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BILDER BERG 
Izmir, Turkey 
April 27, 1975 

Your Royal Highness --

I'd like to say that the sessions have been most interesting. 

My silence thus far is a result of the fact that there have been so 

many thoughtful interventions and possibly the quieting eff~ct of 

the pleasant surroundings offered by our Turkish host. 

As you know, President Ford attended a Bilderberg 

Conference some years ago and, while my remarks are my own, 

I do wish to convey his best wishes to you. 

Now, Theo Seamer is a friend and close observer of 

Henry's. I must say to you that, in the position he is in and 

the times we are in, were it not what you have said, some 

observer would be lamenting the reverse. Let me say that 

Secretary Kissinger is doing exceedingly well in a not- so- calm 

world. Further, I might underline what Mr. Heinz has pointed 

out as to his relationship with the President. Having worked 

closely with both men previously, I have been interested to watch 

their relationship evolve into one of close cooperation, both 

personally and professionally. 

.. 



A word about our new President. Fir st, at a time when 
\ 

the economy and the Federal budget are of great importance in 

our country, he brings to his post 22 years of experience in the 

Congress on the Appropriations Committee. Further, he comes 

_ to foreign policy questions and is sues from a long background 

as a member of the Defense Appropriations Sub-Committee, 

and with a full understanding of national security issues. At a 

time when America is suffering a contraction spasm and that is, 

in my view, what it is, with the reservoir of public trust low 

and cynicism high he brings to the office of the Presidency those 

qualities of basic human decency and honesty which some of 

the more sophisticated may scorn but which are the glue of a 

free system that is governed by consent not command. 

As to our discussion on Friday, I will _say only this 

As one who directed Phase II of our wage-price control experience 

(and that 3. 2% inflation rate we held it to during that period looks 

good today). My conclusion, at least for the United States, is 

that despite good intentions, we lack the ability to intelligently 

make for others the literally millions of decisions on wages and 

prices in a trillion dollar economy, and by trying we inevitably 
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and inadvertently inhibit and cripple the incentive and creativity 

that are the heart of the system which has produced so much 

for so many - - food, technology and beyond - - and that the 

Communist system would dearly love to duplicate but cannot. 

_ One speaker asked the rhetorical question as to whether anything 

could be worse than inflation and unemployment. And the answer 

is, of course, yes. Something could be -- the alternative is 

suffocation and a loss of creativity. I agree with what I took 

to be Mr. Griffin's perceptive reminder that the system is 

there to balance interests, not to expect them to disappear. 

As to the Middle East, I will not add to Mr. Arthur Hartman's 

comprehensive statement except to say that in my view Baron 

Rothchild may come closer to what may have all been some others 

who have spoken and sense there were no Israelis or Arabs here 

to contribute, I would underline the simple fact that they might 

have in frustration emphasized, namely, that that which will 

succeed must, by definition, be something that they - - the Arabs 

and the Israelis themselves - - feel they can live with. 

As to NATO. We have heard, authoritatively, from the 

Secretary-General, Joseph Lums. Yes, there is more we can do 

on the security side - - on standardization, rationalization, for 

example and I commend Theo Soamer on his observation that 
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higher level of effort in Europe does indeed favored by the fact 

the strength of the U.S. commitment. As to the future, 

Secretary Kissinger has, on several occasions dating back to 

1973, urged closer consultation and cooperation on a broader 

range of issues. It has not been U.S. reluctance as you will 

recall that has slowed that inevitable step. 

I agree with Mr. Fitzgerald - - that to avoid future 

friction, we must sort out our expectations of each other 

now before a new crisis in the Middle East as seemingly 

almost predicted by Mr. Ball. But we have still not really 

tried, let alone succeeded in doing this. 

As has been stated here, there was some surprise 

expressed that the Alliance system operated so badly in the 

last crisis. That it was not that the system operated 

badly, but rather that the expectation was misplaced. 

The Alliance seemingly handles well those things the nations 

have agreed to do together, plan for, and persuaded their 

publics on. But that agenda is narrow and it did not include 

the Middle East. But the world has changed. The agenda 

can and must be broadened to consider problems and relationships 

with nations outside the Alliance. And given the problems of the 

U.S. that so many have emphasized fully these past two days 

and the obvious difficulties posed by the absence of the A Europe 
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and Mr. Breznski 1 s concerns about our democracies generaliy 

minority government, coalition government, the effect of 

prosparity, it will take time to lead or persuade our publics. 

Mrs. Thatcher has properly advised that while it may not be 

an easy period for our free systems or for leadership, it is 
. . 

for us to get on with it. 

And, I would caution against our being delayed or deterred 

1 by hand 
( 

or anguish over 11 credibility of U.S. commitments. 11 

Theo Soamer is absolutely right that no Harris Poll can record 

the view that would exist were there to be a visable threat 

to Europe. There is no doubt the numbers would swing 

dramatically. The U.S. has no real. choice -- nor does Europe. 

The alternative is to believe that detente is peace and it is not. 

I wish Mr. Buckley and others would write and rewrite what 

he said so that our busy free people would know the precise 

limits and they are there, lest the euphoria from the absence 

of war lull yet another generation into pricing too low the value 

we place on our freedoms of thinking that because they are God 

given rights they are necessarily self-perpetuating. It is far 

more demanding to have to recognize that what peace there is has 

been and is a result of, not in spite of, our vigilance . 

.. 
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Now with respect to what Theo Seamer described as the 

shift of foreign policy responsibility from the Executive to the 

Congress, I have a few thoughts. A manifestation, if not the 

penacle thus far, of that exercise by the Congress, of that new-found 

power (the negative power) has been the ban on Turkish aid. That 

action has been as the President has suggested harmful to NATO, 

harmful to the United States potentially, helpful to the Soviet Union 

and has been clearly counterproductive to the very goal its 

proponents alleged it was directed towards -- namely, 

resolution of the Cyprus problem. Not a terribly auspicious beginning. 

On the broader question. It is clear that the role of Congress 

in foreign policy and national security decision making was not an issue 

ten years ago. Of 250 witnesses before the Joint Committee on the 

Organization of Congress in 1965, there was only one who raised the 

subject. As a member of Congress 10 years ago, I did not know . 
't-" fOR()t 

. ,;) <",.... 
exactly where the balance should be. I did sense it was a bit ouJe 

of ki;ter in our increasingly interdependent world and that becau 

of that growing interdependence, the American people would soon be 

voicing through their Representatives a greater int ere st. I do not know 

today precisely where the balance should be. However, as Senator Mathias 

has suggested, it will be .that greater public interest that will determine 

- • 0 any real adjustment. .. But 1-do not ·believe that what you see today is 

what will be. What you see today is not simply the correction of which I 



speak. But it is temporarily compounded by a post-Watergate, 

post-Vietnam reaction. This is to say nothing of the fact that 

the new Congress is new and despite good intentions still 

reflects the anti- everything syndrome of the moment. There is 

no rib cage of leadership that has as yet formed in the Congress. 

It will and when it does, things will get done. I say it will because 

at some point the disarray or counterproductive acts such as_ the 

Turkish aid ban will make the American people restless with the 

status quo. Congress will not long stay unresponsive to their 

dis satisfaction. The United States of course cannot participate 

in the world if it has 535 separate foreign policies just as Europe 
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cannot contribute greatly if it has nine and that will become increasingly 

clear. To Zig Breznski who suggested it will take a generation, I 

suggest you may be right on the historical time table but I believe 

in this era of future shock that, like other timetables this one will be 

compressed to a small fractio:r:i of that given any good sense by both 

sides. Any conclusion of the contrary in the world in which we live and 

the problems we face must be based on the conviction that free people 

are stupid and thus our free systems can't work - - which they have and can. 

I close your Royal Highness, after hearing Mr. Stone's list of 

courses at the Free University of Berlin to race home to see if my 

immediate relief that my daughter attends Connecticut College 

and not the Free University of Berlin is in fact well founded. 



And knowing that one of the greatest short_comings of such 

meetings can be a lack of practicality I am reminded of the well 

known story of the advisor who told the President of the United 

States that the solution to the German Submarine problem 

was to boil the Atlantic Ocean so that the submarines would 

float to the surface. And, when asked how he would do so, 

he said 111 only make policy - - it is for others to implement 

it. ti 

I must say, your Royal Highness, that you have skillfully 

avoided that tendency in these discussions to a maximum degree. 

I congratulate you and thank you. 
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TO: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

½'.ASH I NG TON 

Don Rumsfeld 

FROM: Robert A. Goldwin. 

COMMENTS : 

My only suggestion is that you 
nominate Pat Moynihan for this 
award. He is in "mid-career," 
being still under 50, he has made 
a distinguished effort in diplomacy 
and in education; his recent article 
in Commentar y has stirred great 
interest and is an outstanding con-
tribution toward the peaceful reso-
lution of international problems, 
and, finally, although he probably 
couldn't keep the $10,000 prize, 
think of how much he woul d enjoy 
giving it away to some bizarre cause. 



. . 

,\ 
I 

I 

May 27. 1975 

Dea.r 1--lra. Gowen: 

I appreciate your letting me know of the plnns 
for the first annual Joseph C. '\Vilson Av.rard. 

The material you sent iB being shared with 
other members of tl1c staff here. Vic thank you 
for advising of the opportunity lo submit 

• nominations £or the award. I trust your 
first year's efforts ·will successfully launch 
the prog ram.. 

Sincerely. 

Donald Rumsfoltl 
Assistant to the President 

1'.1rG. Joseph C. '\\Tilson 
Joseph C. Wilson Award 

- P. O. Box G 
Midtown Plaza 
Rochester, New York. 14604 

1 g ...------: · 
L,;b-'cc: Bob~Goldwin with incorning for appropriate action 



:TION PANEL 

CEDP.iC ROWNTREE. Cha irm,n 
tirman, R. T. Ftench Co. 

3ERT S. BENJAMIN 
·irmon. United Nations 
oci;Jtion/Ur.itcd Stares 
lmerics 

ID CARAD ON 
r.cr United r. in gdom 
bassBdor to rhe 
ted N6ti'Jn .t; 

,RY CI\BOT LOD GE 
ner U. S . Senator, CBbinet 
nbcr, LJ .S. Representotivc to 
,Unit ed Nations 

PETER McCOLOUGH 
et Executive O ff icer. 
ox Cc!pora:fan 

'-.LLEN WALLIS 
oncellor. University 
'fochcster 

S. JOSEPH C. WILSON 

JOSEPH C. WILSON AWARD 
Post Office Box G. P-/lidtovvri Plaza , Roches ter, New York 14604 

Mr. Donald H. Rumsfield 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr . Rumsficld: 

May 12, 1975 

Th.is letter announces the first annual 
Joseph C . Wi L3on )\v:a rd of $10 I ooofn cash to 
be mad e nnnually to a person who has made an 
outstanding contribution towa rd the p eaceful 
resolution of international problems. The 
problem may be in such fields as agriculture, 
comnmni cc,.tion::; , diploma cy, economics, education, 
environm~n t, he~lth , human rights, law or 
science. 

