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THE BRIEFING ROOM 

2:20 P.M. EDT 

MR. SPEAKES: As most of you know, this group has 
just concluded a luncheon with the President on busing, a 
discussion on busing. The meeting ran a little over two 
hours. I think you have a list of participants and yOU have 
a statement which it is my understandin~ is the Dresent2tioD of 
the group's views to the President. 

I think those that are participating in the meeting 
can explain it. 

Q Can we say then this is the statement of all 
the guests at the luncheon? 

HR. SPEAKES: Let's let them explain that. I think 
perhaps each participant should identify themselves as they 
step up since the members of the press may not know you. 
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MR. MARCHESCHI: Good afternoon, ladies and 
gentlemen. Hy name is Henry Marcheschi. I am the Past 
President of the Pasadena Board of Education. I and other 
members of this group had the pleasure and honor of meeting 
with the President today. The group consisted of myself, 
Dr. David Armor of Rand Corporation, Dr. James Coleman, 
University of Chicago, Dr. Nathan Glazer of Harvard, Dr. Charles 
Hamilton of Columbia, John Hardy, School Board Member from 
Pasadena, Philip Kurland, University of Chicago Law School, 
Michael Novak, philosopher and columnist, author, Dr. Diane 
Ravitch of New York City, Dr. Thomas Sm-lell, economist at 
UCLA and Henry Wilfong, the City Director of the City of 
Pasadena. 

The group is an ad hoc informal group that has met 
on prior occasions and has previously corresponded in a 
rather unofficial way. They traded various position papers 
and articles on the subject of busing. 

I recognize that in this present political 
climate, one of the first questions you may have is why would 
the President have lunch with a group of people who,generally 
speaking, express a view which can best be characterized as 
being deeply concerned about busing as a viable vehicle 
toward either integration or quality education. 

Let me make it clear that this conference carne 
at our request, not the President's, and that,further,the 
political makeup of the group is such that you would probably 
find few Republicans among us and those few that you do find 
probably voted for Governor Reagan in the California election. 

Having said that, let me tell you, as best as I can, 
what I do think this group tries individually rather than 
collectively to represent. It tries to represent a group 
which, hopefully, is knowledgeable of the issues, is bi-racial, 
cuts across political lines, who has something to say regarding 
the busing issue, and, generally speakinp" \oI7hat we have to 
say is the following statement which was read to the President 
at today's luncheon. 

The statement is titlerl "Inter::ration and Quality 
Education: The Horal Case," and I believe this statement has 
been passed out to you. 

"The vast majority of Americans believes in 
integration. The vast majority believes in quality education." 

Q Are you going to read it all? 

HR. t'IARCHESCHI: Not if you don't care for me to. 

Q He have it. 

TfR. HARCHESI: I believe that each of the participants 
in the conference Hould be more than delighted, as Hould I, 
to answer any questions you mirht have at this time. 

rlORE 
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Q What was the President's reaction to your 
stateJTlent? 

HR. l11\RCHESCHI: The Pres ident said after I finished 
reading the statement that he would be the first to sign such 
a statement. 

Q Are you trying to solicit more support on this 
particular statenent? 

HR. !1ARCHESCI-II: I believe that to the extent that 
other people of similar persuasion would like to identify 
themselves with this statement -- it is not something we are 
trying to get signed -- we t-Jould certainly welcome that 
support. I know of no plans to go out and solicit such 
support. 

liRe GLAZER: Nathan Glazer. I think we were making 
off the cuff remarks and we were not asking him to sign it 
and we were not at this point deciding what t-Je were going to 
do with it. Ye just said, after we talked, "That is sort 
of our point of viet,,], II and he T~7as, like, saying "That sounds 
pretty good to Me." 

Q How long have you been in existence as a 
r;roup? 

f1'R.. 11ARCHESCHI: Again, I pant to stress the inforrnali ty 
of the group. The group first net, I believe -- and the only 
other time the majority of this group has been together -- was 
some time back last fall, as I recall, and we met in New York. 
Numerous members of the Rroup have previously met at various 
forums throughout the country where the busing issue has been 
debated. Louisville, in particular, I think, was where we 
first got together. 

Q r1r. lfarcheschi, I am not all together clear, 
even after I tried to read your statement, as to whether this 
group favors or opposes court ordered busing. 

HR. !JARCHESCHI: I believe -- Hhile I t.7i11 let each 
member speak to this issue for himself -- I believe it would 
be less than correct to say that this group represents a 
posture that is very, very much for dese7,re~ation but has 
deep concerns, and in the case of some of us, feel very, 
very strongly against court-ordered businr, to achieve racial 
balance in schools. 

Q You say the ~roup is basically arainst court-
ordered busing? 

T'm. !JfARCHESCHI: Yes, sir. 

Q In that case what solution do you come up with 
in view of the orders of the Supreme Court? 

