore fervently today than I did before.” So, we have 1o
start out with the assumption that education, quality.
edubatﬂan, ls what we are all seeklng to aC»OWD;lSh.

Mo

-

- D

S Now, some paople say’ we ought Lo spend more money,
and I think there are programs where you can spend more roney

at the local level to unwrade schools. in disadvantaged

ﬁeas. Thare are others who say the 1ong~ranga and, even
to a subatantlal degree, short-range, is _better distribution
of Hau51ng, so we achieve integration in a dlrferent way
and- you can still rely on the reighborhood school system.

Dr. Colemap, ‘who testified be;ore the Senate

'Comm*ttee on Judlclary "Just a few days ago, had some
~thcuchts on'it. It is interesting that Dr. Colaman, who

was an initial proponent of busing to achieve qual ity

education, has now -~ after studying the problem in a

number cf cities -- come to the conclusion that it is not
év"ans»er. ——

C‘.....-V : A‘.y‘:;;?.A_ﬂ PR P - -
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S E ‘don’t think there ws awy Sa*eng nedlclne that

can glve us the‘answers,;sut I think wa ought to spend wﬁat~

ever money is necessary for what we,:call magnet schools,
to upgrads teachers to provide bettar facilities, to give
greater freedom of choica. These are the things we ought
to push hard. ’ ' :

: T%ere are those who say, including
Ccngressman Jerry Littin from Kansas City, that a separate
D tment of ?dubation should be established, taking it
gay frOﬂ HEW. R

Would you.be in favor of establishing a separate
Department of Education to handle the complex problems of

;;tﬁlnﬁ that, in and of

THE PRESIDENT: I don‘

itsalf is a solution. "hat sauwds cood.v haybe it ought |
to beljustifi&d on otne” g*ounds, but I don’“ *h*nx ittis”
nzcassarily t1° answnr LO thla pr obliem. - :

L . e . '

- -~
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REMARKS OF THE PRESIDENT AND QUESTION AND January
ANSWER SESSION AT THE RECEPTION FOR
THE RADIQO AND TELEVISION MNEWS

- DIRECTORS ASSOCIATICON, The State Flcor

QUESTION:" Prl“Presidant;”busijg is vary'dar
ates an issues in the campaign. You said Dr

m P'
|-J- |4,«

that you didn't think it was the most agreeabls answer to
dagegr

nitel;
ous

30,

v
usly

esation. Do ou.o‘an,uo D“ODObQ an othar alternative?
- o mi e

1976

S THE" PRFSLDVVT?' I never felt that court ordered busing
was the proper answer to quality education. On the oiie” hand,

idang, I am obllvatﬂd to see that the 1aw is enforca
I signed a bill in 1974 or early 1975 that provided a list
steps that ShOle be” taken by the Executive Branch and the

d.

of

court has’ Guldellﬂns in resolving the problem of’ socregatlon
in school systems. I think that *he courts ought to follow

those guidelines, I think the Executive Branch ought to

follow those guidelines. If they do, I think.it.is a better

way to achieve desegregation and to provide quality education.

QUEST’OV.’ Do you hzavz any other alt ernative to
forced businz as we now kndw_it In aeveral states?

ginning this last week, a modified plan in the City of
etroit ,and +o my knogledce Lhoro has been a minimum of.
3 a

[ a4 g .~ R

Sl il D N ey e

Now what Héﬁﬁénéd was the original order of two
or three years. ago was a very harsh order, it called for

massive busing, not ‘only in the City of. Datr01t but in the

County of Wayne. A new ]LagafLoox jUP’SdlCthn of that
problem, He ﬂodlfled the court order, modified it very
subs LanulalTy, and apparently it is workln Se I think
some_Zood judgment.on_the pa“t of the cou”ts following the
guidelines set forth in what is called the Esch Anendment
is the proper way to treat the problem,

TQE$P°ESIDEWT: I tQ1nx.the COL”LS themselves are
égihning to find some bet er answers. They have implemented,
o




'aﬁuxtuda orx thepart. of some OL th couwts, howevar, to take a

‘and*qandlaftheﬁproblem.ﬁ Let me illustrate 1t very quickly.

REMARXS OF THE PRESIDENT AND QUESTION AND Iebruary 20, 1976
ANSWER SESSION AT THE CHAMBER OF
COMMERCE BREAKFAST, Elks Hall,
February 20, 1976

o QU?STIGV*f'%r“~&-“31dent-~I‘wou d- like: you- to..share with
U3 some .o your-itnoughis-:on.the. mcnc:t*onal systean¢n~og&,
countrys namely, do you feel that. arfter two years of busing, ihe

L™ —
City of Boston.now has a better systam than two vears agzoe
znd what "are.your<ithcoughits-on reintroducing-prayer into the

aéﬂcatlonal S}stﬂm or th*s country? ~sn ome - o L e

H
‘
v
)
3

- b e e eews ‘,‘,;‘i.‘

THE R~SLDZuI Let me:answer Lhe~la$t_qu33tiop.first-

WO d rful experlence of being the Republican Minority ‘
'4t e-House af:rRepresentatives at the same Lma my vary 5

T 2d,:who-has>now. passad away,- Senagoerrﬁne t-Dirksen

WIS ~:,the Minority-Leader-in the United-States Sanauw._j,
We were. close:spersonal:s Irlapﬂqg;“?ywaﬁd"l both agreed- that the
decision. of the Inited States:Supreme Courtp in precluding non-
denominational prayer.in-public schools was wrong. I think that
it ought to be possible t¢ have that kind of time set aside

for a non-denominaticnal reflection and prayer. I think it

»ouan; to be bermltt»d VI StPGﬂVlj fea?_ qat-way.

On the qu03110n~of busmq xgtae Sunremv Coﬁrt has tried
to- do. twoothings: =Tt has tried to provide quality education,

"1t hasttried to endrsegregaticn.-.Those are worthy objectives,
I agree' s &th that. -I think L50*°“0h381s ‘should be on guality
sducation.: . The emphasis- should be on ending segregation, but

I think thesSupreme- Court,and our. courts, particularly -~- ..
some courtsﬁhaye~u3ed.the'w“on; remedies and I vizorously .
oonose.*ﬁem 233

o T -

[ . 1
= e < - . .

< - C e e e et W e . : - MO A M “".

RN £ ¥ -5 my~fael ng that»tnﬂre-has-been a daveloownc<p

rore nioderate view ln;gxerLS ing <their Constitutional authority

A o s

THrea .years-agorwe-had-a Federal -judga-in Detroit who was going
to'mass bus children~from one - ccunty to another, not. just- -
from -the suburbs to-the-city. He is no longer the judge.
randling that case. - We now-have a Federal judge who is handling
it and he has understood the problem and the net result of his -
order which seeks to achieve quality educatien and rssaecrasation
is accepnted by the people of Detroit because it is responsible,
it is moderate, ’

So the courts have tha authority, i
judges don't seem to under
to o as far as they hava g
been done in some cases and I vigorously oppos
done in others,



A Q“” IOV'»~Vlght I add, sir, do you Ffeel, then,
ubat“"n th e case of the City of Boston that Jud Barrity
Faswavargone;nls 11m1ts7 : :

Trm-p RESID»NT. !«,’ell,;-l + me say that I don't
tnﬁxkrlt 1siaaproprlat for me to pick a certain Judge,

WA her~bemlsw%1ght“oa wrong, and comment on his particular

d”€18103~ T have an. ool*gavlon.g I tcok an oath of office
*oaancld tna law cf +*he land, and at l=2ast at this point
wna*“he hasudacvdedﬂls the law'cr the land, whether I
agzee with his decision or not it is immaterial. I have
an.obllaatlcn to. umhold tﬁe law of the 7ard.

I,have trled to exoWa*n my own personal philosophy
and.117us*rate that in some parts of the country other
judges have:used. their Constitutiocnal re emedy to be
vovy’effactlva in- achieving both quality education, on the
ona hand, and dasegregation on the other.
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REMARKS "OF THE PRESIDENT AND tay 19
QUESTION AND ANSWER SESSTON fay 13, 1976
The South CGrounds

QUESTION: Mr. President, are you reserving the
iew any decision by Mr. Levi con the busing

THE PRESIDENT: It is contemplated that some tine
is week the Attorney General wilT come in and see me and
ndo ubtec?y tell me what his decision is. I think that is

ery appropriate thing for him to do and a& proper role for
m2 to have, but he will make the decision.