The purpose of this award is to honor a 
person ,_.·r1•:) 11a.s rnz1de a dis t in g uished effort in 
one or more int2rnat ional program areas, and to 
assist in attracting the best efforts of the 
most c 2p~tb le 1\n.,~r icans to ,-mrk on problems 
which h a~e international i mplications. Through 
this r ecognition it is hoped , but not required, 
that t he perso11 1,onored wil 1 share knowledge 
and ideas wiU, ot110rs through lectures, seminars 
or wri ti~g rel2 tcd to the area of experience for 
which the perso :, is honored, and that the award 
wi 11 a s,_; ::_st ti:c~ pers on to c arry on or strengthen 
his or 1k:r in tc:i.·c,~ ts and skills in in te rn at ion a 1 
1nc-1. l te1-·:::, \·, .1- -L 11 .c \..:Li;_'. ·,,,-- '--~'-i UeL1 ie:a. Lio i-.1 a.1-1(1 Eil thus iasLn. 
For t11 csr-: rea <.;0n:3 t1ie recipient will be a pers on 
n e ar the rnid'.•::1 y 1=-0 int in his or her career. 

You, your orso nization and others whom you 
know b cc;::iuse of c. h~ir work. or interests are urg ed 
to make 1: nown i.. :, is recognition pro~p~.::im and to 
partic:i.1xitc in :·1c,1~inc1 ting s up e rior candidates 

'Whom y uu con s :i (:,::r ,·wrthy of this cl.\v;:ird and honor. 
'l'h e fol h 1\•, in9 cl i<Jibi lity guidelines should be 
consider ed ill n«ti:ing nominations; • 

C :J \ '\·/ __ ,...,,-

·,.· H I :l., :· 1i 1' l l t r l : ' • 1, 11; 1• , ,,j ,' !,1! 1• 11•, /, , .11\:i.ll!t\fl 

ll r•;\ ,d ,, , i ' ' r:.n '. '' \ ~~ Ui , ,' . • 1 • I 



May 12, 1975 

An American civilian who is near 
the midpoint within the person's 
career field and has potential for 
furthe~ development and distinguished 
contribution; 

A person who h as had a sustained 
record of interest in and contribution 
to the improvement of the life of 
mankind and the betterment of 
international understanding among 
peoples , countries or international 
institutions; 

A person whose recent achievement (s) 
is of an unusually significant nature 
which will contribute in a major way to 
the person's field of career and 
especially to the beneficial furtherance 
of international interests or the 
resolution of international problems . 

Each nomination should be accompanied by: 

1. A biography of the nominee which is somewhat 
more complete than thos2 found in such 
publication as Who's Wh6 in America . 

2. A narrative statement from two to five 

3. 

pages in length outlining the nature and 
significance of :the contribution (s) and 
achievement (s) which you believe justify 
making the award to your nominee. Even 
though your candidate is an acknowledged 
leader or a person with a we 11 knrnvn name 
in the field, do not assume the members of 
the selection committee will know of the 
person's contributions or their significance 
in an international setting. Comments 
should also be included on the person's 
future potential. You must make a clear 
case for your nominee. 

A list of four other persons who know the 
candidate and the candidate's work and who 
arc competent to co~nent on the person's 
qualifications and to provide pertinent 
evidence for this award upon inquiry by 
the selection committee. • 

; 
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The nominee need not know of the nomination 
prior to the selection committee's notification. 
Nominators may request that their names be with-
held from the nominees. In the event that you · 
have more than one candidate, you may wish to 
suggest an order of preference. 

Nominations for the 1975 awards should be 
made prior to July 31, 1975. Please address all 
nominations to ,Joseph C. Wilson Awards, Box G, 
Midtown Plaza, Rochester, New York 14604. 

A selection committee composed of prominent 
citizens will review the nominations and 
documentation of all candidates for the award. 
In recognition of the international contribution 
for which this award is made, the announcement 
of the award will be made in October during 
United Nation's week by the Rochester Association 
for the United Nations. 

This award is a memorial to 
Joseph C. Wilson who was the chief executive 
officer and Chairman of the Board of the 
Xerox Corporation. Mr. Wilson, an industrialist, 
humanitarian, civic and educational leader, and 
a person with a profound interest in the 
betterment of international relations, was 
especially active in the Rochester Association 
for the United Nations, the United Nations 
Association of the United States of America, 
and the University of Rochester. 

The Xerox Corporation is underwriting the 
~ward and its ad~inisir~tion. The ~cchestc~ 
Association for the United Nations is responsible 
for the administration of the award program and 
setting the eligibility and qualification 
standards for the award. The University of 
Rochester wi 11 wor-k with the recipient of the 
award in arranging for anticipated lectures, 
research, seminars or writing at the University 
Qr elsewhere in the Rochester area about the 
recipicrit's experience for a few days sometime 
during the Spring following the announcement 
of the award. 



,·, 
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The institutions responsible for this 
award will apprcciilte your assistance in this 
recognition of a person wl10 has made an 
outstanding contribution to, and has a high 
future potential for further, international 
contributions benefiting people or institutions 
throughout the world. 

Very truly yours, 

/415 {!Ju-,Lw r1uvrJ 
President 
Rochester Association 
for the United Nations 



• I 

Announcing the first 

for A chievernent and Pron1ise 
in International Affairs 

The Roch ester Association for the United Nations, Xerox 
Corporation, and the University of Rochester have estab-
lishe'd the Joseph C. Wilson Award in international affairs. 
The Award honors the late fvlr. Wilson, who was a founder 
of the RAUN, chairman and ch ief executive officer of Xerox, 
and longti me chairman of the University's Board of Trustees . 
The Award wil l recognize an individual for high achieve-
ment and potential in activities contributing to the peaceful 
resolution of international prob lems. The recipient will be 
chosen annually, after a nationwide canvass, by a panel of 
prominent citizens. 

The winner will receive $10,000, contributed by Xerox 
Corporation, to provide some form of enriching experience, 
training, or study th3t might not otherv11ise be available 'Jr 
to assist in the completion of a special project of interna-
tional significance. 

The winner w i 11 be announced each United Nations Day be-
ginning October 24, 1975. The Univers ity of Rochester will 
arrange with the recipient for discussions, lectures, and 
seminars to be given in the Rochester area for several days 
during th e spr ing following the announcement. 

Nomination s for the 1975 Award are to be made before July 
31, 1975 and should be c1ddressed to: 

Joseph C. Wilson Award 
Box G 
Midtown Plc:za 
Rochester, Now York 14G04 

ELIGIBILITY GUIDELINES: A nominee must be a U.S. civilian near 
mid-career. Each nomination should be accompanied bv a biography 
of the nomin r! c, a supporting statement of two to five pages, and the 
names of f our other persons competent to appraise the nominee's 
qualifica tions. Additional details may be obtained bv writing to the 
above addr ,'ss. 



May 1. 1975 

MD401U.NDUM TOt 

FROM: 

DONA~ UMSFELD 

ROBE.R.T GOLD 

lf tu Preaideat pea to Bruael•• do ,011. agree 
'tltlth. my •troq1y ll-1d opialoa tlut.t l cauld 1" 
u.tal •• a tru1mber ol. tile Pr••ldeaUal paaty? 

i:J 



MEMOaANDUM. TO: 

FROM: 

May 1. 1975 

DONALD lt.UMSFELD 

BOBE.B.T GOLDWIN 

1:IMt Pre•ldeat of Noi-tluu.oa llllaola Ualv•r•itf at DeKalb. 
atdaal."4 Net.ea_ MIMl• warm p.r•o.aal regude to ,ou. 
ff• wa• 'Irita Ialaod Ste.i tor mor. thaa 20 J'Nl'II befol'• 
l,ecomlq a \llll~erelly ptffiGQt. It 1• bl• !'ec.U.etloa 
Utat lie ofte;red ,... a Jolt wua yoo. were 1-.vta, th• 
Navy. blat you took a Job wUb a coa1ru•maa tu.tad. He 
l• a Democrat who we.a oa Adlai Steveuoa• • .J11b•raatorial 
•talf. 'bu ·~ •pok• wamuy UMt approriagly of yoa. 

I awvre to Wm ~t 1 woldd coavey hl• per.onal ,r•etl•1• 
&o JOU. 

I wa• there to sh'• • 1peech. cm "th• ?'01- of U.. academic 
e4vl••r to the P1'aaid..t. u 



MEMORANDUM TO: 

SUBJECT: 

May s.191s 

DONALD B.UMSFELD 

OBERT OOLDWlN 

Harvar-4 Vlattill1 CommittN 

I••• beu larited by tu Board of 0.-•r•••r• of ffaJJ-varcl 
C.U•a• to .,... oae or two daJ• aa a m.emlNr of tlle 

Commit&•• for tile Deparuneat ot Go••rmeat 
aoDM1time la tile faU of 1915. A• the attach• memorudwn 

ta• Co-el•• office••-• difftcalll•• la mJ 
acc•pttq tldll iariadoa, bat ha• aclriaed. me to ••• your 
app:roval belon acc•Ptt.aa• 

Eacl. 



MEMORANDUM. 'IO: 

FROM; 

DONALD R.UMSF'ELD 

.ROBE.RT OOLD , 1N 

I have given only o.o• apeech oa my o"'A tn dx mootb.a 
but lb.• attachment• .tbow bow much mUe-.ge can b• 
obtained from oae carefully prepared speech. 

.In additloA to th••• priAtinga. we have r•ceiYed clo•• 
to a hw:ad.red requ.sb by ma.U for copico. 

<:. AtQc:bmeat• 



MEMORANDUM 

FOR: 

FROM 

April 21, 1975 

JIM CONNOR / 
BOBGO~r v 

DON RUMSFELD 
/ 

You1ve never gotten back to me on the subject of the 
constituency. What happened? 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

May 20, 1975 

MEMORANDUM TO: DONALD RUMSFELD 

FROM: ROBERT GOLDWIN/fd,'J~ 

In the New York Times of May 19 there was an advertisement 
headed 11 President Ford Must Gott by an organization called 
rrAmerican Jews Against Ford (AJAF). 11 It gives a New 
York city address and the name Alan Cornet, Associate Director. 

Jewish organizational spokesmen have told me today that they 
have no idea who placed the ad and that they know of no such 
organization. They are making an effort to find out who is 
behind it, but in the meantime they want the White House to 
be informed that it in no way expresses the v iews of what is 
usually called 11 the Jewish community." 

Attachment 

Further Inforn.1.ation: Hyn1.an Bookbinder o[ the An1erican Jewish 
Committee just phoned to tell me that there are indications that 
this group may be an offshoot of the extremist Jewish Defense 
League. The office was just opened and it is in the same 
building as the JDL. None of the names of the officers and 
spokesmen of AJAF are known to knowledgeable people, like 
Bookbinder, who otherwise knows just about everyone active 
in Jewish organizational activities. Bookbinder offered to 
provide additional information as it becomes available. 
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.,ff. 

' ' 
With respect and honor for the office of the Presidency but 
with a terrible sense of fear for the future of ttie United States 
and the free world, we call for a change in administration in 
1976. 

PRESIDENT FORD MUST GO 
1) Because he is the enthusiastir:: supporter and promoter of the disas-
trous policy of false detente which threatens the entire free world as it 
strengthens the Soviet Union by giving it the technology, trade and cred its 
it so badly needs. 