HORE 

• 




- 4 

HR. MARCHESCHI: Let me anStrler your question and then 
I would like to have other people fill in as they individually 
believe. I believe that in the case of Pasadena, t-7e are 
before the Supreme Court now, and that we will have to see 
how the Supreme Court decides before He judge what Pasadena 
has to do. I have the great 'expectation that Pasadena won't 
be relieved of its racial balance decision which dictates 
bus ing half of our children across tmm for, in my opinion, 
very counterproductive purposes. 

HR. CO LEHAN : I l'Jould like to comment on 
your question by asking you, solution for what? You say what 
is the alternative solution. My question is, solution to 
what? 

Q The question had to do Hith court-ordered 
busin~ and my question was, if you don't believe in obeying 
the court order, what solution do you have? 

Q The courts passed judgment upon cases, as I 
understand it, that have to do with illegal conduct by school 
boards and other public authorities t-7hich produce segregation 
in schools. Now the courts have found busing to be a remedy 
for that problem. 

HR. COLEIIAN: Hy own position is this, that the 
remedy is wholly inappropriate in many cases. Louisville 
is one case, Boston is another case. The remedy is wholly 
inappropriate to the injustice that was found. 

In other words, not that there were not actions on 
the part of school boards which increased segregation, but 
rather that the remedy which was a systeM-wide remedy, wa.s 
wholly inappropriate to the actions that Here found. 

Q Doesn't that leave you still Hith the saMe 
problem? Since the remedy, so-called, is still the order of 
the court, what do you suggest be done? 

!1R. HARCHESCHI: Let me anSHer the question this 
way. I believe you have misunderstood the purpose of the 
group if you have understood it to be to oppose the law. 
Our personal experience is that we have lived with court
ordered busing for six years in Pasadena and have tried to 
follow the letter of the law and still avail ourselves of 
the judicial process and try to seek relief from the courts. 

We finally got to the Supreme Court and now we are 
anxiously awaiting a decision. I think the point Dr. Coleman 
J'!lade is we don't agree that court-ordered massive busine 
to achieve racial balance is a viable tool -- in fact, 
SOI!le of us Nho go so far as to say it is an intellectually and 
morally bankrupt tool -- to achieve Hhat He all desire to 
achieve, and that is true integration and quality education 
for all children. 

HORE 
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Q Sir, could you answer a couole of questions 
here a minute? 

HR. ~JILFONG: Could I speak to that po int? ~/fy name 
is Hank Hilfong. I am a Cit~ Councilman in the City of 
Pasadena. The way I would like to answer is -- I hate to answer 
a question with a question and that is the question that 
immediately came to my mind -- achieved what. No, we are not 
talking about holes in the law, but ~",hat are you trying to 
achieve? I would think we ought to try to achieve equality 
of education, not busing, equalityof education. 

A graphic example of Hhat I believe is the problem 
in Pasadena as we see it now, the instances that you talk 
about where there were the violations, occurred prior to the 
time of ny holding office, John Hardy holding office, 
or even Hank Narcheschi holding office. How long, then, 
must Pasadena go through the pain for those things that 
happened? And I am not saying that they didn't happen,because 
I fought them at that time, but interestingly in Pasadena 
we are precluded from doing a lot of the thin~s we could do 
and would do to correct those re~edies because we are 
controlled by an outside force, in essence an outside force 
being the court. 

I think John Hardy, School Board l'1ember from Pasadena, 
could speak graphically to that but one of the points that 
is impressed on me, we have a school set up in Pasadena 
called fundamental schools, where you have reading, writing and 
arithmetic and those kinds of things where quality education 
is taught. Black youngsters cannot get into the school 
nOH because of ethnic balancing. The youngsters that ~!e are 
talking about trying to ~elp to ~ive the equality of 
opportunity cannot ~et into our quality schools because ~etting 
into that school would ethnically rtisbalanceit and leaving 
another school \vould disbalance that school, so that is a 
kind of ridiculous situation. 

Q Mr. Marcheschi said you all want true 
integration, viable education. Did you as a group or as 
individuals suggest to the President other ways of 
achieving that specific way? The statement here is extremely 
general, a bit, it seems to me, like coming out in favor of 
mot~erhood, God or country. Did you sur-pest anything specific? 

MR. WILFONG: I did not say I was in support of 
integration. I said equality of education. I think 
desegregation is vrhat I Hould look for. Segregation is bad and 
I am for desegregation. I am not so certain yet that the 
majority of black people are necessarily for integration, 
part icularly forced integrat ion. tf.7hat He are talking 
about -- and I am speaking from my viewpoint -- is that I 
would wholeheartedly support desegregation, forced dese~re
gation, if you want to call it that. 

rlORE 
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I would oppose forced integration. I think the 
majority of my constituents particularly want to be free to 
do whatever we t-lant to do and we tvant the Governr.1ent to 
guarantee the opportunity for us to do that. 