QUESTION: Mr. President, how do you respond to
sone critics who read into your §Oncérn about & review of
busing as an effort to play for ‘vctes in Kentucky where
busing is a major issue?

THE PRESIDENT: I think the fact that these news
stories broke over the past weekend and no decision having
been made, and the controversy of busing in Detroit, is an

indication that we in the Administration nade a major effort
to not interject busing into the primary situation. We

idn't <o any talking about what the Attornev General has

been studying and what the Secretary of HEW has been working
Clie ‘ :

[

This came from other sources than ourselves and

rv————————_ s ]

we were disturbed that the stories did come out. Ve hope -~ -

that we can keep:this kind of matter away from the emotional
-1vo1vement of this problom and the primary elections.

.......... We,certainlyuhad:no«oart of that, none whatsoever.

QUESTICM: Mr. President, are you encouraged by i

the progress that your Administration is meking in the search

that you ordered last fall for alternative ways to achileve -
desegregation without forced busing? Are you cptimistic?

Are you encouraged that you will have found a solution?

THE PRESIDENT: I have had two of the outstanding

zmembers of 4y Cabinet working Jitn ot hers, trving to find

any new appreoach or a combination of several new approaches,
and I anm vucou”agad with their progress to date because I

think it is a matter we have to settle and settle in a

constructive way, and between the Attorney General, Mr. Levi,
and the Secretary of HEW, I believe thet we may have scme ways
in which we can achieve the results without the tragedies
that have occuvred in some of our major metrcpolitan areas.
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Draft Statement on Busing ‘ May 27, 1976

I have just completed meeting with the Attorney General
on compulsory ;;hool busing, and I want to report to you on
the results.

Last November, I dire¢ted the Attorney General, Mr. Levi,
and the Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare,-Mr. Matthews,
to launch a full-scale effprt to determine ways that we might
minimize massive, forced b%sing in our schools. I also instructed

the Attorney General to select an appropriate busing case in

which the. government could lintervene so that we might obtain

v

a judicial review of current case law on busing.

In my instructions, I made it clear that there was to be
no retreat from this Nation'§ commitment to ending involuntary
segregation. In recent years|, America has made significant

strides toward ending racial giscrimination. That progress

was hard-earned, it has made [this a better society in which

to live, and we are not going to surrender those gains now.




Yet at the same time, it has become clear that one of
the remedies that has been used té overcome the effects of
discrimination -- massive school busing -- has often subverted
the very goal which it was inténded to achieve. Insteaa of
providing a guality education for more students, it has too
often led to an inferior education for ali students. Without
sacrificing our commitment to freedom and equality, we must
find better means of achieving quality education.

In the last few weeks, Mr. Levi and Mr. Matthews have
recommendea‘éo me several proposals that might serve to relieve
the pressures of school busing. Those proposals are'currently
under study within the Administration, and I expect that in coming
weeks we will have more to say about them.

Today Mr. Levi has reported to me on the additional question
of whether an appropriate case exists which could be the basis

for seeking a judicial review of busing. It is Mr. Levi's

decision that the Boston school case now pending before théj




éupreme Court does in fact represent such a case. Accordingly,
the Justice Department will file suit tomorrow on behalf of
the defendants in that case, asking that the Supreme Court
review the orders imposed upon the City of Boston to determine

whether they exceed the bounds of law and reason.

S
> ;
As this case proceeds, three points should be borne

in mind:

-- First, a court review, even if successful, will not

mean an end to all busing. It will mean instead that the
€xcesces |

worst esewses of busing will be ended. Continued efforts

must be made to find other remedies to busing.

-- Second, until the Supreme Court rules, the laws which
ap?ly are those enunciated by the lower courts. This
Administration will firmly enforce the laws of this Nation
and will show no mercy toward those whg disobey them.

-- Finally, let us recognize there will be no retreat

from our commitment to a better education and a better life




for all of our citizens ~- black and white. We can achieve
that goal only by dismantling the walls of segregation, not
by rebuildinq themn.

~?he progress we have made in the last 25 years in
erasing the stigma of racial injustice and in healigg racial
divisions in America is one of our proudest accomplishments
as a people. Certainly, we have not finished the job; certainly
we have a long way to go; but let there be no doubt: We will
ultimately succeed. We will overcome.

T s

Thank‘you.
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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. 1I1If 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. 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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My objective is to create better educational
portunities consistent with the Nation's commit—

ment to justice and equal opportunity.

In my view,

the remedy of massive school busing
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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 mini-

mize forced busing while also remaining true to the

Nation's ideals and our educational goals. - That is
my objective.
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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
an active search for a busing case which would be
suitable for judicial review of current case law on
forced school busing, and 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.



STATEMENT BY THE PRESTDENT

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.

7 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. 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.



Question:

What is the nature of the legislation which the
Department of Justice is drafting?

Answer:

The legislation will establish procedures to be
followed by the trial courts in the designing of
federal relief in cases involving unconstitutional
discrimination within local school systems. Its
general purpose is to require findings as to where
the' school system and its students would have been
if the specific violations had not occurred and to
limit the relief granted accordingly.

Buchen

5/29/76
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NEWS CONFERENCE #503

AT THE WHITE HOUSE
WITH RCN NESSEN
AT 5:10 P.M. EDT
JUNE 2, 1976

WEDNESDAY

MR. NESSEN: The meeting lasted about an hour
and forty minutes. As you see, it just broke up about six or
seven minutes ago. Basically two matters were discussed.

Q How long did it last? When did it start?

MR, NESSEN: It was supposed to start at 3:15.
It started about 3:20 actually, so it lasted about an hour
and 35 or 40 minutes. Let's agree on an hour and a half.

First of all, the Attorney General outlined the
legislation that he has been working on, and I think you are
familiar with the general outline. You are familiar with the
general outline of it because the President has described
it a couple of times in the past couple of days. Then there
was a discussion of that and various people offered their
views and asked questions about it.

The second part of the meeting was HEW Secretary
Mathews describing and explaining a number of approaches that
he has recommended which would help a community avoid reaching
the point where a court steps in and orders massive busing.
Then there was a discussion of that.

Then there was a discussion of those approaches
from Secretary Mathews and then there were a number of other
people heard from, with comments and with some ideas of their
own and with some questions of their own, and there were no
decisions made at this meeting.

What will happen now is that the President will
consider the opinions and views expressed today and he will be
consulting as needed with the various participants, although
there is no schedule of any formal meetings that I have to
announce now.

After he is satisfied that he has the legislation
he wants, he will propose it.

MORE #503
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The participants were the Attorney General,
Secretary Mathews, obviously, and Secretary Usery.

Now let me explain Secretary Usery's participation a
little better than I did this morning. He was there primarily
because the President values his advice on a broad range of
subjects not just limited to Labor Department matters or the
educational matters handled by the Labor Department.
Representing the Housing Department Was Under Secretary John
Rhinelander. Secretary Coleman, obviously, would have been
there but he is out of town. From the White House staff:
the head of the Domestic Council, of course, Jim Cannon:

Phil Buchen, the President‘’s Counsel --

Q Did I understand you Secretary Coleman would have
been there but he was out of town, is that what you said?

MR. NESSEN: Yes.
Q Why would Coleman have been there?

MR. NESSEN: For the same reason Usery was there.
Because the President values his advice on this subject and
others that are not directly related to transportation. I said
Buchen,and Cheney and Marsh and Hartmann, and then a number
of other people -- Max Friedersdorf, Paul O'Neill, Jim
Connor, Bob Goldwin, Bobbie Kilberg of the Counsel's Office,
Cavanaugh, Parsons of the Domestic Council, Dave Gergen,
Art Fish. I think that is the list.

Q Rhinelander is Under Secretary of Housing?

MR. NESSEN: Yes.

Q Did you get an answer to the question I asked
this morning about whether the legislation would have a

retroactive effect in any way?

MR. NESSEN: That is one of the legal matters that is
being discussed in the course of considering this legislation.

Q And you also said no decisions were made in this
meeting?

MR. NESSEN: That's right.

0 What decisions are there to be made, drafting
legislation?

MR.NESSEN: That's right.

MORE #503
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Q And they are obviously going to submit it,so
what decisions are there to be made?

MR, NESSEN: The President has to decide when the
legislation is drafted to his satisfaction and then he has to
choose which, if any, of Secretary Mathews' approaches he wants
to go forward with and which, if any, of the other ideas that
wepre broached in the meeting he wants to go forward with.