2) Because that false detente has created the illusion of a Soviet Union 
willing to coexist and this in turn has led to tile belief that military arms 
should be cut and thah:,ur "order of priorities" should be chang ed. It has 
weakened both NATO and American military might and threatened the 
security of all small states as the American resolve to stand up for the 
freedom of little nations is weakened. 

l 
I 

3) Because he is strangling Israel with pressure that can only be called 
political blackmail, attempting to force it into insane concessions that 
would threaten its very existence. 
Remember President Gerald Ford who said: "If they (Israel) had been a 
bit more flexi ble, you can say a greater risk, I think in the longer run it 
would have been the best insurance for peace." 

4) Because he has sold out the nationalities behind the Iron Curtain , 
including the Jews of the Soviet Union , att2.cking t11e Jackson amend-
ment that is the great hope of free en;;iigration· from the ussn--again in 
the name of detente. 
Gerald Ford must be defeated and the next President must understand 
that the American people want a change from the present drift to mad-
ness. How can this be done? • 

• 1) A national ' non-pactisan organization devoted to the defeat of 
Ford is being built with branches in every major area of thi country. 

2) A minimum of one million petitions are being gathered which state 
simply that the undersigned pledge to vote ·and to work against the re-
election of Mr. Ford as well as to contribute heavily to his defeat. 

3) Volunteers to knock on doors, to stuff mailboxes and to distribute 
literature will be organized immediately. 

4) A serious effort to reach the Christian fundamentalist Bible com-
munity wijl bl? t0 !!:;~iCSS ~;:;er: !hCi7i the ciu:icai d>:.iurr1~ iha{ make 
the finai reciempi ion conditioned upon the prior return of all the Jewish 
people to Israel, and the resurrection of the Jewish state from Hie hands 
of its illegal conq uerors. 

5) Political efforts to persuade a strong rival witt1in the Republican 
party to run against Mr. Ford will be begun and should this fail. encour-
agement of a conservative third party to draw votes away from the Presi-
dent initiated. 

The opportunity to begin the drive against Mr. Ford is now. The time 
to defeat the man and the policies that threaJ~n. the United Sfotes, Is-
rael and the Free World is at hand. '· .., < , ------.. --... ----------------;,----""' ........ """ 

! '· ' -I would lik,e to contribute to your efforts. Enclosed 1s .._$ ____ --"--

' l would like to or:ianize an AJAF group in mt area 

NAME __________________ ~HONE ____ _ 

ADDRESS ______ _,...~__,_..~---



.MEMOliNDUM TO: 

lvae 10, 1975 

DONALD llUMSR'ELD 

ROB.EAT OOLDWJN 

Oa tlle r.-N blp from RoliMJ • W••ldapo•• l •har.S tbe 
lo-,e ol t1le badcllp p1a .. wt• •lx el' ••••• of the a.4.-..ee 
m-. my ftr•t cllaace to allk to My o1 tllem. a.ad ttielr ftrat 
cbaace to talk a. -... nay were full. of cov••• o.f thee 
...W.•1 Hfl of aaecdtotu alNts tWr maay advatv.r•• ta the 
prmou few •J'• ucl la ,._t ta. pr•vlou few week• •ettlaa 
"P tae h..Weat' • b1p. After a wlllle, ho••••r, tla• coa-
••r•~- sot UfMIIMI • tile fact tMt tlley ka.., very little ••• 
tAe JMUPO••• et tta. trip, dl4t co..- of tll• talk• a-1 uptlatlou, 
IUtd: -.rk .t &be odter people •• tile trip. Th•y knew that 
_..t otau1 ,,.,. • .,,,., .,.. at l••t •• tmportaat u tb•tr 
owa W81'k, &,a tiler dl.cla't lmow wlaat 1t wae a4 how the 4lffenat 
pan• At toa..._r, 

W • tllea -..,.. to talk ai.o.e- lalMr 1Htaefidal U woulcl o• U tber• 
w•r• a. ....,. .CeretaMtaa, cemmalcattoa. ud coordtaatlon 
ot adaecl\lltq, aclvaace wom. aa4 epeechwriti•&• For example, 
l'raailr. Ul'M&Dal'IO dtcl llilve • cMaee to coordlu.t• with the 
•peeeJawnt.r• 6"- die Meir• Dame vl•U a.ad .. la Id.• advaace 
work wa• .W.. to tl• la U... St. Patrick'• Day tl:wtne, aoDMttJalna 
about ..._U, aad otlaer .iemuta tilat IDMl• the trip • well 
coorcliMted ••ce••• a. a,r .... •••ver, that aar,- hoopla ta 
eoaa.ctloa wttll tlle Yale Law Sdleol ape.ell would have b6 .. 
haappropriat .. 

From all of data coaveraat:loa the •oU••tloa a.ro•• that it would be 
., • ..,. beuftdal te llav•' u late_.u.1 Wlllte ffoua• ••mlur who•• 
mata fallc&loa we'1ld b• fer each of tb• major aroop• wttltia tae 

Jaite Hcua.e to &Nat tia.lr Aaactteu &ad how tbey ml&bt relate 



Pa1e2 

to tb• work of other•, •11 with the aim of maldmwn po••il»le 
coordtal.Uon a.ad iateaaUled impa<;t ol the Preeidut' • 
acti vitie•· 

The per.o.aa wbo oup,t to partidpat. should be from. kbedullq, 
.Advance, Sp•eclrwrUlng,, Pre•• Secret&J."J' a oface# Doineatic 
CouacUla eta.ff, Office of Pt.JbUc LlaiaoA, Office of Manaaemeat 
aad Bll41et, Pl"eatdeatlal Per•oaa.el, &Ad Bob Hartuwaa'• 
political ll'Ollt>• 

At least the followln1 people shovld participate: lt\lft')&f.W 
(p~••ldl111}, Hartmana. Ma.l'ah. Joau, Co.naor. Cbeaey, N .. •~ 
Baroodf'., Tbei•, Fried•r•dorl, CaYeney. Ki••t.na•r or Sco-wc.roft, 
.Lynn o~ o•HeW, Cauon, BeADett and lllbtaa4. 

DepeAdla1011 bow bt1 &A event JO\l ••lat to make o1 thla, J'Oll could 
•cWtal• it fo~ a da.y at Cam.p Da'ri4 with th• P•••lcleat pa:rtlcipattag 
£or .10m• of tile ttme. or~ at the otbez- eltCl of U.. ,cale JO• co"14 
rwa. it a• a two-laou aeaaloa at •.111 time of the week -.,itb the 
po••U~llity of boldia., more eucb ••••lo.111 if that. ••mri deatrable. 
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~J'HONLY 

SENSlTlV£ 

MEMORANDUM TO: 

Jue 10, 19'15 

DONALD UMSJ'ELD 

08£1\T OOLDWJN 

ro.r JOIU' laforma.tl.oa 1 pnvl4e "1ow tlM ame aa4 &ltl• of 
tile proi .... r trieacl wllo •JIOk• co me ia MadriL J'oi- ¥• 
pNtectloa 1 r.qM•t tJat J'O" keep dal• memonodum • .,., .... 
from Ula otll.es- la c ... ,o• •-~• tu ~:talldllrn wtUa 
u.,-ae. H• a.poke ht ftl4t la c""Jlle .. coaft4eace tllat l wouW 
do aotlwai to J•pardiae Ida po•ttloa. He Ja&a a1Mle4 la tu 
UIIIMMI Std .. for maay y•r•• l• prolDMlJ' Spda• • l•dlfll 
aldbon&y •• uaqnatto..i law, •• u Americ:aa ..,._ t• •ell• 
bowa to tu ADMtricu E-craba••'1 la s,.lA. ud ie a v•#f 4M 
PY'• 

Manual Meclta. He i• tu .0.. of U-. FaC!111ltf' (D•""'•') 
of Pollt.lcal Scl.acea, UaiveJ".tcla4 Compl .... ._ Madrid. 



Jwao 10, 197S 

AD.MINISTRATIVELY SENSITIVE 

EYES ONLY 

EMORANDUM TO: 

F OM: 

DONALD B.UMSFELD 

ROBEaT GOLD\\lN 

1 had a coaveraattoo. with i'atric Bal. die Belpa DCM al NA TO .. 
He •:bowed me a copy of t!M commwdque, wblcb. I r-.c qulddy 
u.4 commeatri oa tbe fac& thaw U..re were no bracketa. He 
aid yea, but there had been a tremeadou •tl"lll&l• becau• 
tile Amerlcaa1 II.ad waatecl to talk •bout Spala •• U.e AUtea 
we.re oppo•• to tbaL He told ma tbat the D-.. bad wrttlea 

j tile b&•ic draft of tbe commwqu, &bat a.t ft.rat the A.mericaa.s 
bad refued lo ace•pt U •• the 'ba•l• of c.Uacu•loa, but whea 
tlley were boi.t.d they fiaally aareed aAd it wu baelcally 
accepted. 

( u.ve Ledo1ar told m.e a very differ-.at a.ccout. Ac.cordiq 
to hbn, die Deaa made • fuda.mutal :mletake by aetlina 
bi.v.lved 111 tbe mtddl• of a coatro.-eray r•th•r tbaa adiq a• 
tho ou who amootll.& o\ll coatrover•i••• The dl'&ft. a.ccoi"clial 
t~ L..S01ar, waa actually writtea by de o•• la Pad• and tia.a 
the Deaa •1r•ed to pretead Uaat it wa• hi• dnft althoucb O everyo•" 
.. .._. that it waaatt •o• Ledo...-expre1aed coacera that the 
Dean wa• becorn.ht.a ili-nttc a.ad that tia.re wou.14 b• a r..i 
inatitutlonal lo•• he ceaa-4 to bo able to }Htl'lorm bb traditioul 
luctton. ,While 1 wae talkio.a to Bal, tile DMA cam. ia aJld chatted 
wttb. ua bri..Oy and ••keel wh.etla•r ther• would be aay •tna,pe ovett 
tbe commtllliqae. I inDoc:entlJ replied tat l didn't••• llctw that 
waa po••lble •ince taer• were no b~ckete. The Deaa •aicl he 



------- -ADMJNISTRA TlVELY SENSITIV .c. 

bopild 1 wa• rlpt. He did not lo•• the opport\lOi.ty to t.U. m• 
that be thiak• o! you as a. lather thhaka of a. eon. 1 dicl at 
lo•• the opporblalty to tell him tbat 1 kaow that JO• hav• a 
special af.fection for him.. 