Q You are saying that quality education does not 
necessarily depend on racial balance? 

HR. WILFONG: That's right, it definitely does not. 
It is facilities, curriculum and teachers, not necessarily 
blacks and whites sitting together. 

Q Sir, what do you say to the argument which 
Clarence !Htchell " among other people, makes that all black 
schools will be ignored by public authorities and starve, 
as a political fact of life, unless there is integration and 
Hhite students are involved ,about T'I7hom the public authorities 
care? 

MR. WILFONG: I would say to a great extent in the 
past that is true and even in so~e sections of the country 
th2.t would be true now. It""would not happen in Pasadena. 
I am speaking froM a purely local issue. We have now an 
opportunity to impact upon the political spectruM but because 
of other kinds of things we are not free to do that. I adTIit 
that as a practical, political kind of expedient in many 
instances tle have to have busing -- I am reacting to the 
p-entleman's question -- but that is not the anSt.]er. Busing 
is not the answer. Equality of education. I disagree with 
that part of the Brown decision which said that separate but 
equal is inherently inferior. That is not true. People 
make it inherently inferior and I a8ree to that, that in many 
instances if you don't have that kind of mixture then people 
will not equally allocate. 

But what I am saying is that Brown versus School 
Board came in 1954, and I know a lot of us who are now in the 
political spectrum were not active at that time and could not 
have an opportunity to ir.1pact on the decision. 

~1R. 11ARCHESCHI: ~/Iay I answer his question because 
I think it is a very pertinent question and gets to the 
heart of the issue. I think each of us at this conference -
althou7h the statement does not necessarily reflect that -
each of us have various experiences and various sugpestions, 
some of Hhich Here made to the President, Nith respect to 
alternati~es to massive forced businR to achieve racial 
balance. 

Some of us from Pasadena especially cited the 
success of our alternative school prograr:t, vJhich,as Ne said 
to the President, has proved to many of us that voluntary 
integrat ion can indeed be made to ~.]Qrk. 

110RE 
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The alternative school program in Pasadena has 
established a pluralistic approach to education. We have 
schools on one end of the spectrum that are very, 
very liberal schools and on the other end of the spectrum 
that are very conservative, basic three Rs, et cetera, and 
a lot of discipline. The interesting thing is that we are 
~ettin~ some of the most allegedly conservative, allegedly 
and I stress the word allegedly -- bigoted people in town 
willing to put their children on a bus for the totality of 
their school experience--to attend a school that is over 
40 percent black voluntarily. That tells us something. 
That tells us that the magnet concept is viable. It tells 
us there are educational map.;nets T'lhich can be created l'7hich 
transcend t<7hatever racial hangups SOT:le people can have. 

Dr. Coleman here has, in the Louisville case, 
recommended an alternative plan, an alternative program, which 
is very, very specific and which has incidentally been turned 
down by the District Court. In the Pasadena case in the 
Supreme Court now one of the issues is Hhether ~le should have 
been free to implement a ve~y, very specific alternative 
school plan that would have used educational inducements to 
create voluntary rather than coerced education. 

So we touched on all of these things with the 
President. This statement did not address itself to being 
specific in that area. Rather, this statement addressed 
itself to say essentially this. "Hey, we are a bunch of 
people who feel very deeply about this issue. lITe feel that the 
other side undeservedly has held a moral high ground too 
long, and we feel that there is a moral case to be nade for 
finding a workable solution to achieving true integration and 
quality education for all kids." 

Q Mr. Harcheschi, . to v.1hat extent did you get 
into the details of the Administration's le~islative proposal? 

HR. HARCHESCEI: 'I'he Attorney General very, very 
briefly mentioned the fact that there was such activity but 
we did not get into those details. 

Q They didn't disclose to you their thinking 
or ask you for your comnents on specific possible portions 
of the legislation1 

MR. t1ARCHESCHI: Ho. The Pres ident left us free 
to pretty we 11 say tlhat each of us v.7anted to say. vJe each 
had approximately five minutes to do that. The President 
asked some questions of some of us. The Attorney General made 
a brief statement regarding some of the thin~s that he was 
concerned about, such as complying with the law. 
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Q That was all? 

HR. !1ARCHESCHI: Essentially, yes. 

Q rfust of us are interested today -- rather than 
in a debate over busing and its merits -- we are interested 
in whether you ~entlemen had any impact on President Ford's 
thinkin~ before he comes out with whatever legislation he 
Hill. 

HR. HARCHESCHI: I think we are all presumptuous and 
egotistical enough to think we had. 

Q Was this basically a listening session in 
which you all feel -- it sounds to me as though the views you 
brou~ht to us today very Quch back up and give support to 
what President Ford has already told us are his views. Did 
you get that impression? 

rm. HARCHESCHI: I think that the President gave 
at least me the distinct impression that I·the vieT,,7s -- at 
least the majority of the vie~-.7s he heard expressed today -
were things he deeply believed and endorsed. 

