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. THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

August 6, 1975

MEMORANDUM FOR: DICK CHENEY
JERRY JONES
BOB GOLDWYN &~
BOB HARTMANN

FROM: | RON NESSEN R /V‘V

Attached find a memo prepared by Jim Shuman of the Press Office

staff pointing up a common criticism of the President which has appeared
in a number of first anniversary assessments, and suggesting a possible
course of action to meet this criticism.

May I have your comments or reaction to this memo? If I can get your
comments back by mid-day Friday, Jim would have a chance to further
develop his ideas while the President is in Vail,



THE WHITE HOUSE

WADHINGTON

MEMORANDUM 1'QIi: RON NESSEN
FROM: JIM SHUMAN
SUBJLCT : VISION AND THE NEVY POLITICS:
PROPOSAL FOR A PRESIDEWNTIAL THLME
Does the Ford Administration have a vision to carry the country

through the 1980's and into the next 100 vears? Or is it to

be little more than a nuts and bolts caretaker of the machinery
of government? '

These questions, which strike at the heart of what could become
a major campaign issue, began to surface in the nation's press
even before the President announced he would be a candidate.

Dennis Farnev, writi n the Wall Street Journal several weeks
before the President's formal announcement, asked: "Does Mr.
Ford have a problem of substance.....Does he know what he wants
to accomplish through the Presidency?"

"American political campaigns typically hold out alternative
visions of the future." Farney wrote, "Does Gerald Ford have
such a vision?"

Since then, there has been a steady, if still subdued, drun-
beat of similar criticism.

"His style may be likeable, but what of substance?" The
Milwauvkee Journal asked in an editorial on July 10th.

"There's a nothingness there (at the White House)} Peter Lisagor
said on Washington Week in Review, July 1l8th, "There are no
programs on the drawing board; there are no policies developing
or emerging or evolving, so far as we can see."

The President, Time Macazine noted in a favorable cover story
on Gerald Ford's first year in office, "has not provided any-
thing resembling a blueprint for the nation.™

Newsweek, in a similar article, said President Ford "has yet’ .

to demonstrate any larger capacity for leadership -- for de-"
fining goals and mobllizing the energies of a nation behind

them."
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"It is time fox qu*te a radical rethinking in American politics,”
Harris said. "The old low ight divisicn of 30 or 40 years ago
is totally out-of-date. The o‘d nostrum of a federal take-over
of business appedl“ to no more than 11 percent. The even older
nostrun of lea v1ig the economy to the free market leaves over
eight in every ten cold and unimpressed.

"The dominant mcod of this they want men of hope, and
~genuine humanity, with co» for the less perllCQng, but
with a realism a&oout the tough chicms modern society faces.” o -
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"The kind of leademship they would ebhide would

ask for c¢tringent sacvifice in eneroy and food
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who has the courage to spsak with compassion abo
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fact; the liberal who has the co : about the
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trace. Le
ship, in chort, that has the courage to cut through the us
political cant and soy how rotten the old perk barrel politi
really is.”

'Above all, people want leaders who have the courage to welcome
the governed into the political process. 'Open Up' is the les-
son of Watergate and the past few years. People do not want

to be treated like 12—~ year~olds.

"We find the common community of interest underneath was never
greater. The trouble with the leadership in all ficlds is that
it has spent 20 years clawing its way to the top, only to find
that when it once attains that upmost rung, it is 20 years out
of date. In a chorus, people are sayving we must learn not to
attack each other, but instead to attack our common problems.
And people want to find all that and get ¢going on it now....
now before it is too late.”

I would explain what has happened more dramatically.

In the past few years, the United States has undergone a major
shift in values. It is, in effect, a silent revolution. It is
a revolution which is consonent with basic Republican philosophy
but which neither Republicans nor Democrats have yet scemed aware
of.