J aaked Bal why uop-.n democ:radc •odall•&-• had not beu 
more ac&t1re la helpl.Qg Soarea aACl otller Pen••,-.•• democrallc 
fore•• ia tiaeh• atru.1&1• apiut the Po•tqu•• comm.ual•ta• 
Bal •aid it wa• a very impor&a.ot qu.Uon a-4 be wae p'1Ul.cl at 
tlle lack ol efl•cttve acttoa. He •aid there la a klad oC apa&hy 
a.a4 paaelvity that h• llllda difflc\llt to aplala. Tu B.tpa.n 

adiam•t p&••ed a il'e.eolatloa ju•t recelltly, •• mmooaly 
•c•pt for &he co.mml.Uatat•• la a1app0rt ol tlut democr•tlc torcu 
·le Port11pl, but Bal IUMI, th.e lJean both oald to m. that aotbloa 
will come of,U. both tn tones ot •cor11 a.ad •om• di•1ut • 

.Bal told me that the problem lA France l• ratlulr ob•iou• b.eaaae 
Mltt•raad l• r.tu.ct&Gt to take a eta.ad that ml1b.t jeopardise hi• 
cooperatlo.a 'Wltb 1111d avpfOrt trom tu conusiuaut p&J'tf.. He told 
me daat Ua•r• ha.d. receatly bMn a me.uni of Kretaky. Bra.odt. 
-4 Palme in Vleua \a -wbtch they rejected all eollaboratto.a 
'between aocial democrat• #AJld commwdau. Krelaky atft.rmed 
that democratic aocl.U•m l• exa~tly th• oppoalt• ot dlc;.tatorlal 
commuiem. H Ho warAed ol the daoger of taldq too ll1at1y •••t• la Lb'boa. He expre1ae.d the optoioll that the eY0111tloa 
of the •ltuattoa in Pormgal ouaht to bo co.a•i4ered •• a te•t oJ 
d•tent• in Europe. B raadt aAd Palme made •tmil&r atroaa 
•tatem.4Ulb• 

\It. appaready they were reapondiag to stat..meota made oaly 
a lew day• before by MUterand. wllu. he met with Soar••• 
Mitten.ad luiated on the noc:eaaity of a di.a.lope with the 
comm,ud•t•• a., .. id there i• "a ollci eement;i th.at bb:d• partl•• 
of the Left. r•epre11.atut1 the work.er• aiacl the ma••••· •'FnGc•• 
like Pora,al. ai-e eumplea ill that rega~d.. Each \4 it• faabio.a. 
lt1&uce th• 1octaliat party ia the only .oae to bava co.a.eluded. a 
pro1nm of 1overnrnem with tlM communiat pa1"tJ. la Portupl, 

.---;:,. 
•• li<.)2' 

IP 
:::, 



ADM1NISTRAT1V£LY SENSITIVE 

commwd•t• aAd aoclallats aro •••oclatecl in the goveramant. u 
(Le oot.r, May 25 aad 26. 1975).. Thia attltu.de of lefli•t 
CMD10crata la tlae old o• expi-•••ia1 the vlhl: i ~ o d&a1•r 
inam tu Left. 0 

1 had • bit ot tro-1• lollowlaa all tbat Bal waa t:rylag to co4vey • 
blJi the clear pat la that: 

L Th•r• i• a aeed ud a poe•ll•Uity for de:MC>cratic (aociallat) 
part!•• to help die democratic (.aeialtat) !orc:e• ln Portugal 
la t!Mir effort to aorvl•• aaata.t tbe com.mwahlh. 

z.. There i• little actioa of thi• eort, and that Uttl• baa l:>eett 
-lnef(ectlve .. 

3. Mitteraad i• ar,atq the c.otnmAll-front poaitloa, u.d thia 
Jr.Uy weakea• tu oYer•all .Ev.rop-.a democ:ratic-soclaltat 
effort to l:lelp Soa:rea. 

•• Pol'tqal baa some l1J1POrt&Ac• within NATO and greatly 
tmportaace outside of NATO, a.lid therefore very areat 

elforu to atre111thea aoo-Comn:umlat force• in open aad legitimate 
war• wol&ld be jutifted. 

j 

5.. Tbta ini111t be aa o.pecially tmportu.t poi.at for the Preaidu.t 
to dlacua witll die Permrepe oext woek although it will requil'e 
1:re&t tact with the PortG&u.e•• preaent. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

MEMORANDUM TO: 

FROM: 

WASHINGTON 

June 11, 1975 

DONALD R UMSF ELD .II J h_ 

ROBERT GOLDWIN ;wcr-
In the Wall Street Journal, Tuesday, June 3, Dennis Farney 
wrote a column entitled 11 All Those Rumors About Kissinger, ' 1 

in which he recounts all the efforts or aJleged efforts to 
diminish the primacy of Henry Kissinger. 

Farney then said that the Ford inner circle is making an 
effort to ensure that the President is not totally dependent 
upon Kissinger for foreign policy advice. The evidence he 
pr esents is that 11 the President's inteilectual in residence, 
Robert Goldwin, has served up such outside experts as Eugene 
Rostow for private chats with Mr. Ford. 11 

I called Farney and told him, in gentle tones, that I barely 
know Rostow, that he did have an appointment with the 
President on April 17, that it was at the suggestion of 
Secretary Kissinger, and that the Secretary was present when 
Ro stow spoke to the President, but that I was not present. 
Farney was apologetic, thanked rn.e for the information, and 

it and try to be sure it was printed. I told him. that I would not 
write such a letter because Kissinger knows what the facts a:ce 
and besides, I had noticed in the last few days that people in 
the corridors were treating me with new respect as having rnore 
menace than they had previously suspected. 

But the mention of me was quite incidental. The real topic was 
the relationship of Rumsield and Kissinger. In case you speak 
to Farney or have to speak to others on the same subject, I 
thought it would be useful for you to know about my conversation 
with Fa r ney . 

( -



6/4/75 

THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 

Dr. Goldwin: 

Eugene Rostow had an appointment 
with the President on April 17 at the 
suggestion of Mr. Kissinger. He 
was also at that meeting. 

Mary 

J 



C·-9 

COMMENT 
;fo.ll ~-:t. Jour:wl , G/3/75 

Those i?iunors 

By DE:-il\IS FARNEY 
SALZBURG, Austria--In Richard NLx• 

0<1's White Eouse, somebody was forever 
i putting Beni--y Kissbger down. 

President Nixori, a"-roan whose true in-
t(! t·(!st lay i.'1 fore ign policy (and not, a.s he 1 

once ::-emarked to John Ehrlichman, in 
building· hdter sewer::i - fOi!,_ Winnetka) 
shared ~'vlr. Kissinger'~ world vi1rn,•· and, on 
occasion, praised :, • him extrasaganUy. 
E,·ery so often, though, Mr. Nb;on and his 
palace guard reminded Mr. Kissinger who 
\vas )Joss. • • .,,. ·:·<. ·-~~? :·-:: 

Sometimes they reµiinded hlm in little 
ways, like forcing .. him to negotiate with 
R. It. Haldeman on the length of a NLxon 
tca;,t in :-.roscow. As -:elated by ex-NLxonite 
\Yi\lia.m Safire in his book "Before The 

· Fal'.,'' even a little putdown could plunge 
:t;rr. Eissinger from elation to despair. 

"A we;,k ago,'' Mr . Safire quotes Henry 
Ki,;singt!r as exploding i.'1 ;.foscow, "he 
[Nixon} would have done anything I asked, 
he was on hh kneq-God t And now I have 
to talk to Haldeman." • 

Other times lhey reminded him in big-
ger ways, through palace intrigues that, to 
h,-'a.r Mr E:issir:;rer tell it, c.ame close to 
C'ost.i.ng him hi., job. One such intri,,""lle , as 
rehlted by Marvin and Bernard Kalb in 

, l.i1eir book "Kissinger," came in l ate 1972, 
w;ien foe VieL'1am peace l\Ir. Kissinger 
ha-1 promised. wa3 "at hand" seemed to be 
slipping- away. There were },jnts inside the 
"While House th.at :l\fr. Kissinger might soon. 
slip a·,va.y as well. . I 
• "Haldeman.nearly got.me," 1vir. Kissin-
ge r later remarked .. "He nearly got me." 

Superficially, it might s?em t.'lat rienry 
K'~sin:;er remain., a.lmost equally embat-
tlecl inside the Ford a<lministration. 

:Even a3 Mr. Ford's jet was hurtling 
ar.ross the Atlantic for Bmssels and the 
s:a-:t ot the President's current Euronean 
trrn::-, reporters aboard it were questioning 
z. top l-'ord lieute!1ant about rumor!! that 
th,) s.,cretary ot State's role will ·soon be 
d:m:::ished. (Tho Ford man brushed of! 
t:ie qu~stion '.l.s " misch ievous .") And not 
lor.g u;o there were other rumoni insid '3 
t1n \Yhite House that :l\fr. Kissinger might 
In3e hi:! second job as thP. President's Spe-
ci:\! Assistant for National Security. 

But th~ reality Is that the ·ctnr:ible Mr. 
J~lssinger is su rvivin6 nicely and probably 
wm c0ntinu':! to do so. 

President Ford not - o:1ly depends 
hea,·ily upon him but, equally important, 
is selt-confident enou~h to at:knowledge his 
dependence. As a White House man diplo• 
matically 11uts it, "Henry's relationsl-jp 
with President 1'/ixon was more complex 
because Nb:on wa.s a more complex man." 
'I'rnnsiation: Richard Nixon had n.n inie...rl.-
ority complex. 

There ura some sign.:i or tension be-
tween :Mr. Kissinger and President Ford's 
top aides. But so far most o! those tension!! 
have been muted a.r.d the wily :1\Ir; E:issin• 
ger has proved more than a. match for the 
Ford palace guard. · • 

The -most dram:,.tic clash-or .. a.pparent 
clash-came. as a resuJt of those recent ru• 
mor.i that M!·. • Kissinger was on his way 
out o! the 11ational security post. Clooe ad-
visers reportedly were urging-the President. 
to get out ftom under Kissinger':1 shadow 
a bit by putting his own man in the slot. 
The:::-e-upon, _ the following sequence un-
folded : 

President Ford promptly praised Mr: 
Kissinger. Pre!:s Secretary Ron. Nessen 
mysteriously· fired an assistant. The assi-
tant angrily cha.rgetl Mr. Nessen with leak-
ing th& anti-Kissinger story and then mak• 
ing the assistant t:'1e fall g,.iy. :.\Ir. Nessen 
denied the cha:-ges. Mr. Nessen also de-
nied that he had fired the assistant to ap-
pease Mr. Kissinger. -

Through it a ll, Henry KissLr1ger said 
nothing publicly-anci. remained as strong 
as ever. 

To[$y, no one inside the White House 
will even admit that there was a. plot, 
much less a plot that failed. There is , how-
ever.- a low-keyed attempt to disabuse re- I 
porters of any notion that Mr. Ford is not 1 

his own man in making toreign policy. 
'I'he President's inen note that Mr. 

Ford's first campaign for Congress found 
:1im championing a vigorous U.S. role in 
the world, in oppositiorr to an isolationist 
opponent, and that his years in Congress 
exposed him to a variety of for eign policy I; 
matters. In the late 1950s, one yvhite Hou!'le : 
man adds, Congressman Ford even lee- • 
tu~ed at a foreign policy seminar of a cer-1 
tam pr0Ies!:-0r named Kissinger. 

At the same time, tne Ford inner circle 

There ls a certain natural tf'n~ion hc-
t1rvecn 1\fe ssrs. J~urnsfeld t-tr..d I{issin''cr, 
the two strongest n1en in the a.drninL~lra-
tion. ''Don's trybg to make sure Uw.l Kis-
sin;;cr is telling the Pres-ide1:t cveryt:1.ing 
he needs t? k ... !~\V, and i!' ther~ is :1.n:1t11in g 
else he thmks the President should know, 
he calls it to his a.l~ention ," explains an on-
looker. "Kissinger may feel some resent-
ment th;:,,t somebody else is getting in-
volved in foreign policy:" 

It L, possible to read a bit of intramural 
oue-upsmar1ship into an amusing little inci-
dent on this - trip. Hem·y Kissinger, as 
every Washington nc\vsman ki1ows, often 
insists that he appC'arin reporters' stories 1 
disguised as an anonymous ".3enior ~.drni;-i. ! 
istration 0£ficial. " Now a second "senior j 
administratie,n official" has made his ap-1 
pcar:ance-. 'I'his. o;ficlal _also is pa.,sing out 
foreigr, policy m,ormation. He can be de-
scribed only aa someon<J "very familiar 
with NATO. '.' , • 

It is, of course, again.,t the rule:; to ciis• 
close the name of this my3t~rious second 
official. But it is 1,~rhap:; permissible to 
note that Do,1alcl Rumsfeld is an ex-am-
bassador to NATO. 