Q Could Dr. Glazer explain this sentence in More 
detail? "v-le have come to believe that the preMises on lvhich 
the case for court~rdered busing have been built are faulty." 

MORE 

• 


http:vie~-.7s


-

- 9 

MR. GLAZER. I will say one word and then ask 
Mike Novak to add something. One of the premises that we 
believe is faulty and totally faulty is the assumption that 
this is not a good society, or fair society, or a decent 
society until equal proportions of every race and ethnic 
group are assigned mandator~ly to every significant 
institution like a school. We believe that is a f~ulty 
premise and we believe that is a premise that is dominating 
much of the judicial thinking and much of the orders, 
like the present situation. 

Q Is it your belief that the whole theory of 
separate but equal if removed from a southern context maybe 
into the Boston-Harvard Yard 

MR. GLAZER. No, I do not believe that. I believe 
that reflects an unfortunate ignorance on the part of 
a large number of people in this country. He are not 
talking about separate but equal in Boston or any place else. 
We are not talking about a situation of transferring State 
ordered segregation and lefitimating it in one part of 
the country and not legitimating it in another part of 
the country. 

Hhatever State action leads to sefregation must 
be undone. v-That we are against is what the court s in many 
cases are doing which is not to undo State action leadinf 
to segregation, but to impose their views that a statistical 
balancing of the races is a proper remedy to whatever happens 
or that a statistical balancing of the races re~ardless of 
public opposition or lack of pragmatic result is in some 
sense what the Constitution calls for. 

Q tvhat would have been the proper solution for 
the Boston, in your opinion? 

HR. GLAZER. The proper solution in Boston as 
suggested in a number of briefs which are now before the 
Supreme Court, would have been to undo all those acts of 
segregation that were found to say the school board cannot 
if that is what it was doin~ -- allow special classrooms 
to accommodate blacks, not to allow them to go to other 
schools. 

I think there is another factor in terms of the 
faulty premise and that must simply be said that a lot of 
what courts claim is segre7,ation -- court-ordered segregation 
in the briefs -- is not court-ordered segregation. I mean a 
lot of what courts say is zovernment mandated segregation 
is not. They are referring to actions which either have no 
racial motivation or insofar as there is a racial component 
are actions most of us tvould consider benign--such as in the 
case of Boston, the request of a ~~i~cin~l heading a mostly 
black school to a central personnel office to send them 
some black teachers. It is that kind of thing which we feel 
is faulty premise, the assumption that -- t-7ell, that is 
one kind of assumption. 

MORE 
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Q Gentlemen, Judge Garrity found the segregation of 
conduct to be so pervasive in the school system that -

MR. GLAZER. I am sorry. You have not read the 
decision. He did not. He referred to about 20 schools 
out of 100 plus. He referred to action which under no 
possible interpretation could be considered State ordered . .

segregatlon such as he referred to the conduct of the 
examination schools which were already operating under 
a test which everyone agreed on the basis of a previous 
court case was not discriminatory. So he merely found what 
he found and then asserted that this is so pervasive that 

therefore must order this total racial balancing in the 
Boston school system. That is the case. 

Q Gentlemen, are many of you disillusioned 
liberals? 

MR. NOVAK: Not at all. We think -- let me speak 
in my own voice -- my name is Hichel Novak. I will be 
the Leden-Watson Professor of Philosophy and Religious 
Studies at Syracuse beginning in January. Not at all. I 
think I am defending an essentially liberal position and I 
believe that the course of busing as a moral and as a 
practical solution to an adnitted wrong or difficulty in 
American society has never been subject to sufficient 
liberal scrutiny. We have in many places liberal practices 
beine used in pursuit of a liberal purpose and I at least 
object to that and I object to it both on the line of whether 
it fulfills the purposes that it says it fulfills, and whether 
it employs proper liberal means for fulfillin~ those purposes. 
Does 
really? 

busing bring about integration? Does it? Does it 

Q Doesn't it? 

MR. NOVAK: It doesn't seem to. 

Q h1hy not? 

MR. NOVAK: A great deal of evidence shows it 
does not. 

Q vJhy not? 

MR. NOVAK: Chiefly because of white fli?:ht. 

Secondly -- if I may continue to give a sequence
does it bring about integration? That is an important 
question. If you are talkinB about busing, you are talking 
about a means, a remedy. Is it a remedy? 

Q What are you offering in place of it? 

MR. NOVAK: He will come to that secondly. But it 
is important to take -- when you have a policy that is 
breaking in your hands and not working, then you go on to 
the second step. 

MORE 
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Q I don't know where it is not working. I think 

you can point to more places in the country where it is 
working than not vlOrking. 

MR. NOVAK: Unfortunately that does not seem to 
be the case. Those who have studied the field cannot find 
that evidence. 

Q Are you saying there is no place it is working? 