It should be recognized politically, not just for the benefit
of the politicians who sense it (and a few such as Governor
Brown of California and Governor Dukakis cof Massachusetts seem
to), but to rebuild and strengthen the United States and to
restore a needed and missing sense of persconal competenc a
sense that we, the people of the United States, can solve our
problemns. ’
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Althouch 1t is %purzed?&’thm insbility of centralized government
to oiilciently deliver services or to re _\‘3 to the needs of
people at a local leve], it is not negative. Nor, as much of
national political rhetoric still seems to be, is it phrased in
necative terms. It d;g~ ot want to ignore p;oblems, only to
shift them to the level where they can be most effectively solved.
To gsupporters of the lew Pederalil
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fon
the Nixon Administration, this
of their ideas. But cur respo
is negative. It 1is against "Big Government
offer little to replace it.

There are, however, scores if not hundreds of examples.
hington-based national research
in each of the {five major
ralization is taking place.

-

centcL, reccntly noted
areas where this shift to‘ard decent

To quot fVOF a report the Center developed in cooperation
with ihc Urban Research Corporation, of Cnlcego'
" (1) Incre: and nﬁxchbowhqgo influence and
control. in the nloquy ct neichporhocd control, thb 'irst

actions were based on criticisms of the system brought by
communlby members seeking to make schools and police more
accountal to local concerns. In the next stage, the cycle
has moved toward more inr cration of civil activities leading
to the develcopment of 'neighborhood multi-service centers'
which exist in some form in almost every city of over 75,000
population. The basic service elements are infermation and
referral, healith, emwployment, welfare, housing and youth
programs The newest development has turned from integration
of px eoent services to community goal setting. This 1is oc-
curing in about 250 cities and towns including Memphis,
Cleveland Heights, Iowa City, Santa Barbera, Seattle, Tulsa,
Greensboroe, New Orleans, Dayteon, and Rochester, N.Y."
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cultural textbhooks in scheools). Ve are iust beguhnlwﬂ to
recognize the extent of a jurisdictional diversi 1ty in approaches
to rn oblem solving--wide variations in chie way towns, cities
and states ave appr ‘chlng issuaes.  The o©ld notion that there
was a "one best solution” to sccial problems to be inposed
everywhere is fading.'
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nelqbno -hood councils and n@lgﬂhﬁLhOuQ COdTL% cmerging; small
towns are regaining popularity; transit systems are being
installed with mini-buses and jitneys; custodial institutions
(jails and mental institutions) are being decentralized; and
families arc decreasing in size. The guestion is, what is the
most appropriate scale (level of government) for each particu-
lar social goal.”

In*botﬂ

This trend is not confined to government. It is showing up in

attempts to improv factories and offices, educational institutions,

and social service organizations. To me, this is the politics

cf the 1970's and most likely into the next century: Can this

desire for responsible individualism, with its recognition of

dlvercity and interdependence, be accommodated by our existing
stitutions.
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I think we should becin, preferably s socon as Day, to
begin to articulate how ' is to be ieved. We
should define it as ITndividualisn' or whatever,
phrase catches popular , 1 notes that individualism must
recocnize interdependence. (iAnd doss not use the word "new”.
People are tired and distrustiul of that type of rhetoric and
promige.)

I would propose a program of several stages.

Stage I: Recognition and Learning-- This stacge would have the
President acknowledcing, probzbly in a € C that much hab
changed in the United Ctdtﬂs during the pas o

then set out to learn about it, through on-si OUrs , mcot:ng%,
conferences; posturing hiveelf as a leadey acorcernad about his
'1 ] g ~ < 3 - i

people and desirous of finding oul how they ave i :
gucccsqLuJTW attacking problicms ~- and virtuvally all of ocur
national problems fit under the overall schematology of "Respon-
sible Individualism." There avre nany successful ewamples of suct
new agproaches. FPresidential recognition would doubtless spur
others. In addition, in a period in which people are distrust-
ful of politicians and feel thelr views are not heard, the pos-
ture of a President acknowledging the competence and wisdcm

of the American pgvvle would be, at least, reassuring. This
stage would last perhaps three to four months, say up until

the end of 1875

bt

Stage ITI: Reflective. This period would also last three to
four months while programs were developed. During it the Pres-
ident would continue to make specches and do other Presidential-
type activities. There would be no sublic annauncements of new
policies, but the President in Bicentennial spec 2Ches couid arti-
culate the basic premises of "Responsible IHQLV"“UalJ

Stage III: Tmplementation. This would coincide with the
election campaign, it would follow the tr ~aditional political
pattern of a campdlun, but would be well in tune with what the
voters were thinking, and it would be offering fresh soluticns.






THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

TO: Ron Nessen
FROM: Robert A. Goldwin

COMMENTS: The attached telegram
has been sent by the American Jewish
Congress. However, they called and
dictated it to us over the phone.

9/2/75



TELEGRAM

9/2/75
Dear Mr. President:

We wholeheartedly support your call for the use of American civilians to
monitor the new Sinai agreement. A U.S. presence there is essential for
progress towards peace in the Middle East and for reducing world tensions.

The fact that small numbers of American civilian technicians will be
stationed on both sides--and will be there at the request of both parties—-
should eliminate any serious apprehension that Americans will be drawn

into some future conflict.

American citizens will not be there in any partisan capacity and will

not be identified with the cause of either side. Any analogy to America's
past involvement or to conflicts in any other part of the world is

wholly misleading.

We trust that Congress—-recognizing the crucial nature of the American

commitments to monitor the agreement, to providing substantial military
and economic aid to Israel and to assuring her oil supplies—-will take

appropriate action to ratify those commitments.

We are grateful for the contribtions of our government in bringing about
the agreement which carries with it the potential of an historic event
for Israel and the Jewish people. If the parties faithfully and honestly
carry out their promises and responsibilities the agreement can become
the first affirmative step toward bringing genuine peace to the Middle
East.

We commend you, Mr. President, and Secretary of State Kissinger for your
remarkable and successful diplomatic effort.

Respectfully,

Rabbi Arthur Hertzberg
President
American Jewish Congress

The President of

the United States
White House
Washington, D.C. 20500



Some items in this folder were not digitized because it contains copyrighted
materials. Please contact the Gerald R. Ford Presidential Library for access to
these materials.



MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

TO: DONALD RUMSFELD
RICHARD CHENEY
JAMES CONNOR
RONALD NESSEN
ROBERT HARTMANN

FROM: ROBERT GOLDWIN

I had a chance to talk on the telephone with one of the editorial
writers of the Washington Post soon after the President gave his
Helsinki speech. I reminded him of the editorial they ran entitled,
"Jerry, Don't Go." I suggested that they might now want to write

an editorial entitled, "Jerry, We're Glad You Went." He said he
doubted they would go that far, but that they had a high opinion of
the speech and would show it in their editorial. In case you missed
it, I enclose a copy.

Note, especially, the praise in the last paragraph.

9/4/75

Encl.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 2, 1975

MEHORANDUM TO: DON RUMSFELD
- DICK CHEREY
JANES LYRN
JACK MARSH
ROBERT HARTMANN
JERRY JONES
ALAN GELENSDPAN
JAMES CONNOR
RON NESSCN

I
/3
FROM: BOB GOLDWIN 4,;'5 A

FYI, in case you missed it.
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THE CHRISTIAN SCENCE MONTOR

0] 75

New York's {inencial crisis is producing a

ignificant pelitical omen bearing on next
ycw' 's presidential eloction.

What has happened is that the liberal center
of the United States — New York City and
New York State — has been shocked by the
evidence that its policies of uncentrolled
spending have brought the biggest city in the
nation to near bansiupicy.
- The omen (o w?:xr*h T am referring is the fact

PPN

city c.lld me state are sharply and suadenly
turning to the conservative economics of

Gernld Feord, Benald Ronvan, and (b

ick Democratic Governor of California, Jerry

S PO
3N Uvrad.

Says City Council president Paul O'Dwver,
one of the mest libe Democrats in the state,
aad first in the line ¢ xcession to be the next
mayor: ‘I don’t see any difference betveen a
hard-nosed reactmnar_v and myself on how vou
run the City of New York.”

Says Democratic state chairman Patrick J.
Cunningham: “T'm afraid that has to be the
thrust for the future. We can't have gimmick
budgets any longer.’