This is an entertaining- development. 
But it surely doe~r,'.t mean that Henry I-::is-
:;inger has Jost 1i1~'-essential power·. 

-~-f.--... 
"i> ,;~ 

is tahing some paiM to ensure that Mr. 
Ford is not totally dependent upon his Sec-
retary of State for foreign policy advice. 
The Pr<;~ident 's intellectual-in-residence, . \ 
Robert Goidwin, has servect un sL!Ch out- l 
side experts as Eugene Rostow- for private ! 
chats with ?.Ir. Ford. '.The President him• 
self has solicited the advice of Defense 
Sec retary Schlesinger. And Mr. Ford's ag--
;;rcs~i ve chief of staff, Donald Rumsfold , 
has kept a somewhat wary eye on the ad-
vice coming in from J\tr. Kissin;;er. 



MEMORANDUM FOR 

FROM: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 13, 1975 

ROBERT A. GOLDWIN 

DONALD UMSFELD ) 

During the course of Meetings the President frequently 
gives directives that require follow-up by staff. In order 
to ensure that proper follow-up occurs, I would appreciate 
it if the lead staff member present at the meeting would report 
the following: 

... What actions, if any, have been directed by the 
President at the meeting . 

. . . Who is responsible for follow-up . 

. . . When the follow-up is due. 

In most cases the lead staff member would be the one who 
submitted the President's briefing paper. In cases where there 
is no briefing paper, or where the paper is a joint submission, 
the staff members should decide in advance of the meeting who 
is responsible for reporting on it. 

You should submit your reports to me and to Jim Connor, the 
Secretary to the Cabinet, within twenty-four hours of the meeting. 



.. 

J'uo.e 26, 1975 

MEMORANDUM TO: RICHARD CHEN.EY 

FROM: ROBERT OOLDWlN 

The other night at 7:30 p .. m .. I w&& asked by Jim Cannon tc attempt 
A complete rewrite of the dl'aft of a Meseaa~ to Co11gresa, with 
a deadline of mid-morning tbe next day. l did it, I was told it 
was excelleAt a.nd would be uaed, but. as l Ht•p~u:ted all along, 
another reviaion was clone later the same day and in the end not a 
word o! my ~!fort remained in the text. My only complaint ia 
that tbia a.asignment !orced m.e to put to one ide the other high 
priority projects both of you. bacl a•k4':d me to work on. 

I recommeAd that we make a rule from now on that whenever 
anyone et.e aaks me to undertake a. task l 'l'efer them to one ot 
you tor conaider-atton and approval. 
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JAMES CANNON 

ROBERT GOLDWIN 

This supports the contention I have been making that the non-
profi t sector is in need of de-regulatbn, too. The burden 
of regulation and the magnitude of interference are so great 
that it is becoming increasingly difficult for these institutions 
to carry on their main business, which is research, teaching 
and learning. 
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AX I~u1,;PEN DE:\T NEWSPAPEn 

·The Re~ellion of the Chancellors 
0

50::\!E THINGS are nobody's fault. But that doesn't 
make them any better: it's merely the best that can 

·be said of them. What moves us to these cosmic thoughts 
!~ the dispute now apparently being settled between a 
couple of agencies of the federal government, on the 
one hand, and representatives of a number of univer-
sities, on the other, concerning affirmative action em-

·ployment plans. The condi tions the universities h,id been 
told they would have to meet if they were to receive 
certain federal contracts, we1 e. in the main, preposter-
ous and pointless. The situation was nobody's fault be-
cause it was-manifestly-the product of political, legal 
and, bureaucratic "snowballing," the unattended and all 
but accidental growth of a simple dictum against dis-
,crimination into a set of requirements that hardly any 
university could be (or should be) required to meet. 
, These are the facts: a large number of colleges and 

universities were recently warned by HEW"s • Office of 
Civil Rights that they stood to lose millions of dollars 
in federal contracts for failure to demonstrate to the 
appropriate agencies of government that they were 
taking adequate steps to eliminate discrimination against 
minorities and women in their hiring, promotion and 
related emp!oyment policies. Thanks to a series of t 
bureaucratic confusions and defaults, many of the af-
fected schools did not receive this news until there was 
insufficient time to do anyth ing about it before the con-
tracts were to •be awarded. Bul it would not have mat· 
tered much if they had been given ample notice. For 
the fact is that the information required by the HEW• 
Labor Department regulations as spelled out in an a~ree-
ment U1e uni\·ersities were origmally asked to sign, was 
well beyond the capacity of most of the schools to pro-
duce-at least if thC'y were going to do much else. 
Edwin Young. the chancrllor of the University of Wis-
consin. cstimatC'd that bet\1·een 50.000 and 100.000 sep-
arate statistical procedu res would have been entailed 
in an cffoti to produce the drsired <lata concerning em-
ployer-employee rci;itions. 

Now, owing in large part to the pressures brought by 
spokesmen for some of the afiected schools and to the 
good sense of Secretaries Dunlop and Weinberger-
who were apparently gn•a tl_,. distres~ed by the situation , . 
that had been created- I hC' ori1,.>inal ~o-called model ~: • • 

"conciliation" agreement put forward by HEW has been 
set aside. Commitment to fulfilling its in ere di ble terms 
will no longer be a condition for receiving these federal 
contracts. A stopgap short-form agreement, pledging rea-
sori and good faith and an expeditious fulfillment of the 
requirements of the law will replace the offending docu-
ment. And it is the intention of both the universities 
and the Departments of Labor and HEW to work out 
some kind of arrangement that bears more directly on 
the original intent of the Frankenstein regulations: 
namely the elimination of discriminatory employment 
policies and practices in the universities. What had taken 
the place of this laudable goal was a punishing demand 
for a torrent of statistics. 

It is worth noting a few things about this whole melee. 
One is. that the government now has an opportunity to 
rethink and reform the reflexive, oppressive and un-
productive way it has been dealing with many of its 
obligations in this area. Another is that if it fails to do 
so it will ultimately so thoroughly discredit the original 
intention of those who sought to bring more fairness 
to American institutional life that it will (if it hasn·t 
done so al.ready) do that cause more harm than good. 
Especially as the federal government now prepares to 
apply new, congressionally mandated rules designed to 
eliminate sex discrimination in the schools, it will be 
necessary to contrive some simpler and more plausible 
methods for achieving its goals. 

In this connection, we think that Mr. Weinber-ger's re-
cent statement of preference for broad-based c.ivil rights 
investigat ions-as distinct from response to individual 
complaints-has much to commend it. J\!r. Weinberger' 'v 
said he would like to "focus HEW's eniorcrment mavhi~,., 
ncry on the main, systemic forms of discrimination '.l.!l'll 
give priority attention to these. rather than follow' ,an 
approach in which priorities are dictated by the mdrn-
ing's mail ... " That strikes us as good sense. So too 
does the government's decision to back down from the 
impos.,iblc terms it had set in the case that caused the 
chancellors to. rebel. The purpose of these laws and 
regulations, after all , was to generate faim e.;s, not to 
generate blizzards o[ paper 11.nd threats and sanctions 
that end up doing ne,t to nothing-except to hobhle 
institutions and make everyone very angry. 
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ByPeter Osnm, , searched. The So{·iets took the Jews assocfatcc1 with an Ulk ,._ munist ;JtY leader Leonhl. ·,·1 :-chin qu,,L<•d the J<:(; ll ::uppl;rntcd the s•;~I Is :-;,,w. Ili c d i~s,idcnt~ 1 Sor id act,,,ns 
waohing~~n Post Fore,,.u ,-:emc• I tH1usu:1! step in that case of ground publicai ion Cd' --cl nn•zlmevjincl his colleD '.ll<, / :J:,:b 1, !i,, s,•;ireilCd hi,; <iParl- c~ica\(' I' 1 <•l<'t·an,·<' th al ap• l, -', the ,pc!'ul trends al'C i seem t l nm C· 

'.'~OS'CO\\', Jtiiie 1-'\. ',u·~-i·,.a_n_no __ un_cin,; the arr_est i.1
0
1 a "Jews in tbc C.S.S.H." 11~ , 1 t 11 iJ , • ! 1 t . tl t 1 , 1 1 , 1 11 L.,, ·1~,-' JJJJC,'ll'l !. :Kremlin's own .i.u. - · . ...i.\'c Io _ f'l -H .eft :n:y 111 t~t n~t ! 1rn r; • as sa\·111g la orc·1;.:,iH rs pear.~c, c1~·1. sun11ncr. a ;11~ ._~ .l , ! 

cow's fmall community of r!1s- ; 1,I e.,s release to n:iaJor "\\ est• • The continued refusal to idcolo·•ieal liheraUzatlon, Lu! I lt; '.l ··.~rnwn bored'' willl ::au- winll'r. Th<':c;c inl'ii1t.lcd tlll~ lb- Tile nu:1 icr of ,Jews apply- 1 bringing to an r 
sidents believes that the state' crn news orgamzations. uermit Elena Bonner, the· i • they pvidc11tly have made th\' 11 vj •~ di:;s1dcnts.. l •,.,,,£! i"or v,' .,,· ,· 1.,,is cll"(JJJJJed dra-l ' Jon.~-runninrr c , 1 th • • • f l 1 • ·,,, • • • • stract nrt ,hows (af.,0r Jrn1t,ioz- o h:u cr,ded its brid season of 1 • , •11ong t 1e many o er mc1- o t 1e ( 1:;s1c:, nt pi1ys1c1st, .1,;.- Krctn,,.n mo:-e con~cious or it; 'J ll,'l\"e ,,
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1 .:; ·1 d c 
t · , 1 , t d b ct· ·cte t d • s I' , 0 ,.0 abt· - ci 'l • '· ' • en: <lisn1plcd thr' Hr_:;L ;it/, r,1.pt n1 atie:illy, :iJJ,,~;ed]y -because '-:,ccuti .Y al, • to'cr?nce nnd j g l'OW m·n•.n•;, r "tl s repor e y 1ss1 11 re1 a ,narov, c & • • • won, ,ma gc. , 1 r! . ''Tl•,i~ fa tr•.ir.'' 1 d l urorJe k [ , to hold cme) ;111< !iw 1y·r!lns- many ~M intin,iJate ·, am 1 • • • ·... . 

the screws on them in n coor- Eom·ccs in the paSt few wee 5 for treatmei;t O • an ~'C .,,,. R:1 Pd on the ri."rord of re t''r,r ft·om aUrwptin;.: 10 eon- sion to cmi•J :Ile' c!i\t"l 11wn- hara,:. mP.11 hw1 lwcn reported i A n1.1Jor pomt 
dl• n~ted attack on non-con• are these: ment. Sakharov has been i ·• emit '. -;,rs, t JJh. <',i· c,1·ll'"·lt.•· f~"' 1 . . . 1 . 1 t · , , 1 b 

