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1. Iincoln's Birthday messafe - a few days late

We live in an
/unphilosovhical and democratic era

-
difficult to discuss questions of moraliby

i d
yet important practically for public support in democratic era/
rany aspects: &

1. US-USSR: cold war to detente -
n—Qﬁ 1..—*" WA U ""—Jﬂﬂ-\mh
2. difference between friends and adversaries o, . + a.bo,
5 3 . A W
3. need to maintain defense
4, how to be friendly with those who persecute Solzhenitzyn

5. Alliance with undemocratic regimes, Greece, Portugal, etec.

2. Lincoln

slavery morally wrong

- distinzuished self from Douglas "don't care"

- but also azainst avolitionists, who thouzht wmoral judgment that
slavery was wrong settled whole question

- attempt to abolish slavery would destroy Union and Constitution:
institutions and principles that were opposed to slavery

- one cuestion--is slavery wronz?--moral question, and no doubt
of answer

- another gquestion--what to do about it?--Political question and
lots of room for doubt .

- Lincoln sougzht to avoid provoking conflict--to end slavery
gradually and save the Union

- He souzht a poliecy that would assure all that slavery was in
“the course of ultimate extinction," but not by violence, and
not by unconstitutional means.



Analogy for the 1970's e

no doubt there are regimes we cannot approve or condone:
Communism, especially as practiced in Soviet Union
Suppression of ordinary freedoms«-speech and press
Suppression of rights to life, liberty, pursuit of happiness

not simply "ideological" differecnces--as if "they have their
vay, we ours”

we are not indifferent to injustice,
not morally neutral, we camnot follow a "don't care™ policy
such practices are unjust and we have no doubt about it

trisl by jury, presumption of innocence, legal (habeas cornus)

safeguards, ete.--these are not were preferences or whing;
these we know to be essential, indispensable characteristics
of decent govermments and we do not concede the rightness of
regimes that deny these elementary safeguards to life and
liberty.

Put, we know that regimes that protect these rights are rare
in history, including now, that a nation has a strange and
guestionable career iE it undertakes to correct the errors of
other sovereign nations even when there is no doubt of the
rightness of its position.

great sufferings follow from the cuixoctic, self-righteous
attempt to eradicate all evil in the world.

to recognlze that evil exists is important and a first step

what to do about it in international affairs is a different
guestion--especially in present time when war is such a ghastly
prospect X
and especially 1s this true for a superpower vhen confronted
by the only other superpover in the era of strategic nuclear
parity

confusion of rectitude of prineiples, and rectitude of the

nation /" E0R,
[~ < \
must acknowledge own flaws (= %
(= EY
w, o
meaning of self-rizhteousness and why it is scorned (; }
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some rules:

s e e D

i

1

US should not anprove, encouraze, foster, promote, aid or even
condone dictatorghip or tyrannical rule

US should distinruish itgelf from those who "don't care™ about
tyranny elsevhere in the ywrorld.

US should try as effectively as possible to desizn volicies to
discouraze tyrannical tendencies, encourage improvemente-
avoiding the worst: world conflict

£l

S should atate clesrly that detente doesn't mean friendship

with Soviet Union u

doesn't mean i1llusions aboub Soviét Union
doesn't mean anproval of injustice
doesn't mean we trust the Soviet Union

detente means reduction of tenslions that mizht lead to nuclear
conflict; it has o potential, over the years, to become
something more, but at present this is all it means,

detente means mtval resiraint based on practical awareress
of mutual danzer, ecuslly obvious to both sides, regardless of
differences of principle

detente is the less unpleasant side of the relations of
potential adversakies who cannot trust each other, but who would
rather avold war if possible.

Ve hope to avoid war that could lead to deaths of tens gnd hundreds of
millions, endless suffering for any survivors, and perhaps the
destruction of civilization,

that is a worthy and noble aim, but it may leave us in an
imperfect world. Ve seek and hope for improvements in harsh
regires, but we are not willing to pay any price for that goal.

if a cool and implacable aloofness will help to do it, we're for
that

i1f Alliance will do it, ete. /§j¥090
A just man can be hanpy--not perfectly hanny, but hapoy-- in/ﬁh
imperfeet world. The man who insists that happiness is not |2
possible because the world 1s not perfect, is perverse and ‘%
danzerous. A
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- FProm the start of the American Republic, the hone was that our
good example would be most effective in combatting tyranny
and promoting decent and limited zovernments. We have not
bean very admirable lately in eyes of world. That is one of
our most urgent tasks. Much of it dorestic.

Eut also in conduct of foreign affairs

- be clear on question of Justice
we are arainst:

* tyranny, dictatorship in a2l of its forms

¢ deprivation of rights
* denial of justice
* persecution

- with potential adversarics, we will be rnon-provoecative, firm
in our principles of rizht, moderate, restrained, non-crusading

- with Allies and potential Allies:
correct
encouragzing of improéements
willing to criticize, hoping to praise
- with those who share our principles:

friends
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July 26, 1974

The detente policy of the present Administration gives
rise to unfortunate misunderétandings primarily because it
is complex, and not simple. But complexity can be explained
i
.and understood, and it can be the basis of an effective
policy that seeks peace and security for the United States.
We must not allow the yearning for simplicity to stand
in the way of the great objective of finding a basis for peace
and decency in the world. It is just that yearning for

simplicity, in my opinion, that has led to an errorneous

analysis of detente in a recent column in The New York Times

(William Safire, International Herald-Tribume, June 28, 1974).



In that oolumn it was suggested that President Nixon
and Secretary Kissinger have been locked in a kind of combat
for the soul of American foreign policy--a rough and tumble
of giants that dwarfs the negotiations between Nixon and
Brezhnev,

Kissinger, according to this acount,wants to ignore the
immorality of the Soviet Union, while Nixon keeps in mind the

nature : i
evil/of the Soviets and their long-range intentions.

A close look at the speech the President gave in Annapolis
in June raises strong doubts that he then was, as is asserted,
under pressure to mouth an amoral position and that the speech
was a ''victory of amorality.'" Rather, it points up effectively
the sensibly complex nature of US foreign policy in seeking
to establish and strengthen detente.

Morality is a central thread throughout the speech:

"both pragmatism and moral forcé kad to be the double prongs
of any American foreign policy. A sense of moral purpose is
part of our heritage and part of the éradition of our foreign
policy. Pragmatism, realism, and technical efficiency must

not be the sole touchstone of our foreign policy."
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Does that sound like '"'the victory of amorality''? A
policy devoid of moral purpose, the speech continued, "would
have no roots or inspiration," and could not win support
from Americans, nor "deserve the respect of the world." How

can such words be call

4

d amorall

7]

The Administration view on morality in foreign policy
is not simple, but it can’ be intelligible and, compared to
the alternatives available, can be persuasively argued, as
in the Annapolis speech. 'Pragmatism and moral force are
the double prongs.'" '"Unrealistic idealism can be impractical
and potentially dangerous." We must not forgo results that
are good because they are not perfect. What could be more
sensible? "A blend of the ideal and the pragmatic in our
foreign policy is especially critical in our approach to
the Soviet Union." .