MR. NOVAK: No, I 'am not saying that, nor would 
I oppose it when it works. It is an instrument. As the 
Democratic platform put it in 1968 and in 1972, busing 
is an instrument of racial integration. You judge instruments 
by how they work. Does this one work? In some cases it 
does. 

Secondly, does it bring integration and does it 
bring quality education? 

Q I think the ,premise here is will we have 
a lack of discrimination in our society. I don't think the 
Supreme Court really hit the theme of quality education, 
which is relative. I think the question was to break down 
racial barriers. 

MR. NOVAK: Does it do that? That is the question. 

Q I think it has basically. 

MR. NOVAK: If you are a social policy maker and 
that is your belief, then that is what you do. If you are 
not, then you argue a~ainst that and that is a good social 
political argument. Then you want to see the evidence. 

If I could calIon my colleague David Armor, 
who studied some of the evidence. 

in terms 
Q Do you think it is worse 

of equality? 
today than in '54, 

MR. NOVAK: In some places it is. 

Q In the South? 

HR. NOVAK: Not in the South. 

MR. GLAZER. The: contrast is not with 
first large busing order was '71 in Charlotte. 

'54. The 

MR. NOVAK: I have to add in the northern cities, 
northern central cities, the number of blacks in many of t~ 
cities who have moved in have multiplied -- have increased 
by multiples of four or eight or, in Seattle, since 1945, 
1022 percent. So there has been a tremendous migration in 
a very short period of time. 
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Q Can I ask you a question about this meeting 
that vIas set up here. You asked the President to meet 
with you, is that correct? 

MR. NOVAK: Yes. 

Q Did the President know that you were going to 
come down here and make your statement public in the White 
House, since he also met this morning with another group 
who has had experience with busing operations and they 
were forced to stand outside in the heat in the driveway 
to talk to reporters? 

MR. NOVAK: Since most of us did not know we 
were going to have a statement, I would euess the President 
did not know. 

MR. MARCHESCHI: The first time the President saw 
the statement was when I read it to him. 

Q Did you tell him you were going to deliver 
it to reporters here and did he have any comment on that? 

MR. MARCHESCHI: Not to the best of my recollection, 
no. 

Q I am a little concerned about the fact we 
are in the midst of a very, very tight political campaign, 
as I am sure all you people are aware, and at this particular 
time in our history it suddenly becomes apparently necessary 
for the President to get involved in the busing controversy. 

Are you unaware of the fact you may be being 
used politically? 

MR. MARCHESCHI: I would like to answer that 
question because frankly, I think that question entered 
the minds of all of us. I will ~tteMpt to, if not elirinate 
your fears or concerns, at least ameliorate them to this 
extent. 

This meeting was not held at the request of the 
President or any of his advisors. It was held at our 
request. 

Q How long have you had the request in? 

HR. MARCHESCHI: I communicated with the l-l1hite House 
office originally in the fall and most recentl~ approximately 
a month ago, regarding our desire to express some of our 
views to the President. But I would like to challenge you, 
if I may, on the fact that we don't bring up sensitive 
issues in an election. 

It seems to me if we really believe in the democratic 
process, I don't think there is any better time for a public 
official to state his views on a question that is tearing 
this country apart than when he is running for office. 
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I am much more offended by the fact that in the 
Administration today, and especially in the Justice 
Department -- this is my personal feeling -- there are 
still those who don't ar,ree and stronely disagree, if you 
will, with the President's position, and even in a post
tvatergate environment I Hould like to know when I go to 
the polls this November that 

• 

the man I vote for has 
< 

a 
reasonable expectation to implement the policies which he 
believes and purports to represent to the American public 
as those which he is going to implement. And I believe 
that one of the tragedies of Hatergate is that that is no 
longer the case. 

HR. NOVAK: Some of us in another context were 
in a meeting in the fall with the President in which one of 
the outcomes of the discussion was encouragement that there 
should be a rather large study of this issue in the Government, 
partly because many of the figures that are involved are 
very difficult to release. Some agencies of the Government 
appear to have rather an advocacy role, than the role of 
a non-biased observer,and it is very difficult to get out 
of them statements of what is happenine. 

Also because this is, many of us believe, one of 
the greatest domestic issues for a long time to come and 
this also, if I might say, happens to be an opportune time, 
because the issue does rank very low in public opinion polls. 
The public is not terribly agitated about it right now. 
There are not many cases pending at this moment and that is 
a very fruitful time. In the next year or the year after 
that, there may well be cases. In Chicago, in Los Angeles 
and in other great cities and it will be a much more 
inflamatory issue, so at least from my point of view -
and I will almost certainly support a Democrat in the 
election -- this is a very opportune time to bring about 
a full dress criticism of this policy, as we do of every 
other policy. This one should not escape criticism and it 
should not escape criticism above all by liberals who have 
done so much to engender it. Liberals have a responsibility 
especially to this problem. 
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HR. HAf1ILTOH: rfy nar'le is Charles Hamil ton. 