" ., • " - •~ (f thPir a• liv1·t1es a•··1111s' 11,-,1• <)J' Jll'()11·1 '··,,,11t JP"; ,,, ;1d1v- ,·1.11,·,1 1·1,:'. 111 <•ifi"1a artists scrk-

1

, wwms 1as ·.cen. 
B dered bv doctors to sta~ •• . . , • - • ,,, . • • •. . ''. • • •• • ,.. ' , formity. • An implied KG threat O 

, flwt. _,i_ tlwir cases get "ll), •:i II• d,•.sw, •,Hs, tile bovrets isls nnd :-iuv1l't cullw 1l iJg- in;.; to st31,, further shows in West cul turril at • t'"' J"f f ·, bedforawrckorsoafter< ll t , 1 -Agents of ihe Soviet 3ecrct v.:air,st_ ue .~ e ? a ,vr1c_er, pn 1 trt Y r. ,lroad. and attr:>ct 111~,r m:1rlo so1:1c m111:rnc:t at- ur<'S . J\'l oscow a I I Lf'ningrad. t.act and tlle ri;, 
police, the KGB, reportedly in• I'. l~c' 11n_ir Vomo,v1eh: Ear her fering che5t pains. influ,•ntia! sympathlzers--t'H. tel:JiJts to publicize tll('m Throngho ut, there has hcen One of ,I 1e puzzles in recent to travel abroad. 
dJcntcd to one uls~ident tl 1,1t I ti.i,i :e:•r, a Vomovich novel Starting about ·11e new J Jews found Sen. _Henry Jnrk- :,l~·0acl. T!·.e notificati0n to a cc:ntinm·d undcr to 11e or "E'S- _____ _ 
the p<;Hca ,ire ireu to act be- I wa.i publlshed in ~he _West ~nd a steadily mounting num son (D-Wash.); writers look to iY,:r-.tc m ncwsp,1pers of the sure on such peopic as Sak , 
caw,.; Wcsierner~ hr.ve frown I the h.GB called h1m m. Vomo- of punitive actions have h" • their liberal-minded col- Arr,m,st.v International arrest rov, whose telephone c.ills and 
bored w.ith the dis. sidents. ·. 1 \ .ti' ..•. i.t, who. is known as gener- reported . A long prison t,o n· leagues ln places like the PEN w,~s one example. mail from the West have been 

A ,;erie~ of arri.'sts, 5 earctes: ally calm person, claims he for a ren es<ade B::.ptist lc;1.-i v , Club--then the Soviets gov- 1ecently Voinovich was sue- ~------------
end otl,cr hara,sments over Fl, \;ai !:!a ,~ed by the KGB. the ja!li11g nf. <1. PentacostE>J-',. ernment will often :relent ju3t .:<' ·;:,ful in reading a long stale-
period of several months hos ' rr;t•nd:1 say he has not yet the arrest and e:-:te1"ded t t1 to quiet the :tuss. mt,nt about what had hap-
persuaded many dis~idents of i fully rE:covered. of two Jews who demon,tra· Rer.ently, howe,•er, intcrna- iw .eel to him o-·er 1hc i!·l<'- 1 

a 111a.jor ne·v KGB offensive ! Tl1e expulsion from the briefly a.ga inst tltt:ir vis3 ,. • tlonal attention on ecoP(Hi~ir p· ->nP lo cnntne t'-1 jn inc \a\ 'c•:,L. 
11;;:ainst them. : Gr ,:;,hies lillion, a professional fusals-all could be cor J. and ~nergy flrobtcm~,.the '\'1 id i ;;f ,1,-;·allv ,,w•ll con,•n1,alw,'s 

"It is obvious there i<J r, a:; ociation. of Oskar Rabin, a ered part of a campaign. dlc 1•.,, t .ind_ l ndoc•una h·,,·,. f' irkrru ,:,•(i. 
phm, a !.ystematlc e"calation le·ding f\;:urc in :'.\Ioscow's un- One widespl'ead thP'Jf ' •ivcr. ':, d?v,:cu tho _tr;,Hb/, ·, o 

1

, l llc r:t·, 1,:m:latio11 nf inri 
cf tho 1,;r;;ssurc ,::r·dnst tis" nlt•c-ial artist circles. Rabin among the dis.,;iden ts is t, al_ hum ,n n1.,;U :'dtv1:'l~ 1, ic .:,{nt~ .,vn tJ,e nl(l,it:1,, !·:,, 
said Valentin 'furchin. presi- \•;as a 'rrincipal organizer last the KGB was oniered to ,, E' - -- . -- _ __ . I.---·---___ _ 
dent of the :\Ioscow chapter oi I yeJ.r oi public showings of ab• up its activities after the col-

1 
Amnesty International, t11e • stract art. He was sacked from lapse in Deccml)er of the ben- i 
London-ba.;w human rights th~ Graphics Union and at- efits-for-emic!rat10n compro- , 
organizatio n. ; tae'.wd in a llioscow newspa- mise embodied ln the .fack,0n: 

Amne«t·v Intrrnat.ional lr::; : per for taking part ln an Amendment to the U.S. Trade 
figured pro;rJnei1tly in the ff',· 1,'1,;.\ s at private apartments. Act. 
idence of a crackdown. In rr:id- 1 ., -\. threat to prosecute a The speculation is that 
April ih secretary, . .\nrfrci ! .Jr; ,\JSh physicist, "i\Iark Azbel, while them was a posbibility , 
Tverdokhlebov, was arrested; I un!e,"! he stopped holding of striking a b:ir•,ain--e:·tend- i 
a member of the group fro'n I we<>\:!7 Meetings of Jewish sci- ing cidl riµhts d1c.hlly in ex- · 
Kiev WM detained and the ! ent.t ts in his apartment. change for trade ad·;ai,; ;,~e•- : 
apartments of Turchln and an- , ~earc-hes haYe also been re-

1 

the SovieLS_ were mure cjrcurn• 
ot.l1er Moscow man were i ported at the homes of four spect in hand liP'.': dl,,enters, 1 

____ 1 '=~?..~':'~~:."':~ ' 
to emigrate whe11ever pos.,i- ! 
ble. I 

But with tile J ackwn 
Amendment is ue now consid-1 
ered dead by thA Soviets. pos-i 
sible restrictio n., c,11 pc.li<:e ac- \ 
tions against tlir rcrnni'.'.nt., of ; 
the dissident ,rnd enugration 1 
movemr>nts api,:l!'cntly have; 
been lifted. ! 

Another factor worrying the i 
dissenb is what they regard as 1 

a diminishin6 interest. in their !I 
problems in the Wc.;t. 'l'he de- I 
tcnte po lit lcs of So\'let Cow-, 

' ,,t ''"·~ '' i /<~ ,.n• [ 

I 1
1
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mau cc 
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The Soviets have staked out Eastern Europe 
for themselves under the so-called Brezhnev 
doctrine. Under it, the Kremlin claims the 
right to use the Red Army to maintain 
communist parties loyal to Moscow in every 
country now within the Soviet system. 

This is not exactly novel in history. It is 
similar in kind (with differences) to the 
Monroe Doctrine which since 1823 has been 
used off and on to keep outside powers from 
interfering in the Americas to the dis-
advantage of the United States. -

There is ample room for argument about 
both doctrines. Historians differ over the 
original intent and the subsequent validity of 
the Monroe Doctrine. The Brezhnev doctrine 
is more precise. There seems little room fo~ 
doubt that the Kremlin intends to use it to 
prevent the escape from its clutches of any of 
their East European clients. But Moscow's 
clients thcmsdvcs challenge its implie;1t ions, 
and so do some of the communi:,i p:ll ti,•s in 
other parts of the world. It vioiatcs t1'e Tito 
doctrine of "senatal c rn;•ds to seciafo:m ." 
nomania stands· in putative rebcliion ,.1gainst 
the Brezhnev doctrine. The dc:mocracics deny 
the doctrine's validity but respect its appli-
crtion. 

In broad terms the situation is that the 

• • LI~ A Monroe Doctnne for E:1JtoiJ~~ 
Monroe Doctrine more or less keeps outsiders in the Portuguese f \~tions. Is comJimism to 
out of the Amcric;:;s while the Bre:>:hnev be allowed to gair, ,'<ff(?',tive contro} in Portu-
doctrine excludes c;mitalists from everything gal by totally undP;1 1ocratic-;mearn(after being 
lying east of the Stettin-Trieste l'ne. It doesn't massively rejected at the polls? 
work exactly like that, of course. Tito's There was not ~111ch other countries could 
Yugoslavia is outside Moscow's discipline and have done h::1d the people of Portugal voted 
Castro's Cuba is outside Washington's in-_ Communist in an (,,en and fair election. But 
fluence. But broadly speaking the America<; when the anti-Coro1~unist wishes were made 
are an American sphere of influence,_and mo~t clear and positive lieyond any room for doubt 
territory between the Elbe and Vladivostok 1s then surely there should be some means 
in the Soviet sphere of influence. \ whereby both the : eople of Portugal and the 

But right now the Soviets, who are so jealous neighboring cou1tl l'ies could protect them-
of their control over Eastern Europe, are not selves against an Illegal seizure of power in 
deterred by any similar doctrine from taking Portugal. 
advantage of the, present political state of It is difficult to :;ee how Washington could 
affairs in Portufal. issue a Monroe DJ: trim: for Western Europe. 

If Western Europe is to respect the Brezh- In today's intert1 < I ional climate many West-
nev doctrine the,1 t)J£1~~-should he 9 illl.lQ..l2D2. ern Europeans w G 1 ,Id regard any such act by 

..9110 for the secmity of Western Europe from Wm;hington as in ~rfcrence in their affairs, 
1v1~;cow and i',s ideology. At one time the The initiative s 1: uld come from Western 
NATO alli:mcP ,..,,1-; s'..lfficicnt to this purpose. Europe:ms, with 'Vt">hington ready to give 
But that W,L" in the lbys when the only visible support if reque,, .• i. 
threat to the inte;~rity of Western Europe was But \-\,'ashingkr cculd make resp-::d for 
military. Now tbc threat is diffe:ent. \V('stern Europe r irt of ;my further n,~goti;i-

I n Portugal the p-::op!e h:we overwhelmingly tions with Milsco;; • over de'.cn,e. Also, v: ash-
rejected communism. Yet Communists sue- ington could qui :: ly let it be known that if 
ceeded in closing down the newspaper voice of Moscow encourn: \ • s the communists in Portu-
the Socialist Party, which wa'> the big winner gal (who arc unc!J Moscow discipline) then it --

• must ex~ct the United States to ignore the 
:ffreztne\·uocfrihe. --
utn1misfv~-\·.asninglon is not going to 
attemi't to· stir up a.'"ly actual revoic:,ions in 
Polwd, Czechoslovakia, or Hunfary - muci1 
-.<; it would li!:e to see thc.se coun,fr~ libcr::ite 
themselves from the Krernli:1's yoke. Bat 
there are ! things short of incitement to 
revolution which could be <lone. Jchn Yost~r 
Dulles :.;sed to tclk 11boui "giving tnem thir,gs 
to worry about in tn•.:ir own backyard." T!,c 
CIA was the instrument for Ll-icit kind of work. 
Perh2.ps in its present form it is no lon:;er 
usable for such purpcses. l'.s cover has pn:tty 
well been blown. But stiil, with a little 
imagination, something could C{! done, enough 
to make Moscow uncom.ivrtable. 