It has long been recognized by those who are concerned
with the problem of morality in action that conditions are
not always propitious for achieving the best results. For
that reason, moral action must be considered in two steps:

First, knowing the right and the wrong of the situati Q-Fdﬁé\

ERAL,
\

Second, judging what can be done about it.
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It is one thing to discern right and wrong, to judge
what is best. It is another thing to judge the circumstances
of a situation and know what can be achieved. This is only
to state the obvious difference between theoretical under-
standing and practical judgment: Life, after all,is not a
seminar,

The dominant view hgs always‘been that the Soviet
regime is wrong in its principles and harsh in its practices.
Most Americans are aware of and decry the suppression of
human liberty and the dénials of basic rights that characterize
the Soviét political system. Those in government are aware,
more fully than most observers with less access to the daily
flow of information about the growth and spread of Soviet
power, of the dangers to our safety and survival presented
by the Soviet Union. All of the public utterzances of both
Nixon and Kissinger show that éhey share an understanding of
the nature of the Soviet regime, and condemn it.

But moral judgment dces not by‘itself determine a course
of action nor set foreign policy. It is an appropriate

starting point, but only a starting point.




5.

In plain language, the problem can be stated this way:
We think the Soviets have an evil system and we don't like
what they do to their own citizens, nor do we like the
threat they pose to the rest of the world. What should we
do about it? And then we must add to the question, what
should we do about it in an era of nuclear strategic parity,
when any tonflict has the potential of escalating into a
globally terminal war?

It makes great sense, in that circumstance, to say what
was said in Annapolis, and yhat some deride as amoral: "Peace
between nations with totally different systems is also a
highly moral objective."

Marxism advocates the view that all evil can be eradicated
from the face of the earth if the enemies of the classless
society are'liquidated,with.the expectation that men can live,
eventually, without government;

The American view starts from the acceptance of the fact

the denial that anyone
that men are not angels and/zhagxnexerz has the right to
undertake a program of liquidation. Two consequences follow

by other men
from the fact that men are not angels: men must be governed/
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and the men who govern must be limited in their powers. The
grand themes of American political theory and experience
are tolerance, restraint, and moderation--not moral crusading.

Two mistakes must be avoided, one amoral, the other
self-righteous. We must not say, 'We have our way and they
have theirs; there is nothing to choose between them, so
why fight about it." : %

the differences in our system are great and basic..

The truth of the matter is that/penial of rights of
freedom of speech and religion, government ownership of the
press, denial of legal due process, ardd political imprisonment
are not mere matters of national preference immune from judg-
ment, but completely wrong in themselves. The principles of
Fustice and decency have their validity, not because we are
for them, but because they are true in themselves.

But let us not make thé egually dangerous mistake of
self-righteousness, cofifusing the rectitude of our principles
with our own rectitude. There is a'difference. We must
adhere to righteousness, but it is imperative that we scorn
self-righteousness./ That, in brief, is the moral position I
am sure reasonable men, on reflection, must share in todéy's

! iEOf?
. 1 ® o
world, and to the best of my understanding it is the basigf;£
g
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Administration efforts to establish detente,. - %, 57
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WASHINGTON

. 9/23/74 / |
, o | TO: BOB HARTMAN
TO: Z\# MW'ZAV :

FROM: PAUL THEIS /
FROM: PAUL THEIS
Regarding the Rumsfeld swearing-in,
/‘ (// attached are some suggested

remarks for the President which
Bob Goldwin drafted.




(Goldwin) FIRST DRAFT

FOR IMMHDIATE RELEASE September 26, 1974

OFFICE OF THE WHITE HOUSE PRESS SECRETARY

THE WHITE HOUSE

REMARKS OF THE PRESIDENT
AT THE SWEARING-IN CEREMONY
OF DONALD RUMSFELD AS
ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT

AT » EDT

The appointment of Donald Rumsfeld as Assistant
to the President, with Cabinet rank, strengthens my
entire Administration. He will have responsibility
for co-ordinating White House operations.

For a man so young, Don Rumsfeld has unusually broad
experience in government.

--He has campaigned as a candidate four times,
and won election each time.

--He was an outstanding Congressman. I valued
him as a colleague.in the House of Representatives.

--He knows the workings of the Executive branch
as well as the legislative branch.

--He served with distinction in the White House
and he has administered important agencies, most notably
the Cost of Living Council during Phase II.

--And now, as Ambassador to NATO, he has added
experience in foreign policy and military matters.



PAGE TWO

Don is a hard-driving leader who demands maximum
effort from those he works with, and then works harder
than anyone else,

He is honest, he is smart, he is dedicated, and
he is experienced. That is why I have asked him to
take on this job.

HE
I am grateful thatAhas accepted.
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3 FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE MAY 26, 1969

OFFICE OF THE WHITE HOUSE PRESS SECRETAR

§ ~

|
%
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THE YHITE HOUSE

REMARKS OF THE PRESIDENT

AT THE SWEAR CERENONY
oF DONAL AS DIRECTOR

OF TEE OFFICE OF ECONOMIC
OPPORTUNITY
THE ROSE GARDEN

AT 10:12 A.M. EDT

. Mr. Vice President, Members of the Cabinet, Mayor
Lindsay, Mayor Washington, ladies and gentlemen:

This is another one of our swearing-in ceremonies and
one of very great immortance to this Administration and also
to the Nation.

Don Rumsfeld will, after his swearing-in, assume
several responsibilities: one is an Assistant to the President;
second, as Director of the Office of Economic Opportunity; and,
third, as a member of the Cabinet by designation of the
President.

He will be the youngest member of the Cabinet, but
one very exverienced in all of the responsibilities that he
will have.

You have alreadv met him. I have already introduced
him at the time that his nomination was sent to the Senate.

Now, he will be sworn in. Judge glicklinq,of the
Circuit Court of Appeals of the District of Columbkia, will
administer the oath and Mrs. Rumsfeld will hold the Bible.

(Judge Fickling administered the ocath of office.)

END AT 10:14 A.M. EDT
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE APRIL 21, 1969

Office of the White House Press Secretary

- e e m M e W en e e M e me e B e M M e Ge en SR em W) G0 5 s e W e e G e e me S mm s em e e e e

. THE "WHITE HOUSE

The President today announced his intention to nominate Donald Rumsfeld,
36, of Wilmette, Illinois, as Director of the Oifice of Economic Opportunity.
The President will also appoint him as an Assistant to the President with
Cabinet rank.

Se—

Rumsfeld, a Congressman from Illinois' thirteenth Congressional district
since 1963, is a member of the Government Operations, Science and
Astronautics, and Joint Economic Committees,

He has been active in the drafting of legislation which would streamline the
function and responsiveness of both the legislative and executive branches of
government. Rumsfeld has also been a strong advocate of ""Freedom of
Information'' legislation to eliminate unnecessary secrecy in government. _
During debate on extension of the draft in 1967, he introduced an amendment,
which was passed by the House, directing a study of the creation of an all-
volunteer army.

Following graduation from Princeton University in 1954, Rumsfeld joined the
Navy and served as a naval aviator and flight instructor until his discharge in
1957. He served as administrative assistant to former Congressman David
Dennison of Ohio in 1958 and Robert Griffin in 1959 while he was a Congress-
man from Michigan. He then became associated with the investment banking
firm of A, G. Becker & Co. in Chicago. He was elected to Congress November
6, 1962.

Rumsfeld is married to the former Joyce Pierson and they have three children.