As a consequencp of the city's financial
plight, it is evident that the Democratic E rey
and its liberal supporters are rushing to
embrace fiscal conservatisin — perhaps too
late

1t is evident that in taking the necessary
steps to rescue the city from collepse, in-
cluding dismissing thousands of emplovees,
imposing a wage freeze, and rajsing subway
fares, the Democratic lca ders are straining to
the breaking point their long-time alliznces
with the labor unions and minority ethnic
groups,

But this is not the most important political
consequence What ma zes this develonment
oot Lniut .\lh\ )

f,ux'utduv huuﬂll
Denmociatic leauzh are tu:nmd consery
but that New York's
voters are turning eway from liberal Dor
cratic candidates.  Apparently thﬂ'
sericus doubts that th.s after-the-calamity
conversion is for real or likely to be Very
Jasting.

AE s

Tne evidence thal New York voters are riot
putting their faith in the “reformed” liberals,
new procizim how conscrvative they ara,
in a realh hg.rr?-m*e con er \L.;ive,
2390

*“‘lmg, it’s and to true-tlue
conservatives, it's s, It reveals that
New York Sen. Jz;n&s L. bBuckley, who ciien
criticizes Presldcm [(‘rl or‘ tbe grcunﬂ that
E - i K .
i

ave] A

¢ mocrmic senatorial proapacts
Even in the once strowgh Democratic cwv

prosinets, Senptar T -

the oid- line Denmu‘ats mr‘ludmg such \“ed~

| I Y : i

draine v ad I-A‘ EA\.u a.: i ll"«‘,'v \l'ln‘ﬁ
say, Luelia Abzug, _rsd Robert F. V\P-’"l?’" Jr.
Oniy b?a\ I\.fs‘ ersen mer City Consumer
i . Tén S.U'i"ﬂv ahead of
City but lost to Buckiey

Buciddey in New kc;
in the statewide poil.
Is this rejection of the political liberzls

under the hammer of financial crisis
isclated phenomenon’ : you consider ¢

a recent national Gallup poll showed that 59
percent of the voters would support a conser-
vative over a liberal party — if they had that
cheice — what is now h:qr;wnir g in New York
I pozm to the shape of things to come.

(?mmcranca’.:y orierted -




N THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Novenber 24, 1275

A
MEMORANDUI FROH: ROBERT A. cornury / VA<

SUBJECT : Raising Lveryone Above the Average

i

In the Wovember 10 issue of The Chronicle of IHicher Education,
there is an article on the increascg oi State expondjt1 es
on education which beging this way:

State legislatures bave appropriated an average of 28%
more money for higher education's operating expenses in
1875~-7¢ than they did two years earlier.

"However:

"——fipwropriation increases in 23
the national sverage." .

tates failed to reach

. .

The error in understanding is humo*ous, but worth thinking

about seriously. . there is an increase described in tex

of the average for all 50 stetes, some large nunber of Lhe
states will, unavoidably, fall below the average. If they
had used the woxrd, median, they would have had to gay that
"appropriation increases in 25 states failed to reach the

national median."

A

-What the author of this article has wnwvittingly expressed ig
the strong desire of many people that no stete, no school
district, no school, and no pupil, should "fail to reach the
average. "

For decades we have been acting as if we could repecal the
law of supply and demand, ac ii we thought we really could



Page 2 S —

1ave our coke and eat it, and as if we could make evelytnjng
and everybody above average. That irresticnal desire is what

this Administration must contend with.

One mission this Administration ought to impose on itself
and proclaiw is the task of reminding the nation and the

world, that the very neening of average is that some sizeable

portion, freguently half or close to half, must inevitably
be below average.