Q Ron, when the President asked the Attorney
General to find a court case he said the decision would be
Levi's as to which, if any. Is this initiative on legislation
largely with the Attorney General, as opposed to the White
House?

MR. NESSEN: The President has directed the Attorney
General to draft such legislation. The drafting of it is at
the moment, or has been in the hands of the Justice
Department. The legislation is now here at the White House
where it continues to undergo revision and so forth. The
Counsel'’s Office, the Domestic Council and the Justice Department
and the President are all involved in the process.

Q How close in time frame are we talking about?

MR. NESSEN: I can't give you a timetable other than
to say the President's words the other day -- on Saturday I
guess -- which were, I think, as soon as possible still apply
but T can’t give you a timetable.

Q Are we talking about perhaps a matter of a couple
of weeks or perhaps a month?

MR. NESSEN: I can't give you the time frame because
this is a piece of legislation which needs to be carefully
drafted and the decisions on the other matters need to be made
and I just don't have a feeling of when these decisions are
going to be made other than that they will be made as soon
as possible.

0 Isythe objective to have some impact on pending
court cases in the pending school year ~- September?

MR. NESSEN: I think I have to check the answer to
that question before I can give it to you. I don't know
the answer to that question.

Q Ron, is it not true that the Justice Department
in addition to the drafting of legislation also are providing
a brief for a Presidential statement to Congress on this?

MR. NESSEN: That is correct. A draft statement to
Congress to go along with the legislation.

MORE #503
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Q Is not Gergen a speechwriter and was not his
presence there because the President is close to coming up
with a speech to accompany this legislation?

MP, NESSEN: That was not my understanding of his
presence there. He was there as one of Dick Cheney's assistants
representing the Cheney office.

Q I know you don't want to be pinned down on time
but is it possible that the President would send this up
within a week or two?

MR. NESSEN: I just can't give you a figure on whether
it is days or how many days or how many weeks. I just don't
have the timetable.

0 Was Friedersdorf asked to give his estimate of
how late you could submit it with the chance of passing?

MR. NESSEMN: DMNo, he was not asked anv question at
this meeting.

0 At what point did the civil rights leaders
and the Members of Congress get in on this discussion? You
said they were going to be there.

MR. NESSEM: They have not received the views of
them ~- the mechanism for that has not been arranged yet.

Q T assume Levi is still looking for proper and
appropriate test cases., is that correct?

MR. NESSEN: That is correct.

0 Did he report at this meeting this afternoon
on the results of his search so far?

MPR. NESSEM: ©No, this dealt purely with the
legislation to limit busing and the legislation from Mathews
‘and a couple of other ideas but not with the other part of
this which is seeking an appropriate court case.

Q Ron, is the legislation intended to achieve
essentially the same ends as the review of a court case?

" MR. NESSEN: Well, I know that question was asked
this morning, Phil, and I don't, frankly, feel competent to
make that kind of judement. Maybe the better way to do it
would be to put you in touch with somebody in the Legal
Counsel’s Office.

MORE. #503
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Q Did any discussion come up as to whether this
is constitutional? There seems to be a clear question that
it may very well be unconstitutional, an approach like this.

MR. NESSEN: I don't recall anybody at this meeting
saying that the concept of limiting busing would be unconsti-
tutional. There was some discussion of -- there was no
specific discussion of -- nobody got up and said you can't
do this because it is not constitutional but Ed Levi did
describe some of the extremely complex legal questions
involved in the kinds of legislation the President has
asked for.

Q Did he talk about the fact, Ron, that the
Court of Appeals struck down some of the applications of the
Esch Amendment in the Dayton case? The President
talks about the Esch Amendment an awful lot.

MR. NESSEN: The Dayton case did not really come up.
The Esch Amendment did not really come up.

Q Ron, is it fair to say all the participants
in this afternoon's meeting share the President's enthusiasm
or give their endorsement to this search for legislation that
would limit busing?

MR. NESSEN: There was such a wide range of
participation and some of them did not speak, Russ, and

some of them spoke on different aspects of the subject. I
don't want to try to speak for everybody there.

MORE
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Q Did anyone in the meeting say we should not
be doing this, we should let the courts make this judgment
without trying to circumvent via legislation?

MR, NESSEN: No, they d4did not.
Q Did Pottinger or Bork attend?
MR, NESSEN: They did not,

Q Does the fact that you can't give us a time-
frame indicate that the President is finding the legislation
that Levi has proposed still basically unacceptable?

MR, NESSEN: No, that is not the reason why I say
I can't give you a timetable. There are decisions to be
made, There is a final draft of the Levi legislation to be
done and approved by the President, and there are the Mathews'
ideas to be reviewed and chosen and the other ideas to be
thought about, so it is only that there are a number of
decisions to be made, and I don't know what the timetable
for making those decisions is.

Q I guess what I am trying to get at is if the
Attorney General submits legislation presumably it has been
put together fairly carefully. The fact that you can't give
us any indication how soon this might go to the Hill made me
wonder if there were not some basic problems that still
have to be resolved and that we are not really that close, I
am not trying to put words in your mouth,

MR, NESSEM: I would not leap to this conclusion,
Dick., It is just a question of -- there are a number of
questions and there are a number of decisions the President
needs to make, and I don't have the timetable for making
those decisions.

Q You don't expect it before the primaries,
do you?

MR, NESSEN: I Jjust don't have any idea on the
timetable, Bob,

Q How can you not have any idea? I don't mean
to press you on this, but they have spent an hour and a
half discussing this thing. It seems almost impossible to
me that you could come out of a meeting like this and not
have any idea when they are going to do something. Maybe
if it is two or three weeks off, I could see your saving that
you don't envision it within the next week, but to leave
it openended like this ==
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MR, NESSEN: The President could go home tonight
and sit down with all the papers and come in tomorrow with
his decisions. He also could spend a considerable time
considering his decision, and he did not say at the meeting
which course he was going to follow.

Q Given the political climate that we are
operating in right now, it becomes somewhat more significant
if he is going to make a decision within the next few days or
"the next few weeks or whether we are tallking about two or
three weeks.,

MR. NESSEN: Whatever his decision and whatever
his timetable, Dick, it is totally unrelated to whatever
political factors you may have in mind,

0 Ron, the President did definitely express
his desire to have legislation, he wants legislation?

MR. NESSEN: He made that clear, I think, on
Saturday in the statement and he certainly has not
changed his mind since Saturday.

0 Is the initiative his or Levi's on this
legislation?

MR, NESSEN: It was the President directing the
Attorney General.

Q Was there any discussion tonight of a June 7
televised address on this?

MR. NESSEN: No, there was not.
Q Was there any discussion in the meeting of

attaching this legislation as an amendment to the education
bill that comes up in the Senate in a couple of weeks?

MR, NESSEN: I did not hear any discussion like
that.

Q Is the President s new nronosal only for
Executive action?

MR, NESSEN: There was discussion of, if the
President decided to go forward with some of the Mathews

ideas, how it would be carried out, but no decision was
made,

0 Could they presumably require legislation?

MR, NESSEN: There was a discussion of how to carry
them out, but I don't want to go any further than that.
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Q Ron, to approach Bob's question on constitu-
tionality for a minute, the President directed Levi to
find the case and Levi, we are led to believe, did not feel
the Boston case was proper because of various legal reasons,
that it did not present a proper legal case.

Has he expressed any reservation about any legal
approaches on this bill?

MR, NESSEN: Who, the Attorney General?
Q Yes,
MR. NESSEN: He is drafting it.

Q And he has no hesitations, expressed none
about appreoaching it this way?

MR, NESSEN: Certainly not that I have heard.

Q When did the President direct the Attorney
General to come up with legislation? Was it in November?

MR, NESSEN: I will check the date on that. I
don't know the date. Maybe Cannon does.

0 Ron, when we talked this morning I asked you-=-
we talked about limiting busing=--were you talking about
limiting it to a situation where segregation is being per-
petuated by an official body? You said yes and I said are
you talking about prohibiting busing situations in places
where segregation arose from other situations such as
housing matters, and you agreed with that.

MR, NESSEN: Correct. Just to show you it is not
only housing patterns, it would be things like zoning
regulations, economic conditions and so forth,

Q Now, those people who are opposed to the idea
or some of the people opposed to the ideas of the President's
legislation on this, say that the courts already are only
ordering busing in cases where an official body -- and every
instance it has been a school board -~ the court has found
some action of the school board resulting in the deprivation
of constitutional rights of some children,

So, my question is if that is what the courts
are already doing, how could what you are proposing make
any difference?