HOLD FOR RELE.QD‘E UNTIL DELIVERED TO THg SENATE

OFFICE OF THE WHITE HOUSE PRESS SECRETARY
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THE WHITE HOUSE

NOMINATIONS SENT TO THE SENATE ON JANUARY 4, 1973:
Elliot L., Richardsor;, of Massachusetts, to be Secretary of Defense,
Frederick B, Dent, of South Carolina, to be Secretary of Commerce,
Peter J, Brennan, of New York, to be Secretary of Labor, -

Caspar W, Wemberger, of California, to be Secretary of Health,
Education, and Welfare,

James T, Lynn, of Ohio, to be Secretary of Hou31ng and Urban
Development,

Claude S. Brinegar, of California, to be Secretary of Transportation,

John A, Scali, of the District of Columbia, to be the Representative
of the United States of America to the United Nations with the rank and
status of Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary, and the

Representative of the United States of America in the Security Council
of the United Nations,

Kenneth Rush, of New York, to be Deputy Secretary of State, vice -
John N, Irwin II,

William J. Porter, of Massachusetts, a Foreign Service Officer
of the Class of Career Minister, to be Under Secretary of State for
Political Affairs, vice U, Alexis Johnson,

William J. Casey, of New York, to be Under Secretary of State for;
Economic Affairs, (New Position)

I
Donald-Rumsfeld, of Illinois, to be the United States Perznanefrt )
Representative on the Council of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization,

with the rank and status of Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary,
vice David M, Kennedy.

John N, Irwin II, of New York, to be Ambassador Extraordinary
and Plenipotentiary of the United States of America to France, vice
Arthur K, Watson, resigned,

Daniel P, Moynihan, of New York, to be Ambassador Extraordinary
and Plenipotentiary of the United States of America to India,

Richard Helmsa. aof the Nigtrict nf Calirmhia #a he Avmhaccadaw
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Biographical

$L1IN0IS
1232, and reclected 1956 and _1960; married to the former Audrey B. Vasey of
Taronto, Canada, who died September 3, 1967; one daughter, Beatrice (Mrs.
Apdre Donaid Etienne); two sons, Michael and Oliver; member Chicago, Lake
tsunty, Illinois State, and American Bar Associations, Law Club of Chicago;
cleoted to the 88th Congress November 6, 1962; reclected to the 89th, 90th, and

<13t {ongresses. : i

SHIRTEENTH DISTRICT.~Coox Cotxry: Townships of Elk Grove, Evanston, New Trier, Niles,
Nerthfeld, Palatine, Schaumberg, and Wheeling. Population (1580), 467,052; estimated to Juiy 1567,

507,000,

NALD RUMSFELD, Republican, of Wilmette, IIl.; born in Chicago,
1, July 9, 1932; attended Winnetka public schools; graduated Princeton Uni-
versity, 1954, in politics; served as a naval aviator and flight instructor until
i037; married the former Joyce Pierson of Wilmette; two daughters, Valerie and
i{arey; son, Donaid Nicholas; administrative assistant to Congressman David
Dennison, Ohio, 1958; formerly associated with A. G. Becker & Co., Ine., Chicago
investment bankers, as registered representative; elected to the 8Sth Congress

November 8, 1962; reelected to the 89th, 90th, and 9lst Con‘gr.esses_i i
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November 12, 1974

MEMORANDUM FOR: DONALD RUMSFELD

FROM: ROBERT A, GOLDWIN

This is my reworking of the draft Lee sent to you.
Lee was mistaken in thinking that I had done a separate

draft. She never asked me to work on one for Gene. I
did do two others for her.

Attachment




November 12, 1974

MEMORANDUM FOR: DONALD RUMSFELD

FROM: ROBERT A, GOLDWIN

This is my reworking of the draft Lee sent to you.
Lee was mistaken in thinking that I had done a separate

draft. She never asked me to work on one for Gene. I
did do two others for her.

Attachment




DRAFT

The Honorable
Eugene V. McAuliffe
Acting Permanent Representative
on the North Atlantic Council
Brussels, Belgium
Dear Gene: > ) G

As you already know, I am deeply grateful for your superb
backing while I was Chief of Mission.

I cannot imagine how-one could~have a better deputy: your
judgment is sound, you know how to keep the .,Mlission humming
smoothly, and you have a deep and exhaustive knowledge of
the Alliance's political-military affairs.

Your knowledge and éxperience, coupled with your talent
for facts, names a:vl;lg figures, both large and small, impressed

o
me. Who else could switch/easily from a discussion of the grand

\
design of Atlantic relations to the complexities of the Infrastructure
program, and catch the experts up short in their own field?

In all candor, however, I must acknowledge that you were not
without fault. Alt.hough you drafted well, in a clear and vigorous
style, you were not always able to decipher my handwriting and tell

Yy rs
me what I had written. Then there was also a barely concealed
A
lack of interest in invitations to the ballet. Finally, there was
the lack of Midwestern birth. True, you tried to compensate for
LY Fogr,
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Page 2

this by avowing that you were just a country boy from Boston; but

I must tell you, Gene, that your accomplishments at the negotiating
table made your story unconvincing.

I appreciated your ability to understand what I wanted and to
get it done. You regularly anticipated my requests and the results
surpassed my expectations. These qualities are rare: they place
you among the very few who are capable of directing large staffs
and getting out of them the maximum in quality and quantity.

I am grateful to you for your dedication, your hard work, your
devotion to the concept of service inherent in the nature of the
Foreign Service, and for your loyalty. I could not have found a

better deputy.

Thank you.
Sincerely,
Donald Rumsfeld
Assistant to the President
11/12/74
. Fr\
- FOR\



December 5, 1974

Dear Don:

The small Chinese box is really splendid. I am grateful for it and
for the note that accompanied it.

But I must, once again, add some words of advice. When one begins
to move in a new direction, it is important to avoid excess. You
used the word "thanks'" twice in a letter of three short sentences.

You musta't allow yourself to be carried away. Moderation must be
the rule.

Sincerely,

Robert A. Goldwin

Mr. Donald Rumasfeld
White House




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

December 4, 1974

Dear Bob:

Thanks so much for the use of your coat.
It was most thoughtful and certainly came in
handy.

Here's a small Chinese box I brought back

for you to say thanks.
Regarz s

=

137ia1d Rumsfeld

Mr. Robert A. Goldwin
Room 128 E.O.B.



December 10, 1974

MEMORANDUM TO: DON RUMSFELD
FROM: BOB GOLDWIN

Here is a photocopy of the letter from Irving Kristol describing in
detail a proposed Council of Social Advisers.

You asked me last night to send you another copy at once.

Kristol left out of his letter the chief point he made in his conversation
with us: a Council of Social Advisers would give the White House the

initiative in setting “the public agenda."

In answer to your question about James Q. Wilson, I agree with
Kristol that Jim would be cutstanding as a member of this group
or as its chairman,




:

December 10, 1974

MEMORANDUM TO: DON RUMSFELD
FROM: BOB GOLDWIN

I have beean informed by the Chief Executive Clerk's office that I
will be sworn in as soon as my commission is signed--in a day or
two. They propose to do it in my office with no formal ceremony,

Would you do me the favor of allowing the swearing-in to be held
ia your office, in your presence, to add digaity and slegance to the
occasion?