In line with the earlier question, I think it is very inportant 
to point out that the probable Democratic candidate in November 
is not goin~ to be much different on this issue than the 
position we have articulated here today. I think that is very 
inportant to point out. I think that when anybody speaks on 
an issue of this kind at any ~ime, whether it is during 
primaries, after primaries or in 1973, it is always goin~ to be 
subject to potential political use, and I speak to you, sir, 
as a DeMocratic Precinct Captain in New York. 

Q Are you saying this is JilTIJTlY Carter's 
position? 

HR. HN1ILTON: I am sayin::?-" Jb1T'~y Cn.rter's position 
on this question has been very clear. He is against mandated 
court-ordered busing. He is in favor of the so-called 
Atlanta Compronise, a.nd I accept that and I am goinp to Hork 
dili~ently for Mr. Carter. 

Q Then you are sayin~ President Ford and Jimmy 
Carter are not verv far apart, is that correct? 

HR. HAj!ILTON: I personally don't feel they are 
very far apart on this issue. 

Q Do you feel President Ford has exploited 
in any way this as a political issue? 

em. HAl1ILTON: fTo. 

Q Do any of you? 

liRe NOVAK: The reason I don't think that is so is 
what is to be gained by that just now? It is not an issue 
hir,h in the minds of most Americans. Host Americans, according 
to the polls, seem to become concerned over this issue f~en 
it is local and Most are for intep;ration only in the iJ:1mediate 
envi!'oE:tent and it is not in any imr1ediate enviroJ1l"1ent this 
year and it won't be in the fall. It is not a very heavy 
political issue. It vTaS not a big issue in the priBaries. 

Q ~'1asn' tit an issue in the rip:ht wins v·rhere 
~r. Ford is in the most jeopardy right now? 

NOVAK: I will let Republicans speak to that issue. 

Q That is ~~at we are askin~ about. That is the 
whole point of the discussion. 

r1R. GLAZER: I don't think any of us Hant to get 
into the subject that reporters can't seem to get away fron, 
the notion that any issue of social policy is of no concern 
of itself but only exists as a counter in politics. 
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Now obviously to some extent it does but in the 
case of the present situation I happen to know -- and as any
one should know -- that the involvement of the Attorney General 
in the Boston brief had nothing to do with any political 
timetable -- had to do only ~ith the fact that those briefs 
of certiorari had been filed with the Supreme Court. Th2t those 
briefs raised important points, that one of them had been 
t-lri tten by a relatively distinguished laNyer and the 
Attorney General had to decide Hhether they would say 
something about it or not say sonething about it. That much 
I knmv, and what t1r. Ford wanted to make of it I knmv 
nothing about and I really don't care. I have been involved 
in this issue much longer than this political canpair,n and 
I see no reason to stop my interest in it because of the 
political campaign. 

Q Do you think it is sheer coincidence that 
you are here right now? 

~1R. GLAZER: I don t t think it Matters. 

r1R. SOHELL: Ny name is Thomas Sowell. I am a 
Professor of Economics at UCLA. Various people here have 
identified themselves as Democrats or Republicans. I would 
like to identify myself as one of those vast nUMber of 
people who neither register or vote. I am here simply because 
the merits of the issue itself interest me. I an concerned 
about it. I am concerned about the faulty assumptions which 
are never challen8ed.First of all, you have to have integration 
in order for the black kids to learn. 

Secondly, black kids do learn better after 
integration for which the evidence is at best aMbiguous 
and probably against that. That black kids are psychologically 
damaged by segregation and psychologically benefited by 
integration, however it is achieved. The studies I have seen 
done -- particularly a book by Dr. Gloria Powell called Black 
!~onday' s Children Hhich has exhaustive studies all across 
the country. The evidence there is a~ain at best ambieuous. 
The balance of it,in my judgment, is that black kids end 
up harmed by it. There have been any number of local studies 
showing racial isoliation, interracial antagonism, greater 
both among blacks and t'l1hi tes, after these forced integration 
programs have been put into effect. That is the kind of thing 
we are concerned about. 

Q Where did you ~o to school? Did you go to an 
integrated school? 

HR. SOHELL: I went to both, both in college and 

pre-collere • I have tau~ht in both. 
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Q Which do you think you profitted ~ost from? 

HR. SOHELL: You mean can I generalize about three 
universities? I can't even count the number of other schools 
I have gone to. 

Q You are making assertions here -

MR. SO~ffiLL: No, I am reciting certain facts that 
others have already gotten through serious studies any number 
of places around the country. I am simply saying those facts 
have become non-events in the media apparently and it is 
assumed automatically that in fact there are some rrreat 
benefits accruing to blacks as a result of this and I am 
sayinf I see no evidence of that benefit. 

Q Do you see any benefit to segreF,ation? 