Eguality mecans equality of ricghts and eguality of 0900“”unmL
We cannot have eaudljty of results without the repressive
imposition of levelling frec society there will be
differences. &nd where there ere differcnc eg, scma will be
above the average and scome below. The best we can do is t
to raice the level of © ‘ age.  That sad fact is not t
doing of malevolent foxce lectful leadership, but
simply one of the uLCJuf9 ahle facts of human cx,”tcn00w~not
to speak of the unchangeable rules of aruxhx etic. I think
there is a theme in this wo: g >3
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

TO: JERRY JONES
JAMES COWNOR
RONALD NESSEN
JAMES SHUMAN
JAMES CANNON
JAMES CAVANAUGH
i ROBERT HARTIHANN '
- MILTON FRIEDMAN
! JAMES LYNN
PAUL O'WNZILL
DAVID LISSY

ALAN GREENSPAN 7 ‘
FROM: ROBERT GOLDWI} / g
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Attachment

11/25/75



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

TCO:

Ron Nessen
FROM: Robert A. Goldwinw

COMMENTS: pyI

12/19/75
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Bob Goldwin: Ford’s talented talént scout

‘"YW look for a man who, when I ask,
‘Whatdo youthink Ishould doabout
aproblem?’ answers, ‘Hell, I don't

know. I'm just telling you what's

wrong.’ "’

That's Robert Goldwin, talent scout,
telling me how. he recruits the right
academic people to invite to the White
House. Robert Goldwin, ex-Dean of St.
John’s University, former assistant to
Donald Rumsfeld when he was am-
bassador to NATO, is presently mixing
the worlds of academia and politics in
White House seminars, and relishing
his role.

Many presidents have had an “in-
tellectual-in-residence’ (a term he ab-
hors). “Some,” he says, “have thought

nf thamealvee ac ‘erhalariv ctarce? irha

ment will pay a portion of it for a year,
and I'll work for you, if you can give me
some assurance that I'll learn some-
thing on this job.” Goldwin adds,
‘‘Leave it up to the kid not to spend his
voucher unwisely! What we have to
look for is a substitute for apprentice-
ships because apprenticeships are al-
most dead in most trades.”

In Japan, Goldwin continued, a stu-
dent who has left school one day, has to
register the next-with the government
unemployment service. *‘They don't
lose track of them for a day. In this
country, kids sort of get lost. They
leave school and nebody knows who
they are or where they are or shows
any special concern for them.”

to college, figure up the lost income for
the first four years -— not only what you
don’t pay out but what you don’t earn
during those four years. Invest that
sum, then compare the income level
with, say, plumbers to government
workers or teachers or the other occu-
pations for which you need a college de-
gree. It's likely that the college gradu-
ate will not be significantly better off
than a fairly successful tradesman.”
That’s the practical academic ad-
dressing the problem. In short, he is an
educator who believes that college edu-
cation is not for everyone. In a world
where the job situation changes con-
stantly, salable skills are more impor-
tant than length of education or even

PO

making automobiles safer by adding
safety features with buzzers, lights,
seat straps, padded dashboards, and so
on. He has found that the more safety
features a car has, the more likely it
will be in an accident. For some rea-
son, the rate of accidents has gone up
as we’ve added safety features year af-
ter year. His interpretation is people
feel too safe in these cars and therefore
drive more recklessly. One of the in-
dications is that there’s been a great in-
crease in pedestrian injuries and
Geaths. That’s the kind of thing [ keep
on encountering.”

1 asked for some other examples.
“In a survey of drug regulations, it was
found that all new medicines that don't

—
[
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February 5, 1976

Mr. Robert Goldwin

Room 170

01d Executive Office Building
Washington, D.C.

Dear Bob:

I thought the President's statement on abortion was a good one, on the .
whole., But I think there were two weaknesses, one trivial the other a C SRR
little more serious. Fortunately, the more serious one, at least, is -
correctable,

1. I really do not understand why the President thought it necessary to -
qualify his position that the abortion issue ought to be devolved on to ’
the states., He seemed to ke particularly concerned with abortions arising
from rape, or where the pregnancy threatened the life of the mother, and

such like., Well, the President is not a theologian and I don't think it's
wise for him to get involved in these issues. They may lock "minimal"

and commonsensical to him, but they unduly offended a great many people.
Orthodox Jews, for instance, do not believe that rape is a possibile Jjusti-
fication for abortion (it isn't the child who raped, after alll); and
orthodox Catholics believe that the mother's life must be subordinate to

the life of the child (on this issue orthodox Jews take a contrary view).
These are the kinds of issues which the President should not want to get
involved in. Let these moral-theoclogical debates take place at the community
level.