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

12/10/74
Mr. Goldwin:

I talked to Mr. Ratchford in Bob Linder's
office (he is Chief Executive Clerk) and

he said that you would be sworn in as soon
as your commission is signed which should
be tomorrow or Thursday.

Mr. Ratchford said he would probably swear
you in in your office - there isn't any formal

ceremony.

Mary



December 31, 1974

MEMORANDUM TO:

DONALD RUMSFELD

FROM: ROBERT A, GOLDWIN

Feldstein is an unusually interesting young economist. The

articles he refers to in the letter have been sent to Alan
Greenspan, but his brief explanations are instructive in

themselves.

Enclosure




January 1, 1975

MEMORANDUM TO: DONALD RUMSFELD
THROUGH: RICHARD CHENEY

FROM: ROBERT GOLDWIN

lrving Kristol called to say that Robert Bork has spoken to Seaator
Hruska about the Edward Levi appointment. Bork thinks that Hruska
has been brought arcund at least to the point that he will not oppose

the Levi appointment if the Presideat continues to support it vigowously.

Beork teld Kristol that he thinks Eastland is the problem and that
similar talks ought to be held with him. Bork's suggestion was that
William Buckley, Milton Friedman (the economist), and Bork could
meet with Eastland and appropriate senior staff in the White House

to try to persuade Eastland that a good conservative should not oppose
the Levi appointment.

I responded to Kristbl that I thought Buckley, Friedman and Bork might
be more persussive to a Republican like Hruska than to & Democrat
like Eastland. Kristol tended to agree and said he doesn’t know the
answer but he thinks the right question is, who does Senator Eastland
listea to? Whoever it is, efforts should be made to carry the argu-
ment to Eastland to diminish his opposition to the appointmeant.

In a subsequent coaversation I had with William Safire, he brought up
the matter of the Levi appointment and offered the opiaion that nothing
could have been more helpful to President Ford at this time than to have
the vociferous criticiam of a Mississippi Democrat. Safire doubts that
there will be buckets of blood on the floor, as Evans and Novak predict.
Safire thinks that if the Presideat continues to push the nomination of
Levi, that Eastland and others will do little more than grumble, that the
nomination will go through, and that the President and Levi will look
good as a result.

//1_/7 S/""”_”“Z\/













January 17, 1975

MEMORANDUM TO: DONALD RUMSFELD

FROM: ROBERT GOLDWIN

The attached copy of a letter from Irving Kristol makes

an interesting argument for appointing professors to
ambassadorships.

57y -
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Editors: IRVING KRISTOL » NATHAN GLAZER

&
m EDITORIAL OFFICES: 10 East 53 Street, New York, N. Y. 10022

Associate Editor: PAUL WEAVER

January 15, 1975

Mr. Robert Goldwin

Room 170

Executive Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Bob:

I'd like to call to your attention an important reason why professors
should be appointed to more ambassadorships than now seems to be the
practice of either the White House or the State Department. It's not
that professors will necessarily be better than appointees from the
Foreign Service or the business community -- though I have no reason
to think they will be worse. The point is that there is a superior
long-term “"payoff." When Foreign Service types or businessmen cease
being ambassadors, they also tend to cease to play any important role
- in foreign policy decisions. On the other hand, when professors cease
being ambassadors, they return to the academic community, and are then
accepted naturally as having a special expertise and distinction in
the field of foreign policy. This means that their voices are heard
more frequently and more loudly. It also means, one hopes, that the
level of foreign policy discussion in this country would be improved.

So it would be nice if the White House and the State Department got
together and appointed a few friendly professors to ambassadorial positions,
even minor ones.

I am taking the liberty of sending a copy of this letter to Helmut

Sonnenfeldt of Kissinger's staff. Perhaps you and he can have a chat
about it one of these days.

Best,
Irving Kristo;“:"

IR:x1

cc: Helmut Sonnenfeldt
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Publication Committee: Orville G. Brim, Jr. « Nathan Glazer = Daniel P. Moynihan ¢ Arthur J. Rosenthal » Leo Rosten « Martin E. Segal

Stanley Simon » Arthur L. Singer, Jr. » Robert M. Solow « Roger Starr « James Q. Wilson



January 21, 1975

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
THROUGH: DONALD RUMSFELD

FROM: ROBERT A, GOLDWIN

In our meeting on Sunday, you asked me to write down the
argument I gave on the subject of the presidential veto,
partly derived from The Federalist. I have done it in the
form of Q & A,

Q. There has been a lot of criticism of your threat to veto
any new spending legislation. Can you explain that threat,
and especially how it is consistent with your other state-
ments that you seek conciliation and compromise with
Congress?

A, Yes, I think it is important to understand why the
Constitution gives the President the veto power, Asl

see the veto, it is not a threat but a means for any President
to work in cooperation with the Congress.

The veto, as provided in the Constitution gives the President
an occasional role in the legislative process, just as some
other constitutional provisions, like advice and consent, give
Congress a role in the executive process.

My view of the veto, the best and most constructive use of
it, is that it does not pit the President against the Congress
in a test of strength, nor does it substitute executive will
and judgment for legislative will and judgment. A veto that
can be overridden enables the Congress and the President
to interact on the most important matters before the
decision becomes final,
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if the President thinks the Congrese has acted too hastily,
he can make them take more time and reconsider. If the
President thinks that the deliberation was incomplete,
that there were arguments or facts that should have been
considered but were not, he can present those facts and
arguments to Congress as part of his veto, And finally,
if the majority is narrow, and perhaps not truly national, as
sometimes happens throggh the ordinary working of the
majority-rule system, the President by veto brings into
effect the comnstitutional requirement that passage be by
two-thirds. Such a majority is sure to be truly national,
as befits a very important decision.

Now, in my Message to the Congress, I said, "I will not
hesitate to veto any new spending programs."” Andl will

not hesitate, especially if I think they were adopted too
hastily, with incomplete deliberation, or with less than a
truly national majority. By vetoing I will assure that
additional time is given to phe question, that more deliberation
takes place, and test whether a decisive majokity exists

in opposition to my views.

At the root of this stand is my conviction that high levels
of spending are in themselves a national danger, which we
must face promptly or suffer the consequences. And use
of the veto is a constitutional means to bring this danger
to the attention of the Congress and the people.

If I am sustained in these vetoes, 1 am convinced that a
good purpose will be served. If I am overridden, I will
regret it, but I am convinced that I will have done what the
Constitution intended--thorough congressional deliberation
and action in good time, expressing the will and judgment of
the nation,

I will judge my success not by keeping score on how many
times my veto is sustained, but rather by judging how widll

my cooperation with the Congress serves the national interest.
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January 22, 1975

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
THROUGH: DONALD RUMSFELD

FROM: ROBERT A. GOLDWIN

Here is the first try at writing up our conversation of
last Sunday. You will recognize much of it as your own
first responses to my questions, In some cases I have

made an attempt to amplify your thoughts and follow
some of the implications.

I recommend as the second step that you give me your
additional thoughts and comments and I will then make
a second effort. We can continue in that way until
you are satisfied.

By this process, we can also develop an agenda for the

next conversation, and so continue in your search for
over-arching themes.

Attachment




What would you say is your chief characteristic, as a man
and as a political leader?