After all, the Soviet Union is prorobly the 
most unstable thing of its kind. It is foll of 

• minorilies who resent the dominance of the 
Russians . 

Also, the Sino-American tie could be 
strengthened. Any move in t:1at directio,1 1s 
L. .... q.-..-.i tn r., -:.,,W" .... ;~a- ;~l '-,..10..!:~-:. ::::,~~, 

There are things that c-ouw oe uuu:::. 0, 
all would be tr.e equiva.L:nt of a r·,'.cn:°: 
Doctrine proclaimed :.JY Eu:-,'.'.::;,ns wbcn 
would have to be recagniz.:d by : .. luscow if the 
West is to respect the Brezhnev doctrine. 

_ I __ _ 



Making Peace in Europe 
By William Saf ire 

WASHINGTON-Six weeks ago, a 
suggestion was made in this space that 
the European security conference-a 
proposed 35-nation supersummit to 
legitimatize that Soviet conquest of 
Eastern Europe-be postponed. 

In response, a Moscow radio com-
mentator wrote a letter to The New 
York Times complaining of "certain• 
forces attempting to undermine the 
process of detente" anct holding that 
my essay "was misleading in its ein-

pnasi s that ctetente 1r1 Europe anct the 
successful conclusion of the European 
secur;ty confer~nce arc advantageous 
only to the Soviet Union." . 

On the same day, the Soviet n;,_ws 
agency Tass disseminated a bla,t by 
a So viet weeklv denouncing "slander-
ous st?tements" trying to "discredi t 
the most representative forum in: the 
life of Europe" but assuring one and 
all that "the \\'Ork of strengthening 
European security in the interests of 
millions will not, repeat not, be 
stopped .... " 

Evidently the supersummit. tenta-
tively scheduled for Helsinki in July, 
has extraordinary meaning to Soviet 
planne rs, who long to tie up 1J1e loo:;e 
en·cts of conferences held a generation 
a 0 o in Yalta and Potsdam. 0 

To entice the West Germans into 
participating, the Russians agreed tv,o 
years ago not to try to grab Eerlir.; to 
bring the United States along, the So-
viets agreed to begm taIKs about 
Mutual and Balanced Force Reduction 
(MBFR) in Europe. 

Tu J', t"ne reduction-of-forces talks 
have been a fraud: No progress has 
been made toward Bgreement on· a 
cei'ing for NATO a.nd Warsaw Pact 
troops in Europe. One might think 
that the U.S. response would have 
been: "We will hold the conference you 
want on European security as soon as 
you agree that both superpowers 
begin pulling back troops." 

Not so. We hwe lost "''"'.bt of the 
r•u:d p_rn ('! I~ l •! 2 t orig1:,adv rnauccif 
;....Ji - .ew•-- ., our -agreerr.ert to go to a supcrsum-
mit, and muddled it into a detentified 
hope that maybe the Soviets will be 
nice about the Middle East, or SALT, 
or whatever. U.S . otf1cials split ha!l"s by 
pointing out that progress on force 
reduction ,vas never hnk'!d to the So-
viet-desired supersummit: with more 
logic, they add that Soviet ger:erals 
are hardly likely t0 Jet Mr. Brezlrnev 
negotiate a SALT ~,~ rcement and an 
MBFR agreement simultaneously. 

lf ~AT T rnmn ~ fire~. (i,...o; i..:,".,'.' 1L~ .. l~ 
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• lew,r to pry m•1tual forc·r. r~ductio:1 
agreement out of the Russians later. 
A SALT agreeme:1t is in both super-
wwers' interest, and need not be 
sweetened by grain deals or super-

summit cor,cessions; after detente 
brings us SALT II, then we can address 
ourselves t0 European security. 

Opportunity presents itself by coin-
cidence. In 1968, at a NATO meeting 
in Reykjavik, the idea of asking for 
Mutual and Balan,.::cd Force Reduction 
was cooked up in answer to ~1ajorit7 
Leader r,like Mansfield's pre3sure to 
reduce U.S. forces in Europe unilater-
ally. MBFR was originally devised 
more to stop the Mansfield Amend-
ment tl->an to get the Ru ssians to pull 
their troops back in Europe. 

But this year, because the l'.S. looks 
S::J w ~ak after Indochina disasters, 
;'.1i!:e '.'.L1nsficld has not asl;ed Co:i-
grcss to pull troops o'-'-t of Europe. As 
a result, the Soviets actually .have 
an incenti\·e to negotiate the removal 
of some U.S. troops. Next year, an 
election year, Co:-igr~ss can be ex-
pected to continue to present a "don't-
cal!-us-isolationist" front, and the 
So•:i e: ;.,:cnti··e for a mutual force 
reduction may increase. 

At the same time, the Russians will 

ESSAY 
stilt be hungry for their supcrsumm:t 
to legitimatize East Eurooean borncrs, 
whethu or not Brezhnev cor:tiauc~ 10 
powe.· after next February's r;:rty 
Con!sress. A deal could then b~ put ;n 
place-perhaps by new faces ~ll 
around-to follow up the 1975 SA!.. T 
II a;reement with the 1976 Europc2.n 
security a freernent, a coroilary cf 
wLich must be the mutual reduct1:m 
of ground forces . 

R;,6ht nov,·, our force-reduction po,i-
tion is to i:lsist t)1at the U.S.S.R. L _ ;1 
by pulling back 60.000 men plus equip• 
rr.ent co our 2S.OOO men a·,d no 
e(f 1 ip'"n~nt. But our ?!"Ci;o;.;al \.Vas put 
forward t ,1 counter Mike Mansfield. 
r.ot seriously to en;rage the Russians 
in nr-go:iations; since the Congress has 
withdra1.rn its threat to pull out uni-
laterally for the time being, might it 
not be a good mne for lhe U.S. to 
get serious w;th the Soviets and put 
forth workable proposals toward a 
.:ommon ceiling'? 

In Brussels this week, let us decide 
to postpone the 35-nation Helsink i 
supersummit. (We just ca--i't make it 
in July; 2.nd all Europe goes on vaca-
tion in August; and in September, 
there's the big U.N. session to occupy 
everybody; and who goes to Helsinki 
in the winter?) 

Detente is not dead, only in need 
of rrsuscitation. Thi, summer, we cr;i 
ease tension in the Middle East. This 

~_µIi 1g, as canult-.ates biOOlrl 1n trt(: 
pr;rr::incs, we can trade a i:uropu,n 
security conference for genuine pro-
gress in reducing the number of 
soldiers facing each other across the 
Iron Curtain. 

-. 
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MEMORANDUM TO: 

FROM: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 30, 1975 

DONALD RUMSFELD 
RICHARD CHENEY 
JAMES LYNN 
ALAN GREENSPAN 
JERRY JONES 
JAMES CAVANAUGH 
JAMES CONNOR 

ROBERT GOLDWINA.,,J.J:J. 

As I follow the comment in columns and editorials on the Crime 
Message, I see one theme frequently repeated. It is that the 
Crime Message was good as far as it goes, but (and each column 
or editorial picks some different weakness, according to its 
own views) it needs beefing up. The attached column by James 

,..,,,. J. Kilpatrick is only the latest of such comments. 

I recommend that a program·be prepared for the President to 
follow-up in a vigorous way to show a continuing and persistent 
interest in doing something effective about crime. Most of the 
problem is beyond the reach of federal law enforcement agencies. 
The President could begin, as Dick Cheney has suggested, by 
sending letters to the appropriate officials in all fifty states. This 
effort should be v e'!:y ,videly p1_1..bEci z ed. 'T'ho P,-.oc,.;rlonl- rr.nlri -:.l c, 0 

seek to address joint sessions of state le gislatures to urge them to 
adopt measures recommended in the Crime Message. 

Finally, in his speeches around the country, the President could 
remind his audiences that the only way to carry out the program 
he set forth in the Crime Message is for the states to act. He could, 
therefore, exhort his audiences to re1nind their own state and 
local officials of the need to take actions, some of which may be 
costly, to begin the process of imprisoning more convicted crin1inals 
than are presently irnprisoned. 
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The effort to get Congress to act on the proposals in the Mes sage 
and the Crime Bill will be strengthened by companion efforts 
to get the states and local authorities to act in the same direction. 

Attachment 
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Jan1es J. l(ilpatrick 54~ 
'/')~ 

Ford's criine program 
needs some beefing up 

P resident Ford's compre-
hensive message on crime 
was the work of a wise and 
experienced politician. That 
is intended as a compli-
ment, not an insult. Ford 
asked Congress for all he 
realistically could hope to 
get, which is perhaps a 
sensible approach. It was 
thus a good message. 

It was good, but it could 
have been better. The 
President had some first-
rate things to say about 
pri son reform, juvenile 
crime, and the urgent need 
to imprison the violent "re-
peaters." He made several 
excellent recommendations 
for improving criminal jus-
tice generally, and he asKed 
for a modest program to 
compensate victims of vio-
lent crime. 

All this was fine. The 
message, coming in the 
same week the President 
set up his campaign com-
mittee, is certain to have 
broad political appeal. 
Some of his statements had 
a ritual ring: " For too long, 
law has centered its atten-
tion more on the rights of 
the criminal defendant than 

that is all n ght. These ritu-
al things need to be said. 

Yet there are times, it 
seems to me, when a presi-
dent ought to look beyond 
t he politically appealing, 
and beyond the legislatively 
a ttainable, in order to pro-
vide a bolder leadership. 

The messa ge offered an 
opportu nity, for example, 
for Ford to throw the 
weight of his office behind 
restocation of the death sen-
~encr. The- P resiMnt might 

. i ,, 

sending young men and 
women to prison for mere 
possession of small amounts 
of marijuana. He migh t 
have come down one way or 
another on the issue of 
abortion: Is it murder 1 

He chose to be politic. He 
was silent on these issues. 
On the matter of gun con-
trol, which cries out for 
forceful leadership, he land-
ed a il spraddle d out. He 
was "unalterably opposed 
to fede r al registratio n of 
guns or the licensing of gun 
owners," but he favored 
"manda tory prison sen-
tences for anyone who uses 
a gun in the commission of 
a crime" and he asked 
tighter controls against the 
domestic manufacture , 
assembly or sale of "Satur-
day night specials." 

Half measures are doubt-
less better than no meas-
ures. But the menace of the 
criminal with a handgun is 
a terrifying problem. In the 
name of domestic tranquili-
ty, the problem must be 
attacked, not merely picked 
at. 

The President devoted 
~;-,;-; z. :~::~!: ;=:-:.::;~:!::'!! ~•] 
crgamzeti cnmt:. iit: .;1:,;.,.1,; u 

for l~gislation that would 
make it a federal crime "to 
operate or control a r~cke-
teering syndicate." 

This is all right, again, as 
far as it goes. But, isn't 
there a more effective way 
of attackin g organized 
crime' 

Professor William J. 
Flittie, of Southern 
Methodisi University's 
School of Law, believes 
there is. He proposes to 
strike at criminal syndi-

but by civil injunctions. It is 
almost impossible to con-
vict a top racketeer on a 
criminal indictment - not 
when a jury must be unani- , 
mously convinced of guilt 
beyond a reasonable doubt. 