2. I think the President's position on abortion would be strengthened if,
at the first opportunity, he puts it in a larger context. He should make /
it clear that he is not in any way trying to "duck" the abortion issue by

devolution to the states, but rather believes in this as part of his general

political philosophy. This political philosophy says that all such moral ‘b
issues should not be made matters of national policy but should be solved \J Qe‘

by the people themselves in their own communities, Such issues include:

abortion, the death penalty, pornography, prohibition o¥ alcohol, and i’
legalized gambling. In a heterogeneous nation like the United States,
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Mr. Robert Goldwin 2/5/76

these are all very divisive issues because they touch on different views
of personal morality, and the reason we have a federal and pluralistic
governmental system is precisely to prevent these issues from becoming
nationally divisive. Moreover, 1 do think that people will be readier
to accept a governmental policy that emerges from the lower levels of
government rather than from Washington.

Best,

TLaA{/v~q

)
Irving Kristol

IK:rl

P.S. I do hope that whoever replaces Moynihan will be someone who will
continue more or less his line of thinking and talking. It could mean
a lot of trouble, otherwise.
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TO: RON NESSEN

QUESTION AND ANSWER ON PRESIDENTIAL POWER(FOR PHIL SHABECOFF)

Q: Has the power of the presidency been reduced? Has some-
thing of constitutional importance happened? If so, what
accounts for it and how lasting is the change, in your

opinion?

A: There is a built-in tension in our political system
among the several branches of government, especially between
the legislative and the exectuve branches. You can see it
directly from practical experience, or you can see it just

from reading the Constitution.

Much of our political effort has gone into building a strong
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and effective executive who can get things done at home and
abroad. At the same time, at least as much political effort
has gone into trying to prevent abuses and curb excesses in

the exercise of that executive power.

To my mind, this is just as it should be. The pendulum
swings back and forth. If the Congress goes too far in its
attacks on the executive power, wiser heads in the Congress
and the press and the public start the pendulum swinging the
other way. And if the President goes too far, the reaction

is sure to come and the reverse swing begins.

It doesn't work with the precision of the pendulum on a
clock, of course. We are not talking about a machine, but
a system of government involving human beings with opinions
and interests and emotions. It doesn't go like clockwork.

Sometimes we are off balance too much and tco long.

In my opinion, the Congress has recently gone too far in its
inroads on the executive power, and the nation has been
harmed. I have in mind not only Angola, but arms aid to

Turkey, the Soviet trade bill, and the conduct of the recent
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congressional hearings on intelligence agencies.

When the Congress begins to encroach on the executive powers,
we lose all around: the legislative gets involved in matters
they cannot handle, and the executive power is hamstrung.

The result is that the nation and the people as a whole are

the real losers, and there are no winners.

In fact, that is the test, I think, of what is the éroper
constitutional limit of authority for any branch of our
government. If the power of one to serve the people is not
increased, and the power of the other is decreased, then you
can be guite sure that the action is an encroachment and not

what the Constitution intended.

As I have said many times, the Congress has gone too far in
the last year or so. It may be a natural reaction, in part,

to the steady growth of executive power that started more

than 40 years ago. Part, too, was to be expected as a
reaction to Vietnam and Watergate. It is also relevant that

I am a President who was brought to office by the Constitution
rather than by election, and that there is a very sizable

majority of the other party in both Houses of the Congress.
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But all in all, the situation is not out of hand, and where
it is I sense that the pendulum is about in position to
start swinging back. This is essential, for all sorts of

reasons, but most important is the foreign policy reason.

Our relations with the rest of the world mﬁst be conducted
by the President and the Executive departments. Congress
has an important constitutional role to piay, but it cannot
conduct negotiations or manage day-to-day relations with
hundreds of other nations. This is becoming clearer and

clearer.