I like people. I like to talk to them, I like to listen to
them, I like to ask them questions. It is a pleasure for
me to discuss things with all sorts of people.

And when a decision has to be reached, my practice is to
be sure that everyone has a chance to have his full say.

I think it is better to develop a consensus than to impose
a decision on unwilling people.

I enjoy doing things that way, and I also think it is the
most constructive way. The spirit of the American system
requires that we listen to the other fellow and appreciate
his viewpoint, what his legitimate interests are.

In Congress you conduct affairs every day with people
whose thoughts and convictions are different from yours,
but the national interest demands that you work smoothly
with these people. When I disagree with someone, he goes
away with a good feeling that I knew what he was saying
and why he was saying it.

I've known people in public life who would make you mad
at them even when they were saying yes. They usually
don't last long.

America is made up of a great diversity of interests, and
we have to develop unity out of the competition of these
differing groups and persons. That's why we have to be
strong in the skills of conciliation and co-operation.

How does someone learn these skills? Is it something
that should be studied or taught in schools?

For me, it has come out of my long years of experience
in Congress. Of course, some Congressmen and other
political leaders never learn it no matter how long and
hard they try. Some don't seem to try. I guess you have
to have the temperament, and you have to like people, as I
do. Maybe it can be taught or learned from books. Harry
Truman said he learned a lot of his political savvy frcm



reading history books. Basically it is a matter of under-
standing how American government works and how
important it is always to try to influence the actions of
the majority in order to get results that are good for

the people.

Your mention of being part of the majority reminds us
that through just about your entire congressional career
you were part of a Republican minority. Has that
influenced your view of the political system and your role
in it?

Yes, I was in the minority for all but two years of my
congressional career. I would have been very pleased to
have more majority experience. But I think what we have
been talking about is the same, whichever party you are

in. Many bills that pass are supported by a majority of
both parties. And the majorities keep shifting, with a
different composition from bill to bill. At all times it is
important to use the skills of compromise and to be
trustworthy in your dealings with others, those who support
you and those who oppose you.

The word compromise has a bad connotation as well as a
favorable one. It often means that someone abandons
principle for selfish or unscrupulous advantage. But you
always speak of compromise approvingly. Do you see a
danger in being too ready to compromise?

In a political career it is very important to stand by your
principles, to stand for something, and to follow a mean-
ingful course. Without that you have no sense of direction,
no rudder, no map. This matter of compromise is com-
plicated,but not too complicated for anyone to understand--
and if you are in pclitical life as your lifetime career, you
had better understand it, or you will make a mess of things.

There are two dangers. One is that you will have no
principles, no scruples, and just make any deal that
advances your interests or your career. That is contempt-

ible. I have no respect for such people. The other danger is

that you will be too rigid and inflexible, too sure that you
are right and that everyone who disagrees with you is wrong.



Rigid people find it hard to modify their position and com-
promise. They fail to influence the majority. You have to
be able to agree with others in part in order to get them
to agree with you in part.

One reason that I like people and get along with them is that

I find most people make a lot of sense when they explain

why they are working for some result. They might not have
hold of the whole truth, but there is usually a lot of truth

in what they are saying, and that makes it easier to co-operate
and compromise with them.

Some people are too self-righteous. It is important to live
by sound principles, but some people confuse the rightness
of their principles and their own rightness. I try not to be
self-righteous. A self-righteous man finds it hard to
compromise with anycne. A righteous man can compromise
with other decent people.

Mr. President, what comments do you have on the upheaval
now taking place in Congress, the ouster of Committee
Chairmen?

I have mixed emotions about it. There is some cruelty in
turning out men who have served for a long time and worked
hard for what they think is right. On the other hand, I take
into account that some of them were inflexible and unyield-
ing. I also take into account that these new people in Congress
feel they have an important mission and changing the

chairmen and the way of appointing them is important to

their objectives.

The real question, and we'll have to wait a while for the
answer, is whether the government will run better now. |
Time will tell. These things cannot be judged in the ‘
abstract. I judge by results. Will the legislation be better
or worse? Will relations with the Administration be better
or worse? Will there be a stalemate of forces when the
needs of the Nation require leadership? The verdict on
whether what is happening now is good or bad will depend
on the answers to those questions.



January 22, 1975

MEMORANDUM TO: DONALD RUMSFELD

FROM: ROBERT A, GOLDWIN

Attached are two short selections from Plain Speaking, the
oral biography of Harry Truman,

The first is a humorous example of how Truman used his
reading of history directly for his practical guidance
rather than for scholarly purpases.

The second gives an interesting list of books Truman
recommended to a [riead to teach him about "'the nature

of man and about the culture and heritage of Westera
civilization in general.”

I leave it to your judgment whether they should be passed
on to the President.

Also enclosed is one more interview with "the White
House's lightaing rod.”

Attachments
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MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
THROUGH: { DONALD RUMSFELD

FROM: - ROBERT A, GOLDWIN |

You asked me to look up the beginnings of the seniority
system in Congress, in relation to the rule of Speaker
Clarence Cannon.

The historical origins of the seniority system of choosing '
Committee Chairmen are complex, according to the best

scholarly analyses (see accompanying chart).

But it is probably not inmwih to simplify the story, some-
what as follows, if you want to give an historical comment
on the present "reform" in the House:

b

The method af appointing commitiee chairmen has often
been a matter of contention in the House of Representatives.
There was a time, until around 1910, when the Speaker made
all committee appointments, and there was a time when the
party caucus made all committee appointments. That era
was called King Caucus, and it was called a "reform' move«
ment because it overthrew the one-man rule of the Speaker,
"Czar Cannon."

When chairmen began to be selected primarily by seniority,
around 1920, that was also looked on as a reform, as a way
of ending the abuses of the caucus system. S Fop
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The seniority system was considered a reform because it
gave party leaders much less control over the selection of
chairmen and gave members much more freedom to vote
their own mind,

Seniority, rigidly adhered to, had its abuses, no doubt, We
must wait to see, however, how the newest "reform" will

work.
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January 23, 1975

MEMORANDUM TO:
FROM:

DONALD RUMSFELD
ROBERT A, GOLDWIN

The enclosed article from Roll Call may be of interest
to you. The book from which it is derived is available
in the White House library,

Enclosure




January 24,1975

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
THROUGH: DONALD RUMSFELD

FROM: ROBERT A. GOLDWIN

Morality is not easy to talk about publicly. It would pro-
bably be better if a President could answer such questions
by letting his actions speak for him. But John Chancellor
did ask the question, and others will, too, in the future,

It seems necessary, therefore, to develop strong answers
that are well grounded in moral philosophy.

I have composed one possible alternative answer to
Chancellor's question, based on a discussion of the same
question by John Locke, the British philosopher whose
writings had such a profound influence on the authors of
the Declaration of Independence and the Constitution.

I also attach the excerpt from Locke, to show you his
argument in its original form.

Q. (Chancellor) What about the moral implications?
If a country is being strangled by a country or
ancther set of countries that own a natural resource,
is it moral to go and take that? It is their oil, it
is not ours. Isn't that a troublesome guestion?