MR. NESSEN: Who is it that says this other?
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Q The NAACP and the NAACP Legal Defense
Department, which are two separate organizations.

MR. NESSEN: Having sat in on this meeting and
other meetings, it is a very complicated legal and constitu=~
tional question, and I just don't feel qualified to pass
judgment on a whole series of court cases which have dealt
in this area.

Q . Ron, is it possible for you to give us a
definition of what constitutes an official governmental
act that creates segregation?

MR, NESSEN: I am going to pass on thatone, Phil,
on the grounds it is a complex legal question.

Q Does the President feel some sense of urgency
about busing?

MR, NESSEN: What do you mean by that?

Q I mean, does he feel it should be something
that must be tackled immediately?

MR, NESSEN: He indicated last Saturday,and he has
not changed his mind, that he would like this legislation
to go forward as soon as possible.

Q Would he like that legislation to have some
effect on schools opening this September?

MR, NESSEN: That was the same question over
here, Ann, and I said I would have to check the answer to
the question,

0 Was there any mention in the meeting about
the reaction in Boston to the Attorney General's announcement
of Saturday?

MR, NESSEN: As I recall. it, there was no
discussion of the Saturday decision at all.

0 Was there any mention of violence, vandalism,
that twok place in Boston after the decision was announced?

MR, NESSEN: No, As I say, there was no discussion
of the Boston decision at all.

Q If it had not come out in the open that
Boston was being considered and the Attorney General had
rejected Boston, it probably would never have been announced?

MR. NESSEN: That is correct.
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Q Therefore, would there have been this
meeting today on the legislation?

MR, NESSEN: I don't know. How can I say that?
Rut you know the fact is that a while back the Justice
Department considered the Pasadena case with no publicity
whatever and decided it was not the proper case and walked
away from it and there were no newspaper stories and no
intense questioning here. The point is that I think it
really goes to. the same thing that I have been trying to
get over for a long time without any success; that is, the
White House has not raised this up. It is a political issue.

Q You are sure running with it.

MR. NESSEN: Anyhow, I was asked earlier when
did the President direct the Attorney General to draft such
legislation to limit busing., In early March the President
had Jim Cannon, in his capacity as head of the Domestic
Council, send a memo to the Attorney General on behalf of
the President directing the Attorney General to prepare
draft legislation which would minimize forced school
busing for his consideration, so that is early March,
April, May. I guess two and a half months,

Q You asked Levi for a court case six months ago
and he could not find it and now you are asking for legis-
lation two and a half months ago and he could not find it,

MR, NESSEN: Wait aminute. What do you mean he
can't find it., It is here.

Q You say he has it and you are still reviewing
it and reworking it., Is the President satisfied at the
pace at which the Attorney General conducts his business?

Q Is he satisfied with the premise to avoid
court orders that has been proposed in the legislation?

MR, NESSEN: Let's just wait and see the legis-
lation,

Q It is very complicated, even the way the
President described it.

MR, NESSEN: It is very complicated. That is
why a lot of people sat around the table today and had a
serious discussion about it.

Q One question in my mind, it is clear the
President will submit legislation.

MR, NESSEN: It was clear last Saturday and it is
clear today this legislation is the legislation to accomplish
this purpose.

And it 1is clear the legislation he was describing
would be the legislation?

MR, NESSEN: That is a generallzed descrlptlon of
what the legislation will do, that is correct,
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Q I guess what I am getting at is this afternoon,
working from what he said inside, he was talking about the
proposed legislation.

MR. NESSEN: Right.

Q I couldn't tell from his remarks whether that
méant that this proposed legislation was in fact what he would
send up without.being refined. In other words, this is the
concept that he is following, is that correct?

MR. NESSEN: That is correct.
Q So that is now an established fact?
MR. NESSEN: That's right.

Q In the interview he also talked about putting
up money for cluster schools, is he prepared to do that?

MR. NESSEN: This is another aspect of it, not part
of the legislation that Levi is drafting. This is more in the
area of some of the ideas that Secretary Mathews has.

Q Ron, have you cited any examples here of busing
that was prompted by factors other than official acts?

MR. NESSEM: I said, Russ, that I am just not
enough of a constitutional lawyer to do that.

0 So the legislation now being considered which

would completely ban busing that results from factors other
than --

MR. NESSEN: Wait a second. I agreed with John
Cochran this morning when he gave me a generalized description.
I don't have to agree with John, although I am glad to.
The President has given a generalized description two or
three times in the past couple of days of what he wants the
legislation to accomplish and I would rather stick to that
definition.

0 That definition does include the banning of
school busing as a remedy for segregation that is resulting
from factors other than official action.

MR. NESSEN: I think it is worded the other way,
Russ, that the remedy of busing should apply in those cases
to remedy those situations of segregation of students which
arise out of official acts.

Q Vhat I am trying to do is to apply the legislation
now being considered to cases around the country that presently
exist. For example, would it apply to Cleveland or would it
apply to Louisville?
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MR, NESSEN: You mean would it literally apply to
those cases or would it apply to situations like those?

Q Situations like or those particular cases.

MR. NESSEN: 1In the particular cases, as I said
before, the question of any retroactive effects of the law,
whether it has any at all or should have any at all, is one
of the matters being considered in putting the legislation
together.

Now on the question of whether it applies to
situations like those that you mentioned, I am just not
enough of a lawyer to answer that question.

Q The President, in one of the TV interviews
that you made available today, expressed his hope that
passage of this new proposed legislation, in conjunction with
the 1974 Esch Amendment, would eliminate or minimize forced
busing in cities in which it is already taking effect, so
doesn't the President clearly address himself to that and
doesn’t he maintain, if Congress passes his new legislation,
that there will be less busing in cities like Boston?

Is that not the proper conclusion?

MR, NESSEN: I have to see that quote. I don't
recall that particular passage that you quoted.

Q Ron, he also said that he could cite specific
examples where school boards, city officials and the courts
have gotten together to avoid extensive busing. Could you
tell us who those are?

MR. NESSEN: The one he cited most often in my
hearing is the Detroit case where there was an original
ruling which called for quite extensive busing and then,if
I understand correctly, there was another judge that took
over in the case because of either the illness or death of the
original judge and a second or revised order was handed down
and that called for considerably less busing than the original
order. That is the case that I have heard the President speak
of most often when he says there are ways to limit the amount
of busing and still accomplish the goal.

0 Ron, did I understand you to say that nobody
in the room today opposed the idea of this legislation that the
Attorney General is working on?

MR. NESSEN: ©Not in my hearing they did not.

Q I thought you said there were a variety of

views expressed.

MORE #503
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MR. NESSEN: Right, but somebody said -- I forget who

it was -- "didn't anybody get up and say 'Mr. President, that
is wrong, you should not do that.'" And I said, "No, nobody
said that.”

0 Did anyone dare?

MR. NESSEN: Well, those folks in the room, I think,
were not reluctant to express their opinions.

Q ?on, as far as you can tell, everybody in the
room agreed with the idea or the principle of legislation to
limit busing but they may have disagreed on how to go about
it.

MR. NESSEN: There was nobody in the room who stood
up and said what somebody suggested they might have said,
which is "I oppose that,” or "I don't think you ought to do
that.” Nobody said that.

Q Did anyone raise the constitutional question,
the legal guestion?

MR. NESSEN: I think I answered that before and said
I did not hear discussed the question of whether this legislation
contained any unconstitutional factors.

Q You also said Levi said there are some extremely
complex legal problems involved in this.

MR. NESSEN: There are.

Q Did Levi raise any questions about those
legal problems vis-a-vis the legislation itself?

MR, NESSEN: Certainly. He discussed many of the
legal problems involved in this issue.

Q Did he tell the President there may be some
problems with the constitutionality of it?

MR. NESSEN: I said, Walt, about three times that
the question of whether this could be done constitutionally
did not come up at this meeting.

Is there a question of retroactivity? Is
that a complicated legal problem?

MR. NESSEN: Somebody mentioned, you know, what would
be the application of this legislation and it is one of the
matters that is being considered as part of the legislation.

0 Kon, did the President express a view that he
would like to see it enacted?

MR. NESSEN: He did not. It was only a very passing
reference to that aspect.