Let me add a few thoughts about the veto, which is one of

the constitutional ways in whiéh the President participates

in the legislative process. When I use the veto, it is a
constitutional use of a constitutional power for constitutional
purposes. The authors of the Constitution meant the President
to have the power to tell the Congress, when he disagrees

with their judgment, that more than an ordinary majority 1is
required. They then have to think the matter through again.

A two-thirds majority, if they can muster it to override

my veto, means that the representatives of enough peoprle
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have spoken to erase any doubt that they speak decisively

for the whole nation.

I do not consider use of the veto a negative action. Billions
of dollars have been saved by the veto in the last year and

a half. Frequently, once my veto is sustained, Congress
passes an improved but less expensive bill to replace it,

and I sign it into law.

Of my vetoes, have been sustained, at a saving

of $ billion to the taxpayers. That record persuades

me that the presidency still has plenty of authority. It
alsc makes me think that after January, 1977, when I am
elected President in my own right, with more Republicans in
the Congress, with improved economic conditions, and with
the predictable reverse swing of the pendulum, concern over

the supposed loss of executive authority will diminish.
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FEMORANDUM TQ: MARGITA WEITE
ProM: ROZERT GOLDWIN
SUBJITC: Article for gaturday Evéninq Post

1. I think we should do the article and I acrea to draft
it, if you want wme to,

2. If thn article is to be a *wersonal® vicw of the Presidency,
as SL? suggests, I think someona elsze should he asked to

write iu. Tor me o attonmt such an articlie would reouire a
sagsion with the Qrgsisﬁng and his gchsduls is too full to
3118tif P lto

3. If yvou want me to Jdo it, I suggest a more gaeneral article
that uavcloas one cf the thomos outlined below:

A. %he current significance of our motto, e nluribms
unum--one out of nany. The article would consicor tie
sense in whicn we are an intagrated weonle and vet also
aany:; the appronriato governwental response to the
tendency ©f diffcrent slenents cof the peopls Lo croun
thenselves: the iuportance of diversity in maintaining
freedon.

B, The future of imerica in the next century-
The article would discuss why "blueprints® or "visions”

of the future are inappropriate; we got ouidance for
the future in the enduring principles laid down two
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hundred years ago; a discussion of those principles,

C¢. The importance of the non-profit, private sector in
Arerica-=-voluntary organizations for education, health

care, soclial services, symphonies, operas, Boy Scouts,

etc,

The article would disuenss the unigue Anexican use of
voluntary organizatic::; its relation to limited government
and maintaining freedeom:; its importance to certain
activities like education and tha arts.

D. iy view of the Presidency - (not “pexrsonal,” but
presidential powers)

The article might discuss the occasional swings from a
too~powerful Presidency to a too-wowerful Congress; the
way the office adjusts to thae style and concerns of the
occupant; what the President sees as the most important
part of the job.
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The Honorable Ronald Nessen _ R
Press Secretary to the President

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Ron:

After several months of preparation, we are starting work in
earnest on an enterprise we consider one of the most distinctive
and thought-provoking we have yet undertaxen: a Bicentennial issue,
eppearing just before July U4, that celebrates the nation's past by
taking a look at the third century just ahead.

In addition to the research being done by our own staff, we
are asking leading heads of state abroad for short appraisals of
the Anmerican future. e

*

What we see as the highlight of the issue, however, is a
sigped article by President Ford that revresents his own view of ress Offic. -
the oppprtunities and problems ahead for the United States. In =k, Mike
essence, this would e an article of perhaps 1, €00 words that cc e
addresses itself to such guestions of primary 1nterest as these: -7

How fares the heritage of the nation--2 commltmert to liberty
and 5hst1ce for alf——after 200 ‘years?

~ What major tests, at home and abroad, in times ahead, are
likely to be cruciel to our existence as a free and democratic
nation in years and decades to come?

=

What principal assets--in will, purpose and resources--do vwe
have for meeting these challenges? What shortcomings are apparent
in the turbulence of recent years? P
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Yinat should be our primary goals in world rela

. - - 1 s AU § Y ~ P T T =
s 3 b2 an "American Century"? Or will it b=

ferent? What changes should Americans strive for in the nation's
society, politics and economy?