A, Yes, it is a troublesome question, but it is a question
that I have thought about and there are answers that
seem to make sense to me,

We start with the fact that there is, and always has

been, uneven ownership of goods and resources,
ameag individuals and among nations. But I think — {;\ <
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January 29, 1975

MEMORANDUM TO: DONALD RUMSFELD

FROM: ROBERT GOLDWIN

The two attached short articles are an example of
how alleged facts sometimes get manufactured and
then develop a life of their own. Note how Childs
speaks of people buying dog food and the account,
trom The Public Interest, of how that story,
unverified and unverifiable, got started in the first
place.

Attachments




January 28, 1975

MEMORANDUM TO: DONALD RUMSFELD
FROM: ROBERT GOLDWIN

This article on open enroliment by Joha McAdams
reopens the possibility of a voluntary substitute for
forced busing. I think it merits serious attention.

McAdams is a graduate student in the government
department at Harvard.

Attachment




January 29, 1975

MEMORANDUM TO: DONALD RUMSFELD
FROM: ROBERT GOLDWIN

The attached article by Irving Kristol on "“Republican
Virtue” is one of the best and deepest 1 have read in
a long time. It seems to me to be just the kind of

writing you were asking for in our conversation a
week ago.

The eoriginal is attached in case you think it should
be forwarded to the President.

This article would be an excellent basis for a con-
versation of an hour or more. Important conclusions
and themes might easily develop from such a dis-
cussion.

Attachment
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Irving Kristol

Repﬁbﬁncan Virtue vs. Servile Institutions

In the end, when all has been said
and done, the only authentic criterion for
judging any economic or political system,
or any set of social institutions, 1s this:
what kind of people emerge from them?
In this sense, it is true to say that
institutions are made for the people, not

©ice versa. But today we understand this

e

s@position in a very aifferent way: we
worry whether our institutions are
sufficiently “responsive’’ ro the people as
they are, and assume that any discor-
dance between the two constitutes strong
evidence that the institution needs to be
changed. Behind this assumpticn there
lics a deeper dogma: that the very idea of
helping people to shape themselves in a
certain way 15 both presumptuous and
supertluous. Presumptuous, because
there is no superior knowledge available
as to how people should be shaped.
Superfluous, because the people will, if
left alone, shape themselves berter than
anyone or anything can shape them. This
might be called the democratic dogma,
and it is a very different thing from the
republican philosophy  which  animated
this nation during its earlier decades but
which gradually has become ever more
incomprehensible to us. Indeed, it is by
now so incomprehensible we  find it
difficult even to imagine that, as we
remake—‘restructure,”’ as we say—our
traditional institutions to suit us, we may
simply be debasing these institutions so
that they will more snugly fit our
diminished persons.

It will be said that even to suggest such
a hypothesis shows a remarkable lack of
faith in the American common people. |
would half-heartedly deny that accusa-
tion. I do indeed have faith in the
common people—only 1 don't have very
much faith in them. Nor is there anything
snobbish or, as we now say, ‘“‘elitist”’

= = =

about such a statement. I include myself

among those common people and,
knowing myself as I do, I would say that
anyone who constructed a political
system based on unlimited faith in my
good character was someone with a
fondness for high-risk enterprises.

“To put it another way: The common
man 1s not a fuol, and the proof that he is
not a fool is that he kas such modest faith
in himself. On the other hand, the
common man is human, too, and if
politicians go around saying nice things
about him, he'll not deny them either.
What wi// happen is that the common
man will simply become cynical about
politicians and politics and public iife in
general—and this cynicism will, in the
long run, have a deleterious effect on his
character. For cynicism about others is
always accompanicd by a proportionate
increase in self-centeredness. And as we
become self-centered, we become less
open to reason, have a weaker sense of
obligation to our fellow citizens.

That it is possible to corrupt a

citizenry—or for a citizenry to corrupt.

itself—is something the Founding
FFathers understood but which we seem to
have forgotten. Today we are sometimes
prepared to believe that the people have
been deceived into thinking erroncously,
But we find it well-nigh impossible to
admit that they are corrupt—behaving as
if they had a bad characrer as distnct
from a bad opinion or two. This is why we
tend to take it for granted that all
expressions of zaterial grievances by the
people must be basically legitimate. After
all, people do have intimate as distinct
from abstract—knowledge of their
material circumstances. To regard this
knowledge as less than authoritative is to
cast doubt on their innate capacity for
sclf-government. The Founding Fathers

The Alternative: An American Spectator February 1975

permitted-themselves to have such
doubts, which their political theory then
encompassed. We give ourselves no such
license. Our instinct is always to assume
that, once these marterial grievances are
satisfied, the people’s nartural goodness
of character will reassert itself.

Yer the evidence is much to the
contrary: satistying material grievances,
these days, does not seem 1o calm people
or mike them more reasonable—it often
rather encourages them to be even more
unreasonable, and even sometimes to
invent grievances as an occasion for
being more unreasonable. The relation
betweensausfying men’s material wanes,
or even material needs, and the quality of
their moral nature is evidently an
ambiguous and cquivocal one.

This ambiguity was something the
Founding Fathers were much more alert
to than we are. They were sufficientdy
close to their Puritan heritage, and to
traditional republican political philos-
ophy, to believe that “‘luxury,”” as they
called it—by which they meant merely
that degree of material well-being which
we today call “*affluence” —would always
represent a grave threat to the spirit of
our institutions. None of the Founding
Fathers, to my knowledge, ever praised
their handiwork by suggesting it would
icad to a *‘society of abundance.” We
may think that the Sears, Roebuck
catalogue is a splendid testimonial to
American civilization. Most of the
Founding Fathers would have found it a
worrisome document. And, had they
been informed that people were pur-
chasing this incredible variety of mer-
chandise by going into debt, they would
have been wildly alarmed.

Perhaps nothing better signifies the
diffcrence between the spirit of demo-
cratic capitalism in our old Republic and
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MEMORANDUM TO: DONALD RUMSFELD

FROM: : ROBERT GOLDWIN

This lecture by Irviag Kristol on the American Revolution
is 2 companion piece to the lecture I seat you a day or

so ago on "Republican Virtue. " It is a similar message,
but in an historical context.

The thesis is that we bave much more to be proud of

than we seem to realize. The American Revolution was
unique because it was so successful. I attach two coples

in case you agree with my recommendation that it ought to be
given to the President for serious reading.

Kristol is the most articulate spokesman today of ideas and
themes that are wholly in accord with the spirit and style
of the Ford Administration. This judgment leads me to
recommend that an effort be made to find 2 high level
position in the White House or Administration for Kristol,
so that we have the benefits of his intelligence and express-
ive abilities on a full-time basis.

Ia = recent letter to me, Kristol urged that we try to recruit
some professor. He assumed that the man would be initially
unwilling but then went on to say, "I see ao reason why he
should be permitted to languish comiortably up there. It's
time he performed some service for this country, and I

am sure he would do this task extremely well.” My recom-
mendation is that we say the same thiag to Kristol.

Attachments / <. FO







January 31, 1975

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
THROUGH: DONALD RUMSFELD

FROM: ROBERT GOLDWIN

In your meeting with the National Council of Churches
yesterday, you spoke of the difficulty of explaining a
complex program whea the TV commenbators are foreed,
by the aature of their medium, to reduce everything to
"headlines.” In my opinion, the Presideat has a better
chance than anyone else in the nation io overcome this
difficulty, because his own words will be listened to, and
will continue to sound in the ears of the listeners, even
as the TV interpreters strive to simplify and abbreviate.