MORE #503
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Q We get the impression, Ron, that the
Attorney General is acting under the direction of the
President and he is being a good spoldier but he is
really not very enthusiastic about the whole idea.

MR, NESSEN: I know there are some folks over
at Justice floating that idea. I suggest you ask the
Attorney General and I think you will get quite a
different idea if you ask him,

Q ° He never holds a news conference. He is
unapproachable, and inaccessible, It is really a bad
situation over there.

Q Ron, did anybedy bring up the possibility
that legislation could raise false expectations? Did
anybody say they must be very careful that we don't inflame
passions? Did anybody talk about the sociological impact
as opposed to just the legal?

MR, NESSEN: It was primarily a discussion of the
legal aspects.,

Q Ron, could I bring up a question? Yesterday,
did not you tell me that the Administration was considering
a prefatory meeting at Geneva -~ I am serious about this,
I am sorry I missed most of today's briefing -- for obvious
reasons I am sorry I missed it -- but didn't you tell me
that the day before yesterday?

MR, NESSEN: Dick, I told you exactly what I
told everybody who has asked me about this matter in the
past three months and the same thing Kissinger has said
since you have talked to him about it since London, and what
the State Department has said, which is we will help the
parties take steps +toward peace and the steps will be of
their choosing and in the form of their choice,

If they want to do it step by step, we will help;
if they want to do it at a Geneva forum or if they want to
do it at some sort of preparatory meeting prior to Geneva,
we will help, That has been our position,

Q Didn't you specifically cite without any
prompting from me the fact that consideration he was being
given a nrefatory meeting in Geneva?

MR, NESSEN: I did not say anything yesterday that
I did not say for three months before,

MORE #503
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Q Didn't you say it yesterday?

MR, MESSEN: Among the various choices. The
same choices we have had all along, though,

Q But you specifically cited that one.
MR, NESSEN: Along with the other two.

Q . I don't understand what I heard about
today's briefing, then, Ron,

MR, NESSEN: I hawe to go to a 5:30 meeting on
another matter. Have we beaten the subject to death?
I called you, Dick,on the phone yesterday and suggested
that you had gone very much too strong on that story,
but anyhow, we will talk about that later.

Q No, I am afraid that is not exactly the tone
of what you said yesterday, but never mind, I still don't
understand what I heard about today's briefing, a little
thing about it being wrong. It wasn't wrong, and you
know it wasn't wrong, Ron.

THE PRESS: Thank you, Ron.

END (AT 5:30 P,M, EDT)

#503
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SUBJECT: : Presidential Responses on Busing

Last week Art Quern pulled together a partial compilation of
past Presidential statements on busing. Judy Muhlberg has
tried to flesh that out, bringing it up to date through the

New Jersey interview of June 2.



REMARKS OF THE PRESIDENT AT THE 18th BIENNIAL
NATIONAL FEDERATION OF REPUBLICAN WOMEN'S

CONVENTION, Dallas, Texas, September 13, 1975

natter QfLizeme add at this point, if I might, the
positive is 0? goncern to me -- a matter that I am

214 Ti1lion Amé'?ep concern to all, those here and
written Lome wzlgans ~= we héve tried hard, we have *
quality'éduc;ti ~have appropriated money to accomplish-
the courts of f?v for the young in America. 'In 1954
heir ‘estimati 118 country decided that one way in

eel, the law of the 1Qnd°mu§§wbzeu§§§§§ldually may.

; But if I could give you a view that I have
cxpressed, not just recently but for 10 or more )
years, there is a better way to achieve quality
education in America than by forced busing. We
can and we will find a better way.

. o We can’igc?ease pupil-teacher ratios; we
ean‘lmprove facilities, have more and better
nglpment, rely more heavily on the neighborhood
chool concept. There is a way and we must find it.



INTERVIEW WITH THE PRESIDENT BY THE BOSTON GLOBE,
In the Oval Office, February 21, 1976

QUESTION: We will begin with the Boston busing,
‘specifically your request from HEW and Justice that you get
some alternatives to busing and so forth -- any progress?

THE PRESIDENT: I received a memo a day or so ago with
five or six alternatives, I have not had an opportuniiy *o
janalyze the suggestions yet. It is a matter that is being
currently studied pright here in the Oval O0ffice, but
proposals and various options just came to me about 24 or
_4g hours ago. ‘

QUESTION: What were the five or six, can you at least
tell us that? o

THE PRESIDENT: I don't think I really ought to aiscuss
the proposals because they cover a wide range of suggestions,
eand until I have had an opportunity to sit down with the Attorney
General and Secretary of HEW and get the benefit of the views
of the Domestic Council, I think it is premature to even
discuss the various options.



THE PRESIDENT: I have some reservations about that.
‘The truth is, and I said that in a press conference or in a
response to a question up in, I think it was,Dover yesterday
that actually what the Supreme Court has ordered is that local
district courts have a remedy to end segregation on the one
hand and provide quality education in disadvantaged areas on
the other.

Some judges have gone very far, others have shown
‘a more moderate view in trying to apply that remedy. I refused,
and I think properly so, not to identify any particular judge
or any particular remedy used,but it is perfectly obvious
that in some communities where one judge is used to remedy
with moderation the problems have been resolved without
tearing up the fabric of the community. What some judges
have done is used, to a degree, the Esch Amendment, the
seven steps or criteria that the Congress recommended, which
I approved of. I feel very strongly that our principal emphasis
should be on how you best achieve quality education, and the
extreme view of some judges, I don't think, achieves that,
and the extreme views of some judges has not, in my opinion,
solved the problem of desegregation. So there is a
remedy i1f it is properly used.

QUESTION: Without busing, Mr. President?

THE PRESIDENT: I think in some areas judges have used
the remedy of busing without tearing up the fabric of the
community and it depends upon the wisdom and the judiciousness
of the judge who has to deal with reality.

QUESTION: One last question to wrap up on busing.
These alternatives that you have here, when do you expect that
you will unveil them?

THE PRESIDENT: I always hesitate to put a deadline, but
I would say it would take us -=

QUESTION: After the Massachusetts primarv?

THE PRESIDENT: It would take us until some time next
month to come to some resolution of whether any one or any
‘part of these recommendations would --

QUESTION: One other thing, Mr. President. Have these
come from both the HEW and the Justice Departments?

THE PRESIDENT: I have brdered them to undertake
the review and I think they are the combination of their
joint efforts.



QUESTION: I would like to clear up one more
matter on the busing issue, which we opened with. You
“mentioned how you had these proposals and were going to
study them, but you seem to leave open the option that as
much as you favor the search for alternatives to busing
you might not get inte it at all. Is that a fair assessment?

THE PRESIDENT: I don't think I should pre-judge
precisely what -I am going to do. The alternatives cover a
wide range of options and they might take any one of several
courses of action but to pre~judge it now I think would be
unwise.

QUESTION: Let me just add this one thing. I read a
letter to the editor in our paper relating to the violence
in Boston last Sunday, and this person said, "This is what happens
when you have policy made by the Judiciary instead of the
Legislative Branch." ‘

Is it your objective that you could convince
Congress to do something in this field so that at least
the will of the people could feel represented and not under
the thumb of the Federal Judiciary?

THE PRESIDENT: Under our system of Government when
you have three coordinate branches and there is a constitutional
issue involved and the court has made a finding, even if
I disagree, I think the President,first,has an obligation to
enforce the law despite any dis agreement I have. It would
be far better if we could find a solution outside of
the court administration -~ it would be far better.

Certainly the handling of the administration of a
local school system by the Federal Judiciary, I think, is
very annoying to literally thousands of people because the
public, for almost 200 years, has belicved that the education
of their children is primarily the responsibility of the
community and it is such a stark contrast between that concept
which is so deeply engrained with the opposite where a single
judge is running a school system. I think that is one of the
basic problems, and if we can somehow find an answer that gets
away from that, it would be a lot more acceptable to the public,
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QUESTION: I know you are very clear about enforcing the
law, I am not trying to trip you up on that, but if you lived
in a school jurisdiction where a court order had been laid down
for busing and your children were going to public schools, would
you send them to private schools or move out of the jurisdiction
or do something to avoid that yourself?

THE PRESIDENT: That is a very good question. All of
our children were brought up and went to school in Alexandria,
Virginia, and with the exception of our daughter who went
one year to a private school, all of our children started
in the first grade because they don't have any kindergarten.