!fR. SOtmLL: I did not come here to ask the President 
to oppose Brown versus Board of Education. 

Q But isn't that bas ically trJhat l"e face here, 
how to deal with a court problem? 

MR. ARt'fOR: A lot of us got here because we have 
done research and the research does not support sone of the 
assumptions that school boards and the courts seem to be 
making, one being that a balanced school is a better educational 
institution. There are several of us who have done 
research, and we are quite convinced that a black child can 
do just as well in an all black school as in an integrated 
school. That is a factual or evidentiary issue and not a 
political one. 

Secondly, the remedies that courts have imposed have 
caused such nassive white flight that in a sense it is un
doing the very action the court is aiming at so at least 
I, for one -- I am David Armor from Rand -- am here because 
I am concerned about the educational and social consequences. 
I am not concerned as much about the political issue. I think 
others of us would feel the same t~ay. t~7e think there are 
false assumptions. There is f,ood evidence, and it almost 
challenges those assuMptions, and Fe have to Hork towards 
alternatives that come closer to the goal that we think is 
far from the mark because of the whlte fli~ht and other 
problems that are occurring. 

Q I would like to ask you, you said Jimmy Carter 
had said he was against court-ordered busing and I wonder if 
you would give ne a citation for that because I don't recall 
any l..maJ'Tl.biguous statement of that sort on Jfr. Carter's part. 

!m. ARBOR: ITo, I can't. I just follow everythin~ he 
says and that you people write about. 

Q That was in the New York Times yesterday. It is 
in all of his literature. 
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MR. WILFONG: Let ce address that. I am speaking 
so~ewhat from a political thing. I am a City Councilman. 
I think part of the things that we are saying I don't think 
you are hearing. You are asking questions and ~aybe you are 
not satisfied with our answers. 

For instance, a wh~le ago the question was asked 
and we tried to follow that theme -- I was interested that 
someone asked about did that achieve inte~ration, busing. 
Is that the object? Was the object to achieve inte~ration? 
~asn't the object to talk about equality in education? 
Hou1dn't a more accurate appropriate question be, do you 
think that achieved equality in education or rood education? 
Hhat difference does it cake if we have an integrated b::1(l 

school? Fhat are you saying you Hant us to have an qequa1 
opportunity 

Q Would you apply that to eoing to a restaurant 
in this town where you were separate -

HR. WILFONG: I don't really care about the 
restaurc3.nt. The point is Hhen I come here I got to Pitts' 
and eat some barbecue and maybe some chitlins. I may go 
to Hogates. I may -
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MR. GnAZER: No one is talking about maintain~ng 
segregation. We assume that is behind us. We are all 
against segregation. That is behind us. 

MR. WILFONG: That is not the object. I am 
against that, but if I chose to do that, if I choose to 
go to Pitts, then right one 

The point we are saying getting back to the 
situation in Pasadena -- of a political nature. I am a 
Republican and I am supporting the Governor of California, 
so I would not allow myself to be used by the President, 
President Ford, for that purpose. 

I don't think,though -- and someone said this 
earlier -- why should we stop doing the things we are doing 
just because it is election time. ~~y should I oppose a 
good program by a man who is the present President because 
I am supporting someone else. Hhy shouldn't I come to a 
forum like this, to talk to the President of our United States 
to give my viewpoints on that issue. 

The issues as we see it back in P~sadenn are this: 
One, will we be allowed to do our thing in Pasadena? Will 
we be allmved to have freedom to make our own decisions based 
upon our neighborhood rather than what a court decides based 
upon its interpretation of some incident ~vhich was probably 
appropriate at that time. 

Q We want you to have this forum, we assure you, 
and we hope when the pro-busing people come along that they 
will have the forum. We doubt they will. 

MR. MARCHESCHI: Dr. Ravitch vlOuld like to say 
a word and then I would like to close. 

MS. RAVITCH. My name is Diane Ravitch. I am a 
professor at Teacher's College. I am a historian and writer. 
I have done some studies into the history of the school 
integration decisions and implementatione 

My own concerns are these. I am a liberal Democrat. 
I expect to be supporting Jimmy Carter in the fall, assuming 
he is the nominee. I obviously don't want to be politically 
used by anybody, but I have my own concerns. I don't think 
you stop thinking about issues because of it being an election 
year and I don't think you can stop governing because it 
happens to be the fourth year. 

My concerns are these. I think one of the efforts 
in achieving integration is not only to have an integrated 
society -- and obviously like everybody else in this group 
which is not any kind of a formal association -- like all of 
us, we are in favor of integration, we vlant to see a unified 
society, we believe in the Brown decision wholeheartedly and 
all the changes it has brought about in American society. 
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My concern is with the pragmatic effects of 
school busing. Not that busing should not be a tool, it 
should be a tool. Absolutely. But the question is what are 
its effects? How much whit~ flight is there. If you win 
a decision and lose the white population and end up with 
more segregation than you had before the decision, have 
you won? 