The formuba that can work is the one you stated ia the
meeting--"lay all the options before them' --especially
if you pose the options very sharply and repeatedly.

For example, the chances of the energy program getting
through Congress in its preseat form are doubtiul,
primarily for two reasons: first, it imposes a burden on
the American people~--and Congress doesn't like to impose
burdens; and second, the tendency is to look at it in
isolation, not in comparison with other realistic alternatives.

if people are asked whether they want to impose an import
taxcon themselves that will cause an increase in the price of
all petroleum products, or te leave ihings as they are, the
natural reaction is to say no to import taxes. But your
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position is that doing nothing at all sbout our dependence
on the increasing flow of imported petroleum is not
one of the respeasible alternatives.

The realistic choices are (1) the President ‘s program,

{2) mandatory rationing of oil and gascline, or (3) a large
increase in the tax on gasoline at the filling station. The
President has the platform to keep these three options
before the Congress aad the people by repeated words and
actions. The public and Congrees can be persuaded to
look at your program as one of these three options if you
continue to pose them very sharply, on every occasion.
And they may be won over to your program if you continue
to reiterate your support for it as superior to the others.

The preceding paragraphs are based on your remark in the

yesterday; on conversations over the last 10 days
with Martin Diamond aad Irving Kristol, who are eagerly
exploring ways to help muster support for your program:;
and on a letter Kristol wrote to me, at my request, after
a long phone conversationa on the subject.

In his letter (copy attached), Kristol goes on to link use of

the veto io the lay-all-the-options-before-them approach.
Keowing your reluctance to speak of veto possibilities in
advance, I simply iorward Kristol's letter without additional
comument. It may be useful at 2 later time.

Attachment




THE WHITE HOUSE Sp//
WASHINGTON '

February 21, 1975

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE PRESIDENT

FROM: DONALD RUMSFELD
Subject: Handling of the Pxesident's Effort to

Achieve our National Energy Goals
(and other similar efforts).

| Problem: Ron Nessen is getting advice from many
~ different people each day. He feels forced, in a sense, to
answer a great many questions each day, as ar: other
Administration spokesmen. As a result, the staff gives their
best advice on each specific question from the slant the
question is asked. Ron poses the questions to the staff. Then
Ron gives the answer which represents the best judgment of
the people he talked to on that specific matter. Yesterday,
for example, when asked if the President was ready to
compromise, he was advised to say, and he said, 'the answer
is, a firm 'no'. ™

2. Question: What is the best way to handle this
particular effort concerning energy? And for that matter, from -
a technique standpoint, what is the best way for the Administra-
tion to handle efforts of this nature, which last over a period
of months? Needless to say, it is vital that the President's
credibility be preserved, that Ron's and other spokesmen's
credibility be preserved. However, it is important that the
President, through Administration spokesmen, say things
that are helpful in moving the President towards his goal.

The only way I know to do this is to develop an
approach to the problem -- an overall approach which then
enables Ron and all Administration spokesmen to have a broad
sense of how all the various specific questions can best be
answered. This requires dissemination of broad policy
guidance which is carefully thought through, communicated
throughout the Administration, and then repeated and repeated
by Administration spokesmen,



3. There are several of options.

One, for example, in this energy effort, would be to
say flat out, '"we are just not going to compromise. ' In my
judgment, that is not wise because, under the Constitution,
eventually the Executive has to try to find a solution,

Another option is to admit "we are gomg to
compromise. ' That is not helpful either, in tha.t it takes the
steam out of our supporters' efforts to get what'is needed.

A third approach would be to not comment very
much, and live with some mystery as to what may be done. That
has the problem because it reduces the opportunities to use
public communication to assist in moving towards the goal,

The best approach is a fourth option -- namely, to
develop a general approach and state it repeatedly, answering
specific questions within that overall approach, and staying with
it long enough that it begins to sink into the press, the American
people and through them to the Congress.

4. Specifically, in the case of the energy effort, we
would get general agreement of the key people in the White House
and the Administration that the goal of what we all say will be to
have the press, the Congress and the public eventually see the
President as making a serious, purposeful effort to achieve a
goal. Thus, answers should be phrased to posture the President
as urging action, not in a truculent or belligerent way, but,
rather in a determined, steady manner, expressing his desire
to see the country meet a problem facing the Nation.

/

S, For example:

- There is a danger to America in the present
vulnerability of our country to foreign sources of energy, in the/
waste of energy and in the large dollar outflow that results from
payments to foreign sources for the energy we import. »



- There is a danger to the industrialized Nations
of the world in their vulnerability, wastefulness and dollar
outflow and our circumstances economically are interlinked.

- It _i_épossible to do something about these problems.
- But, it takes the cbuﬁtrz to develop a national
solution -- the Executive Branch, the Legislative Branch, and the

people of the country -- working together.

%
.

- A national effort requires a national goal. In
this instance, the goal is energy sufficiency by 1985. This means
a circumstance where the United States is (a) no longer vulnerable
to foreign sources of energy, and (b) where we have slowed the

dollar outflow resulting from oil imports and thus, the danger of
blackmail.

This goal can be achieved by a serious conserva-
tion program over a period of time and by the development of
alternate sources of energy. -

- This is not a new problem. The Congress and
the country have known about the problem for years and next to
nothing has been done.

- The President has dev'eloped a comprehensive
program. He has put it before the Congress. It involves higher prices
for energy but those added costs will be returned to the American
people by a tax cut, thus, putting the dollars back into the pockets
of the American people and into the economy.

i - When asked if and when the President is willing
to compromise, the answer is: This country needs a national
energy program. Under the Constitution, the Congress must
legislate such a program. For the country to have a program, the
Congress must act. The President is eager to work with anyone
to achieve a national program that will achieve those goals. “But, -
is he willing to compromise in the sense of letting the Congress
do nothing? No! Is he willing to see the country continue to be
vulnerable? No! Etc.



6. Having an approach such as the above has the
advantages of:

a) It leads to repeatedly restating the goal, the
urgency and the actual situation. And to lead in a democracy
requires repetition. We should not get bored with repetition.
We not only do not need a fresh new answer to every question,
but also it is harmful to have new answers everyday.

'

b) It avoids the danger of having the President
seem to be without purpose or weak or, conversely, as being
truculent or unyielding.

c) It avoids the danger of answering specifically
a whole range of specific questions that contain inaccurate
assumptions within them, or that give away ground without
getting anything in exchange.

d) It enables Administration officials to say
something rather than remaining silent, for fear what they
say might send out the wrong signals.

1. In short, we are doing fine on the energy effort.

The Administration and the Congress were in
disarray last winter. Today the Administration has a program.
The work done was good work. The program is standing up to.the
test of outside analysis. Our people are proud that it is good
work., And, they are standing with it.

The Congress is still in disarray. The Democrats
are in disarray. Even when and if they develop a program, it
will suffer strong criticism, even by Democrats. :

The goal, and the President's purposefulness, are
getting through to the people, the press and to the Congress, " ' D)
because of the effectiveness of the Administration's spokesmen.
They are doing a good job. :

The task now is to keep it up. The Administration--
wants to win this vote, yes, but regardless of how this vote comes
out, the country will still need an energy program. And, this
Administration is going to see that the country gets one.