The three boys went from first grade through high school;

Susan went from first grade to, I think, the tenth grade,

she went one year to private school and then one year there and
one year to a private school when we were here.

But Alexandria was either under a court order or under
administrative action taken by HEW and they had an imposed
restriction of their school system and had substantial busing
and our children went to those schools during that period of
time, None of our. children went to private schools as a result
of that action either taken by the court or by HEW.

QUESTION: Were they bused as such or did they go on
their own?

THE PRESIDENT: The boys =-- Steve had a carry thing, but
Susan was bused.

QUESTION: She was. If you had elementary school
children who would have to be bused in a particular jurlsdlctlon,
would you stand for that?

THE PRESIDENT: I can only reiterate what we did under
the circumstances.

QUESTION: Right,

THE PRESIDENT: I think I would rather go by the way
we handled it rather than any speculation.
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BUSING Interview Q & As

Boston, more than any other city in the nation, has seen

its people divided, its racial tensions increased, its
classrooms become centers of conflict, and its streets
become battlegrounds because of the forced busing of
thousands of its schoolchildren. There is growing agrzement
among parents, politicans, sociologists and educators that
though desegregation of the schools is a desirable end,
forced busing is an imperfect and ineffective means to achieve
it. You have added your voice to the critics of busing by
saying that you oppose it and that there are better alterna-
tives to it. But you have never really spelled out, in
specific detail, what these alternatives are and what you
propose to do as President to bring them about.

Exactly what do you advocate to bring about integration in
the schools and reduce the racial tension in our city--and
wnat actions will you take to achieve those goals? -’

The first question we must answer is, “"What are we really
trying to do by busing?" All of us--white, black, every

American, in my opinion--want guality education.

Second, let me strongly emphasize that the Supreme Court,

in 1954, decided that separate but équal schools were not

constitutional. That is the law of the land. As far as

my Administration is concerned, the law of the land will be

upheld and we are upholding it.

Subsequently, the Federal Court decided that busing is one
way to desegregate schools and perhaps improve education

at the same time. But there is always more than one answer,



and I have the responsibility to give WHat I Thrmre—=—o
answer to the achievement of quality education, which is what

we all seek.

I believe that gquality education can be enhanced by better
school facilities, lower pupil-teacher ratios, the improvement

of neighborhoods and possibly by other alternatives.

Accordingly, I directed the Secretary of Health, Education
and Welfare, the Attorney General, and members of my staff to
‘ develop better methods of achieving quality education within

an integrated envrionment for all children.

‘The development of these alternatives is going on now.



REMARKS OF THE PRESIDENT AT THE LOS ANGELES PRESS
CLUB BREAKFAST, Hyatt House International, ‘May 25, 1976

* THE PRESIDENT: We can have one more after this
if somebody is ready, willing and able. :

QUESTION: Mr. President, I wanted to know whether
you believe that there are some situations in which busing |
could help toward the implementation of the 1954 Supreme
Court. school desegregation ruling?

THE PRESIDENT: Basically, I have opposed the
kind of busing remedy that the courts have utilized for the
achievement of quality education. I think the courts have
gone much too far in most cases in trying to achieve quality
education by the imposition of court-ordered forced busing
to achieve racial balance. ' :

I am.strongly opposed to segregation. I fully
oppose the constitutional rights of those who have been
discriminated against in the past. But the Court really has
a tool in court-ordered forced busing.

I can cite one case that I am personally
familiar with where they handled that remedy in a responsible
way -- my own hometown of Grand Rapids, Michigan. A judge
used good judgment and the problem was solved., We took
care of segrecation in a proper way constitutionally and,
at the same time, we were able to put the emphasis on quality
education,

But I can’ cite some other judges -~ and I won't
do that because the Attorney General admonishes me not to
do so -~ where I think they have gone far too far, and the
net result is we have torn up a number of communities and
it is tragic and sad. -

I hope that the Supreme Court in the proper case
can give some better guidelines, more specific guidelines
to some of these lower Federal courts so that they can use
a better judgment in trying to achieve, first, quality
education and, secondly, the ending of segregation, and
the protection of constitutional rights.



Q & A Session, PENDLETON MUNICIPAL AIRPORT, May 23, 1976

QUESTION: Ronald Reagan says the attitude of the
Attorney General apparently signifies some sort of change in
attitude of the Administration toward busing. What is the
attitude now of your Administration toward busing?

. . ,

THE PRESIDENT: There is no change in my attitude.
I have been totally opposed to court-ordered forced busing to
- achieve racial balance, because that is not the right way to
get quality education. The Attorney General is investigating
the possibility of filing an amicus curaie proceeding, as
far as the Supreme Court is concerned. He will make the
decision, if the facts justify it, and he will report to
me when he has made that decision,

But the basic attitude of the Ford Administration
is the same as it has been in the Congress and. in the White
-House. Quality education is not achieved by colirt-ordered

forced busing,. )



Q& A SESSION AT SAN DIEGO AIRPORT, LINDBERGH FIELD,
May 24, 1976

' QUESTION: Mr. President, when you talk about I
quallty educatlon, are you,speaklng about desegregated
educatxon° o T ‘ o . ~,,“
" THE PRESIDENT I am talklng flrst that quallty
~~education is our prime .responsibility. But, .at the same
“time., we have to maintain the constitutional rights of "
1nd1v1duals that we should not have segregation. I think
we can have both. If we do the right thing, both with
the courts on the one hand and the Congress and the
Pre31dent on the other, we can achieve quality. educatlon
without undermlnlng the constitutional rlght of SR ‘
1nd1v1duals to have desegregatlon. : ~ ERE

i SR
[



O & A SESSION AT EL TORO MARINE CORPS AIR STATION,

May 23, 1976

’ QUESTION: Mr‘ Pre81dent, what do you propDBe
as .an- altérnatlvexﬁo forced buszng° et fn ‘f? l
05 Q0 oelnn by SHEE B TR
w35 THE:. PRESIDEN? “The alternatlves are“well pet’”
forth' invwhat: weleall’ the Esch .amendment, the“Esch- mfndf
mént which was approved!whén I was a Member' of the" gduwe
of Representatives;iand I signeéd it'as.a law: in Yate 1978,
provides a list of alternative steps which, if the courts
of this~ country would follow; they wouldn®t get down fO
the last one, : Wthh i8 forced buszng to acﬁleve raélﬁl
Vbalance,~~' B S '

‘ " w®
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. . : . d
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The cdiivts, i my judgmen% have to look at the:
guldellnes prescrlbed by the- Congress. “‘The’ Congrea is
1nterested in quallty educatlon9 as I am, and- they e it
‘the Congress -~ are élso agalnsf segregatlon, but we
can:find a way for’ quallty educatlon if we follow thie Lach
amendment, and I hope and trust that the courts w1li in
the future.

s



Q & A SESSION AT THE JACKSON COUNTY-MEDFORD COUNTY
AIRPORT, May 22, 1976

QUESTION: Mr. President, are you moving to the
right on the racial issue with these busine remarks, and
the nuclear reactions in South Africa?

THE PRESIDENT: Not at all. I have strongly
opposed court ordered forced busing to achizve racial
balance. I have consistently all my life lived and
believed and voted for the end of segregation. But I think
the real answer that we are trying to get is quality
education, and court ordered forced busing is not the best
way to achieve quality education. ’

Therefore, what may transpire by the Attorney
General -~ and he has not yet made his final decision =--
is an attempt to get a better remedy for quality education
than the remedy that has been applied in several States.

H2vs

Poard
)

£ In the case.of South Africa, we are trvine to
ﬁ%:d the rad1c§llsm yhlch has develoned in South Africa
Ffince the Soviet Union and Cuba took over Angola. The
way to do that is to convince the indevendent States in
South Africa that there should be no outside power
controlling that part of that continent,




’PRE&ECONFERENCEINUHEZPREQDENTUHJBALPROQM
EAST AT THE NEIL HOUSE HOTEL, Columbus, Qhio,

May 26, 1976

QUESTION: Mr. President, Mr. Udall has'accusea
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 fall? < '

THE PRESIDENT: First, let me say that I have

- vigordusly opposed court~ordered forced busing to achieve

racial balance as 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. I 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
with the Attorney General and asked them to come up with
some better alternatives to the achievement of quality
education and court-ordered forced busing. The two
Secretaries in my Cabinet have been working on alternative
proposals. ) . -

The Attorney General is in the process of
deciding whether or not, where and when he should appear on
behalf of the Federal Government to see if the Court,
the Supreme Court, won't review its previous decisions in
this record. And secondly, the Secretary of HEW is
submitting to me in a week or so the alternatives that
he would propose to achieve quality education without losing
the constitutional right of individuals so that we can
do away with segregation and, at the same time, achieve
quality education. :

- 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 possibly
modify or change. We can't tell.