At the time of the decision in Boston, there was 
a 61 percent ~-Jhite majority in Boston schools. There is 
now a white minority in the Boston schools. That is a 
concern or should be a concern. It is a concern to me as 
a researcher. 

If you look at the results coming in from different 
places in the country -- the education results -- they are 
equivocal at best -- there is no strong evidence that 
busing leads to better education and my own position -- which 
I would distinguish from the rest of the group -- is 
I have no hard and fast conclusions except I would urge 
the President and the Secretary of HEW to initiate a 
thorough study, if possible, even in an election year. 

tVhat is the educational impact of busing? How 
can we provide better quality education? Are there cities, 
are there States, are there nations that have done a better 
job of educating low-income children than we have? He 
have not succeeded. That is very clear and if we want to 
achieve equality we have to do a better job in educating 
low-income kids in order that they can have the kind of 
mObility that we assume middle class kids get through 
education. 

So, that is my concern and I would think it would 
be wrong to say that we are exploiting the issue or that the 
President -- I don't know if the President is exploiting 
it -- I don't think it is exploiting. My understanding is 
he has basically taken this position consistently for 
many years. If he suddenly switched positions in the 
middle of an election, you could say he was exploiting it, 
but I don't think saying what you have always said is 
necessarily exploitation. 

Q Was the value of your visit today to convince 
him of what he already believed? 

MS. RAVITCH: l1y purpose in coming was to say I 
think a lot of people are making statements for which they 
have no factual basis. In the course of writing about 
busing and integration, I have run into many people, in and 
outside the civil rights movement, who say we must have 
busing because only through integration will children ever 
learn. 
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Now I don't know on what they base that. I believe 
there are many ways in which children learn and we have not 
begun to fathom the~. I think we can do a better job than 
we are doing now and we don't seem to be moving in the right 
direction, so I was urging we do a better job of finding 
out why we have these assumptions. 

Q Hay I ask a question about white flight which 
a number of you have mentioned. 

MS. RAVITCH: Dr. Coleman might be best to 
speak to that. 

Q Why is the answer to white f1igh~ not to 
expand the realm of busing instead of to contain it in 
areas -- especially in the case of Boston, why is it not 
better to expand busing out into the suburbs to prevent 
white flight? 

HR. COLEHAN: I see your point. It seems to me 
the white flight that exists tells a few things. One is the 
actual consequences of white flight, namely, the' shift - 
reduction of 30 some percent of the white population 

in Boston in a short period of time -- in. a period of two 
years. That is one thing. 

The other is what it tells us symbolically. That 
is it says that here is an issue, namely the choice of 
where to send one's child to school, which is so important 
to so many people that they will suffer an economic loss, 
that they will suffer losses of friends, losses of a 
whole variety of sorts in order to achieve their goal. 

Now if that is the case, if it is so important 
to so many people, then one must begin to question the basic 
philosophy of the thing and it seems to me when one looks 
at the philosophy of the thing then you find it is a kind 
of "Ern.peror has no clothes" phenomenon that it is based on 
as several people have said before -- a set of faulty 
premises. 

MR. HARDY: I would like to comment on that white 
flight. 

I am John Hardy from the Pasadena Unified School 
District, Board of Education. I am in support of Governor 

Reagan too, so there is no political tie to President Ford. 
But Pasedena is unique. I think it is one of the very 
few districts under court order to bus where we have been 
able to turn around the white flight. He brought back into 
the district around 1,200 white families or vlhite kids. 

Basically because we have offered a volunteer 
and we have told them the awful thing we have told the 
parents, "This is what we are going to do for your kids if 
you bring them back into this district. He are going to 
teach them the basic 3 R's. We are going to teach them 
discipline. We are going to teach them pride, we are going 
to teach the~ respect." We have a waiting list to get 
into those schools • 
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HR. MARCHESCHI: Some of us have airplanes to 
catch. May I just make one parting comment. 

I do appreciate your focusingon the issue and the 
political issue involved. As the unofficial orf,anizer of 
this group, ad hoc group, let me make this confession to 
you. There are quite a fet-7 01 us up here who have carried 
quite a few scars from this battle. Some of us have seen 
districts lose 40 percent of their white children. Others 
of us have put a great number of children on buses and bused 
them across town. Others of us have had reputations and 
positions in various universities challen~ed' -- challenging 
some of the assumptions that underlie the whole premise 
of busing. 

I think the most honest thing we can say is this: 
There are those in this group who very, very much want 
to communicate what we consider to be sincere knowledgeable 
opinions to the media and to the country on this issue. 

And to the extent that anyone has been used today, 
I would be much more cO::1cerned about us usine 'the President 
than the President using us. I think t-!e have had a platform 
to legitimate, if you will, the anti-busing areument and 
we appreciate that. 

Thank you very much. 

END (AT 3:05 P.M.EDT) 
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