February 26, 1975

MEMORANDUM TO: DONALD RUMSFELD
FROM: ROBERT A, GOLDWIN

1 have been invited to attend 2a international mesting for 5
days in Berlin on the relation of cultursl institutions to
goveraments, as described ia the attached telegram. On
the telephone Mr. Nielsen emphasized that they were
aware that I am not an expert on the details of such matters

but they wanted me for my “thoughtfulness,”

In my opinion this conference would be helpfel to me in
my work as the White House liaison wiith the arts endow-
ment, the humanities endowment, the Smithsonian, and
universities, :

Ken Lazarus thinks the expeases must be paid by the White
House (memo attached).

1 would like your advice on whether I should attend.

ec: Mr. Richard Cheney
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PMS MR. ROBERT GOLDWIN

THE WHITE HOUSE WASHINGTON D.Ce.

YOU ARE INVITED TO ATTEND A SHALL, HIGH LEVEL INTERNATIONAL MEETING
ON THE CURRENT PROBLEMS OF CULTURAL INSTITUTIONS TO BE HELD IN
BERLIN, WEST GERMANY FROM MARCH 22-26, 1975. TWENTY TO TWENTY-FIVE
LEADING PERSONS FROM GOVERNMENT FUNDING AGENCIES, PRIVATE
PHILANTHROPY, AND THE ARTS FROM U«Ke, FRANCE, GERMANY AND THE

'US WILL PARTICIPATE. FOR EXAMPLE: HEAD OF THE ARTS COUNCIL AND

FORMER TORY MINISTER FOR THE ARTS FROM Ue.K.§3 CHAIRHMAN OF NEW YORK
MAYOR®'S COMMITTEE ON CULTURAL POLICY AND DAVID ROCKEFELLER, JRe,
FROM U.S« AND PERSONS OF COMPARABLE STATURE FROM FRANCE AND
GERMANY., DISCUSSIONS WILL COVER IMPACTS OF INFLATION ON THE ARTS,

TREND TOWARD INCREASING DEPENDENCE ON GOVERNMENT SUBVENTION, AND
BROAD PHILOSOPHICAL AND POLICY IMPLICATIONS,

MEETING IS SPONSORED BY ASPEN INSTITUTE. FUNDS ARE PROVIDED BY
INSTITUTE AND GERHAN AND AMERICAN FOUNDATIONS. FACILITIES ARE
PROVIDED BY GRANT FROM GOVERNMENT OF WEST GERMANY,

CAN PAY YOUR ROUND TRIP TRAVEL IN ADDITION TO BERLIN COSTS IF ,;P
APPROPRIATE AND NECESSARY . e

YOUR PARTICIPATION OF HIGHEST IMPORTANCE TO THE BALANCE AND
QUALITY OF THESE DISCUSSIONS.

WALDEMAR Ao NIELSEN

o R

lrv;, -



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

February 26, 1975

MEMORANDUM FOR: ROBERT GOLDWIN

FROM: KEN LAZARUS (’l

Referencing your inquiry, the sponsors cannot pay for either
your travel or living expenses in connection with your attendance
at the Berlin conference. Your participation in these meetings
can only be viewed as relating to your official position, and as
such, payment of all expenses must be made from official furds

as the White House lacks the legal authority to accept reimburse-
ment for such costs.



February 27, 1975

MEMORANDUM TO: DONALD RUMSFELD
FROM: ROBERT GOLDWIN

Here is your argument azgainst wearing o helmet elevated
to the lofty pedestal of academic research. How did you
kaow?

s
. Fop,
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

MEMORANDUM
OF CALL

T:——&_

FF-760 WERE CALLED BY— [ ] YOU WERE VISITED BY—

[ PLEASE cALL ——> CODMTENT ok of R o

~

[] wiLL cALL AGAIN [] 1s WAITING TO SEE YOU
[J RETURNED YOUR CALL [[] wisHES AN APPOINTMENT
‘MESSAGE

Wi You AT
MNowe Heep o THE

DATE TIME




March 20, 1975

MEMORANDUM TO: DONALD RUMSFELD
FROM: ROBERT GOLDWIN

You may remember the reply we were goiag to send to

the New York Times to a column by Bill Safire.

This is a revised version of it on the subject of morality
in foreign policy.

Let me know if you want me to do more on the subject.

Attachment
Jnoality « Ottt

\
Nrygi™
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April 18, 1975

MEMORANDUM TO: DONALD RUMSFELD

FROM: ROBERT GOLDWIN -

Yeu asked for suggestions for persons who could add
scholarly depth and historical understanding to the speech-
writing effort, especially in connection with the maay
Bicentennial speeches the Presideat will be making for the
next year and more. I attach the resumes of two men l
recommend very highly. If you desire, I can furnish more
names in a few more days.

Paul Theis has interviewed Kirk Emmert and told me he would
have appointed him three or four months ago, but there was
no slot for him, Emmert was one of my students at the
University of Chicago and worked under me in one of the
Percy campaigns. He stayed on with Percy as speechwriter
for a while, but left because of differeaces of pelitical view-
point and because he wanted to resume his academic career.
Emmert is 3 student of Winston Churchill's pelitical thought,
is right-minded, and is a man of sterling character.

Bill Walker has interviewed Marc Plattner, with another kind
of position in mind, but to the best of my knowledge nothing has
thus far. Feor the last several years Plattner has
worked for Irving Kristol as managing editor of
Most people who have worked with Plattner consider

him one of the most brilliant young men they have ever encouatered.

He made Phi Beta Kappa at YMde a3 a sophomore and graduated
summa cum laude and first thetle class from Yale. He did his
graduate study under Allan Bloom and Walter Berns and they

consider him one of the best graduate students they ever taught.




THE WHITE HousE

WASHINGTON

4/18/75
Dr. Goldwin:

After talking with Mr. Storing the
first time, he called back and said:

He had talked to Mr. Paynter and
that Mr. Payater doesn't regard
=imself as 2 Republican - hasn't
Deen active in politics since the
Civil Rights Movement and that was
cn an independent basis.

Mary




Born:
Education:

BA 1960

JOHN EDWARD PAYNTER

November 1938

Knox College
Galesburg, Ill.

Graduated magna cum laude
Phi Beta Kappa

1960-1963 Attended the Divinity School
University of Chicago

MA 1968

Ph.D 1974

Dissertaticna:

University of Chicago
Political Science Dept.

University of Chicago
Political Science Dept.

"The Ethics of John Adams: Prolegomenon

to a Science of Politics"

Work on ~dams being prepared for publication and in this
connection has received a2 Grant from the Relm Foundation.

PRESENT POSITION:

Teaching at:
1965-1974

Taught in
1964 at:

James Madison College
East Lansing, Mich.
(it is part of Michigan State University)

Le Moyne College
Memphis, Tenn.

FELLOWSHIPS:

Rockefeller Bros. Theological
Danforth Foundation Fellowship




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

April 22, 1975

MEMORANDUM FOR: BOB GOLDWIN

FROM: DON RUMGFELD

Anything you can give me by way of speech material or reading material
before I leave Wednesday night I would appreciate. I particularly want
copies of those speeches that I marked up back, and then anything you've
drafted or anything you think I ought to read.