But, in the meantime, local iti '
have to obey the law and ny obiigationcigmiglﬁziz,czitziﬁrse’
th?t t?ey do. But we must come back to the fﬁndamental
objective -~ one, quality education, I believe thére is
a better remedy than court-ordered forced busing. R

QUESTION: Mpr. President. the T ivi i |
groups who believe thatthe word "q&alit;eegziagzgﬁ'igvil rignte
code word; that is, it is not in conformity with the Supreme
Court's 1954 decision that we should have desegregated o
§chcols and that separate but equal are not qual. What
18 your definition of "quality education"? ‘

THE PRESIDENT: I respectfully disagx!e@z}with
some of the civil rights leaders. I think the &St way
to outline how we can achieve better or quality education
and st1ll insist upon desegregation is set forth in legis-
lation under the title of Equal Educational Opportunities
Act, which was passed in 1974,

‘ If the court will follow those guidelines that
were 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
individuals, the students, a better educational opportunity
and accomplish quality education. ~ l




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.

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

My gqiestion 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 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 educaticn, 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 Justic

e

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 alternaflves
that you are considering to forced ggggggwmwl just wondered
what, beyond the Esch amendment, and what is spelled cut 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, lMr.
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: UWhy 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 problemns?

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 VWallace crossovers to Reagan?

THE PRESIDEKRT: T 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
t0 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 candidate for the Presidency
has to have a lot of support from independents and a significant
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 Jjust 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 thet same meeting, you said the Justice
Department may choosé 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 PRESIDEIT: 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 Doston.

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 prinaries were on the agenda,

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

QUESTIO: 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 judcment on those shortly?

THE PRESIDENT: I had three and I asked Secretary
Mathews to review them and to meke sure that they mirht
be alternatives that would really be helpful, And he has
csone back to review those three alternatives and I expect
shortly he will come up with a more complete recomnendation,



QUESTION: Just to follow up my orizinal question,
sir, you said in reply to a question on busing on the
West Coast, and I think I am quoting you correctly, that "maybe
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 vas almost unanimously approved because of his high
quality. FHe wasn't selected because he had any prejudgments
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 I would expect the United
States Senate to cverwhelmingly approve them as they did
Justice Stevens, /

-



REMARKS OF THE PRESIDENT AT THE 18th BIENNIAL
NATIONAL FEDERATION OF REPUBLICAN WOMEN'S

CONVENTION, Dallas, Texas, September 13, 1975

mattop Qszzemecadd at this point, if I might, the
pOSi’tivé i ,01; doncer?n to me -~ a matter. that I am
210 1i11iae Amé'?ep concern to all, those here and
written laws wglﬁans == we have tried hard, we have
qualityjédueétio ?ve appropriated money to accomplish
the courts of fh¥ or the young in America. In 1954
heir;éStimationls cqun?ry decided that one way in '
using. Now, ﬁéézgdizglgvifthat'waé C?Uft order forced
eel, the law of the l;idOmu2§wb:eu;§:;§ldually‘may

"But if I could give you a view that I have
expressed, not just recently but for 10 or more
years,‘there is a better way to achieve quality
education in America than by forced busing. We
can and we will find a better way.

. We can‘igcrease pupil-teacher ratios; we
can improve facilities, have more and better ‘
ZQﬁlpment, rely more heavily on the neighborhood

chool concept. There is a way and we must find it.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTONM

May 26, 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR JIM CENNON

FROM: ART QUERN

SUBJECT : President's Busing Statements

-~

Enclosed is a catalogue of the President's
statements on busing since the time he entered
office. '

.Attachment
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In general, I am opposed io the force

does not lead to better eéucaucn and

It

Armerica.
As enacted, H.R. 59 contains an ordered ami reasoned approach o dealing

with the remeining probiems of segregation in our schooxs but 1 regret that
iz o x

it lacks an effeciive provision for automatically re-evaluating existing cour
orders. This omission means that 2 different standard wﬁl be applied to those
districts which 2re already being compelled to carry out extensive busing
plans and those districts which will now work out desegr egaticn plans under the
more 111, Double standards are vniair,

‘ratioral standards st forth in this b
ndé this cne'is no e:v:ceptv,on. I be*xevv that all school districts, North and
uth, East and West, should be able f:o"a'dop"’c reasonable and jusi plans

cent

o
esegregation which WLll ot result in'children being bused from their
nel }3- thOOuJ. el ' ’ )

o i o i b S b




PR adb i e
R - P PR UL ORI
REMARKS OF THE PRESIDENT UPON A e} 19%ﬂ
o STENTING AMENDMENTS 0 H.R. 69, x
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‘ I think it is fair to say that this 183 slation , |
places reasonsble and eguitable restriciions .upon the rrchlenm §
cf busing, and in conjunction with tbe 8 upreme Court
decision will hopefully relieve that 1 nm and make the ;
solutlion far more equitable and 3u3t. T .o - - :
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BY BO% 'ON MEDIR REDDEQRNTAMTIAC ;
EDLA REDPRRYSENTATIVECS Qctober 12, 1
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Boston is a {fine, proud City, The cradle of liberty. Where many of the
irecdoms that we all so cherish today in this Country, were born, 200 yea
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others. Now, in = difficul
ns

[ adin o

1 o you. To reactin the n
your City's pecple. Itis up to yon, every one cf you, eve
parent, child, to rejeck violence of any kind in your (ty. 7o reject hatred

£

and the shrill voices of the violen: few.

I know that nothing is more important to you than the safety of

in Boston. And only your calm and thoughiful action now can g

seiety.- I know that you will all work together for that goal. And have one
more thing to be proud of in the cradle of liberty.
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INTERVIEW OF TH

E PRESIDSNT By August 30,
-
ARTHUR ALBERT, EXECUTIVH HNDWS DIRECTOR,
o P o1
WIAP-TV, SARAH WVYE, CORRISP NDENT,
JT R D e Y ™ 7 e v T
Iii:;z\ TV AND JACK CAVENAUCH, CORRESPONDENT,
WOAR~-TV, Sheraton-~Islznder Tnn
Newport, ?h de Island
QUESTTON: Mo Pt
. QUMVMAOF- Exr:ﬁfﬁbLGESL, scho c*s ouaﬁ vmﬁv soon
&mmm?;acmm“wem”imi&wﬁmﬁaﬁ- Qﬁ,m:mymnzma
Springfield Cat o e e Fo s s
Springfield,Massachusatts thal means forced busing for- ded
segregation..-.You -have.had a position on busing befove. Cam -
you:take a minute and cWaﬂj~x ycur position on busing? Wha
1s your-positron on busing? ‘ “ |

-/ THZ PRESIDENT: .Beforel!X @aj any” ing about what oy -
hR-ES »- L want To. sav;mosL emphatically that
I, as President and &l that serve with me in the ?edé%al
Govv;?mant.wwlll enforce the law, no qu DS;an QSGLL that.