N ‘:'
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hopeful about their nation's future?

3T ‘V\—.
mal

I believe the President's thinking on these broad and critical
guestions would attract profound interest and study among naticnal RIS 4
and world leaders who comprise a large share of our readership--
and among rillions of Americans in all walks of life.

If the President agrees, and I hopz he will, let me know so we
can set up deadlines and provide any more irnformation on the project

that might be useful guidance in preparation of the article.

Sincerely,

or
MLS /mlp
- : ’ ) ress QOffic -
-a th: ) =k, Mike
- T e £c Y -
i a.
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CHAUTAUQUA NEW YORK 14722 716/357 5635

March 12, 1976

Mr. Ronald Nessen
Press Secretary
Executive Office of

the President ‘
The White House Office
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. Nessen:

At the suggestion of our mutual friend, Ted Koppel, I am
writing to seek your help in bringing to the President's
attention this invitation to appear at Chautauqua sometime
during the coming summer. Ted had volunteered to call you
about this matter but we concluded that it would be quite
appropriate for me to write to you directly. You will, I
hope, feel free to call Ted about the Institution and/or its
president for information and "unbiased" views.

Chautauqua's platform has been claimed by seven Presidents

over the more than a century of its history as America's

leading center for education, religion, and the arts. President
Ford, when he was a Congressman, appeared here. This American
cultural center brings to southwestern New York some fifty or
sixty thousand community leaders from nearly every state in

the union during the course of our summer program. The enclosed
literature will help acquaint you with certain aspects of our
activities and philosophy. I would think it a tremendously
symbolic gesture for President Ford to use this national center
for a major radio broadcast to the citizens of our country.
President Roosevelt from here broadcast his famous "I hate war"
speech. The program is already completed for 1976, celebrating
as we are the Bicentennial occasion with a broad program in
lectures, art, education, and religion. But surely we can move
heaven or hell (even earth) if Mr. Ford will come. It would
present an unequalled opportunity and occasion for an address
on the priority of a concern for the quality of life of our
citizens.
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Mr. Ronald Nessen
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I am convinced that President Ford would benefit significantly
by a visit to Chautauqua. So would we.

My desire is to help the President. This is the best means
available to me. I hope you will encourage his personal con-
sideration of an invitation extended with highest hopes and
expectations.

Mgst sincerely yours,
o-\.i- 't\.b\.—- j’

Oscar E. Remick

OER: jr

cc: Ted Koppel
Enclosures
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MEMORANDUM FOR BOB GOLDWIN

FROM: RON NESSEN

I'm not sure how you are dividiag up your time these
days, but if you can, I'd appreciate your providing
draft answers for the attached 8 questions submitted
to the President by the National Journal.

They are similar to the question submitted by Phil
Shabecoff of the New York Times on the powers of the
Presidency in the post-Watergate period.

Your answer to Shabecoff's question was quite good,
and the President indicated it reflected exactly his

views, so I hope you will be able to help out with this
one too.

Attachment:

Questions for the Natimal Journal




1.

2.

3.

L.

5.

6.

Te
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i THE WEEKLY ON POLITICS AND GOVERNMENT

Have the Presidency and the powers of the President bzen significantly
altered in the post-Watergate period (as a result of Vietnam, the civil
rights disturbances of the 1960s, the Watergate scandal and disclosures
of other governmental improprieties and the Nixon resignation)?

Assuming there have been changes, do you believe they are of a lasting
or transitory nature?

The conventional view is that Congress is bent on reasserting its
authority; is it? And how?

If it is, how has this affected your Presidency and the course of your
proposed policies?

More specifically, do you think the War Powers Act and the establishment
of the congressional budget committees inhibit or restrain presidential
acticn or have any impact at all?

Can Congress realistically compete with the White House in the formulation
and promotion of public policy?

Do you think the anti-Washington theme underscored by some presidential
candidates is a legitimate issue? If not, why not?

8. How does it differ, if it does, from your criticism of "big government"?
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