Rl

e

Werwill,tto.thamextast,ée es awy, meke sure that
‘any court order is.enforced. | o

‘Now I add o
want.any co t
;e“'cc““Ln”t j”s.rorc1ng Dasizg

So I have. sent up the the Attorney

© v S b - om s e S oo

on ccal'scbomi-syst L ha )

Ganeral, and gheucexanLLy ralati—ns-'xperts —— Lnﬁyfhav ,sé;r
or five paople up there: that are working with the court, with
the-cchosl boards and with parents. and with others. At the
seze Tira %he new Scoretary of £ HEW, David iathews, has sent up
nis Ecpf;&n'to xork~w1un‘tna school system. And that =
indiviéuélﬁ'z*;.Goldﬁerg,_has tnarlty to snen@ extra.” -
Eederal:funés.to“try and improvg.tha sit atﬂo lﬂ Bos;o“-'A

Toreced,

=
N
e
the

= en
that ”e.aré’gdin« to try ‘and moceraﬁa ané work with
: stony I will give you oy views on what we are

) 2 basic thing that everyone is tryin
provide quality education. tThere is a &i
2 how you achieve quality education.

t forc 15ing by courts is not the
t‘ink There 15 a better
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THTERVIEW OF THE PRESIDENT BV Septemxber 12
JULTUS HUNTER, NEWS ZEMNCHORMAN AND 197
HOST, ROBEX ARDY MON-RADI(

ANNOUNCE ) :

LOTLLE PO N FLACK,
POLITICAL EDITQ}{, .:uT. LOUIS GLOBE
D AGCCRAT, CGateway Tower BRuilding,
St.. Louis, u:L souri o

cee QUESTTON &5 MprZ-President, ) us,.r.g Ti5 A .sn Dj»&::;:.,,ﬂ )

o practicerthat ds distasteful to g’l «a “segment of <The
Américanapcpuléfion;1h0thwz}f; : bziﬁfiz_is.cugh.
o distasteful’and westeiul Is there:
=ny alternative that you see S S

I A -

THE PRESIDENT: I think. H;t‘we have To decilde,
ia the first’place,” Wﬂ>lnb9 are realiy trying te do by
busing before-youw discuss w%a*%eﬂfitTls good.or bad. a1l %
of us +- white, black, every nmerlcan,in my. opinion ——— - i
wants quality eéucatio; . e L

Now, the court deci: hat seﬁaﬁauv b:t
_equal schools were constitutional.and the couris have =
ising is ra tr; and desegregate .on i

Qecded hha bL sing ;s_one way to,g«g and seg
: ps Improve educat on on | the other. =i’

Q £
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53
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= Gl . B4 H

<7 "% Many of +hosga éecza;ors hava raised grea*i?%ﬂkﬁe“wl
v

BT e e et

in many, many.localities -—- Louisville and MUQLCn being the
ost prominedtgat t e priesent timaﬂv R B

"*DiscﬁSsiag_ nose two com ”Ln_~*wsj lmt ma‘veﬂy

stromgly emphasiza the court has decided something.’ “-That
fowrd

is  the law of the la&d“ As Tar as my Ac&ﬂh*s**““ion is

e o LS
concerned, th the, lax nd.-will: be-upheid,-and we are
"Dnolc* ng it ‘ ) =

© ° Buxithen, I think I nav&”*‘hw *1ch -to gilve what
s a better answer.to the achievenesntrof qualit;

Tt e v e

:3.3

S

i
educdtion, which is what we all séek, and there-is always
mere than one answer, 5

I think that quality education can be enhanced
by better school facilitie lower pupil-teacher ratios,
the plsienae overnant of +h

K‘J

el

= T

Tter answers,in my judgment, than busing under z oo
ord o, ‘

Ul



S ey e ¢

Quziity education can be achieved by mere than one
mathod, L was reading in the Washington Post this merning
= column by cone-of the cutstanding dlack columnists,
Yr, Raspbersys; and Mo. Rasphe-ry has come 1o The conciusion
et court ordered, forced husing, is not The way To echieve
1ity sducation for blacks or whiTes In a major meTTO-
1tan area.

le, where the court
~rdered busing, how well do you think the people of
Trooa two citiss have conducted themselves in bringing
about crar T order=d_exchangas,_of black aad white stTudents?

THE- PRESIDINT: There have been some’ discrders
there over—the last’ year or mope.: ’ B '

g ;;*s':zazz:é"z"fanft}zinki_g abavt this fail, @ Thers
havs beenﬁ?adar&l agents there, o Scourse, To Ty To Foa 1T
tain order., Are vou reascnably wvll satisfied with the
"ay't“ings have happenad or noc?

THE PRESIDENT:-- So far, there has been & minimun
of lccal éisorder. I hope that.that attitude can
pravail in the months ahead as ths police. involvenmant
and the rederal marﬁh&l.L?VOlVQmﬁﬁL maco es less and less.

I
Tthe metrcd bj whic

:1th h they are trying to achieve cuality
educatien. - - SN K

QUESTION: Are you counseling the people of those
two cities to cooperate with the courts, or are you
encouraging them to walﬂualﬁ their str ﬁg,feelings in
some cases that this 1s an improper solution?

THE PRESIDENT: Last year I did a talevisad
tape urgzing the pe=ople of ‘Boston to cooperate with the
cou“* and to maintain law and order I did that then,
and I have counseled everybody that I talked with iIn
Bostcn to en razge thalir fellow Bostecnians to obey the

law and Follow the cour:?

~ -

50 an opiimist, even

s action.

e i s 1 s £ o e 0



THNTERYVIEW WITH THT e ’ : A : ;
INTERVIENW WITE i DPRESTDENT BY Septemdar 29, 1t

BOB ARD QI\M"‘“’{ JMSE% MARLOW
AND WARREN OLNEY, KNBC~TV
Century Plaza Hotel, Los
2ngeles, California

THZ PR,,S TDENT: ~ The Congress in 187k _zpproved m.‘g_t

was lsheled the Esch Amendment, laid oul six cr seven U T
specific g“'del;nas for the c ;rts“to fcllow. The last of th

recommendation To achieve what the courts should do was busing --
court ordersd Fforeced busing o cschieve racial integratiom.
Those steps.and. I was in the Congress _part of that time and

I signed the bill that became law, +hnse steps include &

megnet sChool, utilizetion of the neighborhccd school -eoncept,

the improvements cf facilities, ev cotera. I hope that in’

‘the Iuture, a5 some CO““Se'iA_thé’past,‘racent7@ast;~¢ill _
utilize those iéel:nas pather then plunging into court- -~
crdered forced busing.as the only option fop-the ‘sertlement

of the-segregation problem in the school. S TTe T oo

. . GQUESTION:, The whole cption to”busing tends-to-get ‘
confused with.racism ind there are a2 lot of paciel epithets §
and what not being thrown about on +he protest’line. ~DO-w
you have anything to say about +nas?" “You are opposed TO
busing but how go ycL‘make +he distinction? Co- R

Lh
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QUZSTION: Iz ent, are you -encouraged by
pregress tHot your raticn is mzking in the search
you ordered last alternative ways to echieve
grezetion without sing? Are you coptimistic?
vou encouraged th 1 heve found & coluticn?
THEE PRESIDENT: I have had two of the outstanding
of my Cebinet working with others, trying to find
new aporoach or & combinstiocon of several new eppreaches,
1 &am encouraged with theip Trograss 10 date because I
- is @ matter we have to settle and setils in a
tructive way, and between the Attorney General, M»r. . Levi,
the Secretary of HEW, T believe thet we mzy have some vwevs
hich we can achieve the results without the tragedies .
have ceocurred in some of our major metrcpoliten areas.
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SIDENT BY DON WAYNE

: OF THE PRE

WHIO-TV, Dayton, Ohio,

MR, ."WAYNE: Boston, Louisville, even in my own
community of Dayton, Ohio =--

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

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 desegregation
cases, :




What it provides is that 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 systemyi:as 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 time, achieve better
educational opportunities.




/ .
INTERVIEW OF THE PRESIDENT BY WIW-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 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
be against court ordered forced busing to achieve racial balance
because I think there is a better way to achieve quality
education, 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

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




-

QUBSTION' As you indicate, Mr. President, for approx;matelyf
the last 25 years segregation has been unconstitutional in this

country. What remedies are there to get around busing,if any at
all?

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 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 tdke 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
same time 1mprove 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

black and the west side is very predominantly white. What do you
do in a 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 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 E
proper leadership, sitting down with the court, with the 1
Board of Education and handling it, we have avoided the violence f
that has taken place in several other places.




»

| INTERVIEW OF THE PRESIDENT BY NEW JERSEY NEWS
MEDIA REPRESENTATIVES, East Room, June 2, 1976

QUESTION: Mr. President, ybﬁ’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
area where there was segregation within a school district.

. Now, the proposed 1eg131at10n seeks to llmlt the
authority 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 buszng is taken 2
away from them?

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

W o o s > 2
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INTERVIEW OF THE PRESIDENT BY NICK CLOONEY
WKRC-TV, Cincinnati, Ohio, The Map Bom, June,1, 1976

MR. CLOONEY: Mr. President, it has been charged in
at least one political column that I read recently and else~
where;that you deliberately brought busing into the primary
campalgn as an issue and since Cincinnati, as other communities,

is go%ng to be a court test, we have great interest 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 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 HEW, 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 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 busing being involved in the
primaries. It is not true.

MR. CLOONEY: But Mr. 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 the 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 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.