Professor Flittie's point 
is that a civil proceedings, 
tried before a federal judge 
under a lower standard of 
proof, could be a powerful 
weapon against the mob-
sters. 

This is the sort of bold , 
constructive, imaginative 
thinking that must be pur-
sued if we are serious about 
reducing the appailing 
levels of crime in our soci-
ety. 

1n his message Ford al-
most confronts - but never 
quite confronts - the grim 
truth that present ap-
proaches simply are not 
working. Crimes of every 
description are increasing 
- juvenile crime, violent 
crime, organized crime, 
white-collar crime. No 
other nation in the world is 
as plagued as our own. 

Perhaps the President 's 
!"ffngram '.Vill help. His mes• 
~.:.:;;·_; :.;:.;~;;.:..;.!:.:.:: ::-:.: ~~:.·...:--- ~~-.;; !'" 

is good that one hesitates 
to complain of a shortfall. 

Yet a pessimistic feeling 
persists that crime will not 
be significantly reduced, 
nor our streets made sig-
nificantly safe r, until the 
country is moved to harder 
attitudes and a greater 
determination. 

The President's political 
judgment is that his pro-
gram is the best that could 
now be achieved. He may 
be right, but that best is not 

l ...... 1 1~ 
, .. 
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INTERVIEW WITH DONAL CHANNEL 26, WETA-TV 
I 

HEFFNER: I'm Richard Heffner, your host on the "Open Mind." 

Donald Rumsfeld is Assistant to the President of the United 

States, was my guest on the last "Open Mind" program, and is 

back with us again today. Mr. Rumsfeld, I'd like to begin 

~ today's program by referring to a speech that you made at 

Wake Forest College on June 7, 1975. I was very much impressed 

with your beginning 

and the middle, too. 

you said -- and with the ending, too, 

(Laughter) You said that in 1954 you'd 

heard a speech that had a profound effect upon you and you 

didn't in the course of your speech itself indicate who 

delivered that speech. Who did? 

RUMSFELD: Actually, it was Adlai Stevenson, the former 

governor of the state of Illinois who was, at that point, 

between his two Presidential campaigns. And it was, as 

you mentioned, in 1954. He wa-s in a very reflective mood. 

He had not been back to Princeton,where he had graduated, 

f9r many years, and he came back and spoke to our senior 

banquet, shortly before graduation. It was a very special 

speech and it was brilliantly delivered. Very thoughtful 

and, as I indicated, something that did have a profound 

effect on me. 

HEFFNER: What was the nature of its content that had that 

effect? 
/ 

RUMSFELD: One of the events of that period was the McCarthy 

hearings which was r e ally one of the major televised 

congressiona l things in history. It was a time when there 

<_... 
a: 
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-was a good deal of mistrust in the country. Governor 

Stevenson's talk -- his visit with graduating seniors 

was used, essentially, to talk about the nature of the American 

political system -- about the importance of individual citizen 

action and involvement in that process. As I recall he said 

something to the effect that our country had made a magnificent 

gamble and decided that the people should have an opportunity 

to help guide and direct the course of our country. And that 

that was a magnificent gamble. It was a gamble in the sense 

that it presumes that free people will be able, given sufficient 

information, to make correct judgments. It presumes further 

that trust -- that fundamental glue that assists in communica-

tions -- because without trust there is no communication, there 

is no leadership by consent as opposed to command -- that that 

trust will exist. It presumes that good people will involve them-

selves in the affairs of government either as principal, active 

participants or as supporters or defenders or correctors of 

those who are in public life. He said it considerable more 

eloquently than I have. 

HEFFNER: You say, "given sufficient information the people 

can govern themselves." I don't mean constantly to strike 

a negative note but there have been those who have felt that 

in our own times it was almost impossible for the average 

citizen to have the kind of information that would be a: lD 

considered sufficient for him to govern himself. To vote 9 __,., 
appropriately. How do you respond to that? In the twenty-

r 
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0 one years that have elapsed since you heard Governor Stevenson, 

I wonder whether we haven't. 

RUMSFELD: Has it been that long? 

HEFFNER: It's been that long. I'm sorry -- for myself and 

for you. (Laughter) Hasn't our society been so much more 

complicated that the possibility of being well informed has 

diminished considerably? 

RUMSFELD: No, indeed. Just the reverse is the case. The 

means of communication today are so far superior to twenty-one 

years ago. Now, it's true that this is not any more ancient 

Greece where the constituency could sit on a hillside and 

discuss and debate the affairs of the city-state. We talk 

of future shock -- the compression of events -- the glut of 

information -- but, you know, the human being's an amazing 

mechanism. People are able to adjust to things and I don't 

question for a minute but that as the technological changes 

have occurred, as television has come upon us, as the velocity 

of world events has accelerated, I don't question for a second 

but that there may be periods where people might lose 

bearings. Where it's more difficult than in other times. 

But people adjust. Their tolerance level changes and they ~ 

find that they can sift and sort. And it's not necessary 

for each citizen two hundred and thirteen million in thi 

nation of ours -- to have all information on all subjects 

so that they could act in each other's stead in government 

on all decisions. What is essential is that there be a 

rough sense of direction, that the re be a point where a 
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correction can be made -- as we do have every two years when 

a majority of all of the members of the House and a third of 

the Senators are elected and where a President is elected 

every four years, or re-elected -- there has to be a 

-in our country to govern successfully, people have to have a 

sense of the American people. Successful public leaders. They 

have to be in communication with them and they have to prove 

themselves and be measured against what they say and what they 

do. So that I think that despite the changes we've seen in the 

world, despite the changes that we'll see -- probably at an 

accelerated rate in the corning twenty-one years -- my estimate 

is that our system of government does work. That that 

·• magnificent gamble is a good gamble and that, in fact, we'll 

find that human beings can adjust and can continue to adjust 

and fulfill that role of public responsibility which they have. 

HEFFNER: You said, too, that the other quality that Governor 

Stevenson referred to was trust. And when I was reading your 

~peeches I noted you ... before the program ... you said 

~But what struck me," and you were talking about his speech, 

"and what remains in my mind was the importance of trust in 

the American system." Then I asked you whether you meant trust 

in the American system or whether you meant the importance of 

the element of trust -- of believability in our system. 

RUMSFELD: And, without question, I meant the element of trust 

in the sense of believability. If you have a system that 

suggests that the people can play a role and if you have a 

system where leaders lead not by command but by consent, by 
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agreement, that means they lead by persuasion, communication. 

And without trust there is no communication. If a person 

disbelieves, they don't listen. They don't want to listen. 

And I think that when one thinks of graduating seniors today 

or thinks of any of us -- we've gond through some pretty 

startling events in the last ten or fifteen years, in the 

lifetime of these students that are now graduating. We've had 

a President assassinated in office. We've had one candidate 

for President wounded and another killed. We've had a 

President who wasn't able to run for re-election. We've 

had a President who, for the first time in our history, resigned. 

We've seen inflation and recession. War. There've been some 

very unusual events and we've -- I think all would agree -- we've 

also lived through a period where, for one reason or another, 

the reservoir of trust has drained somewhat. You know if you're 

in a sailboat and you turn the rudder and you're not moving, the 

sailboat doesn't turn. It just stays there. You need steerage 

way to steer the sailboat -- for the rudder to work. Trust is 

like that for our society. If everyone's going off in their 

own direction and doing their own thing, or doing nothing is 

their own thing, nothing happens in our society because 

although we believe in the individual as the real source of 

creativity in our society we know that for really great thi~9s 
I 

to be achieved it requires that people work together and the 

only way that they can work together is if, in fact, there is 

. f u 

a leaderership and a followership that comes from communication, 

that comes from trust, that comes from ascent. That is to 
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say that cooperation and cohesion voluntarily achieved is, in 

fact, the thing that has enabled our country to do some perfectly 

splendid things. 

HEFFNER: There seem to be a great many people in the last 

decade who have felt that that ascent literally has come from 

on top to below and that what you had was communications downward 

and a somewhat high degree of carelessness about literally what 

the people felt or what they wanted or what they meant if 

indeed there was any consensus that you could identify as what 
(do you) 

they wanted or meant --/feel that there is some sense of 

reversing that today. 

it? 

Is there some means by which we can reverse 

RUMSFELD: Well I was out of the country for two years and 

when I came back I was struck by the fact that the leadership 

structure of our society seemed to have flattened somewhat. 

That there weren't groupings of people working towards common 

goals. That there was a sense of anti-institutionalism, an 

anti-leadership, an anti-politician, an anti-union, or anti-

school, or anti-church feeling. This is disturbing. It tends 

to confirm what you're suggesting. That for one reason or 

another people were mistrustful or not willing to be a part 

of something bigger than themselves. Not willing to submerge 

their own views into something that had the support and ~ 6 

cooperation of a great many more people. I see it changing. 

Personally I think there's probably nothing more frustrating 

than freedom that's purposeless. Freedom is a very special 

thing and when one doesn't have it they tend to value it 
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greater than when they do have it. But it's not a very special 

thing if it's for nothing and that freedom that we have as 

individuals I think is purposeless unless we begin to 

recognize that it's through groupings of ?eople and institutions, 

and working with others that something important can be 

accomplished. 

HEFFNER: And you see the role of leadership providing that 

purposefulness? 

RUMSFELD: Well I guess I think the first thing that has to be 

done -- and I personally believe that it is now being done -- is 

to refill that reservoir of trust. I don't think you have 

steerage way without that because unless you can communicate 

and be believed and have people have a sense that that is 

in fact where you are and what you are and who you are as 

a political figure or as a leader in a family or a ccmpany or 

in a union, there isn't any followership, there isn't any 

cooperation, there isn't any communication back and forth so 

that the direction can be voluntarily agreed upon by more than 

one person. We see a microcosm of this, I think, in the 

United States Congress today. Now, as a former congressman 

I don't want to sound critical of that institution because hb 

think it's a great institution. But the fact of the matter 

is it truly represents the country and in its most recent 

period it's reflected something of what I've just described. 

That is to say 435 members of the House and 100 members of 

the Senate .tending to each go off and do their own thing. 

Well, that's not good enough. Simply because a person has 
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a mimeograph machine doesn't mean we need 535 economic 

policies or 435 energy policies or 100 foreign policies 

one to suit each Senator. In fact we need one foreign policy 

for the country. And that means that th0re has to be compromise, 

there has to be adjustment, there has to be a movement toward 

some common principle and, at some point, we will see some 

jelling of the leadership structure in the House and the 

Senate and we will, I think, probably see it at a point where 

we also see it in the country. 

HEFFNER: How do you analyze the comments that some people 

make -- aside from dismissing them -- I trust you won't 

but how would you analyze the comments that some people 

make that the trust that you ask for, that you find so 

necessary as the glue that keeps the democratic society 

together, that it is not possible any longer, at a time when 

the very media that you've spoken about, that provide us 

presumably with so much information have it, or see it, as 

part of their task to present the whole story. The whole 

story being that which makes it so much more difficult for 

us to have and to keep idealized images of leaders. How 

can you have the trust when on the one hand we have an 

information industry or an information input that constantl( 

is demeaning to the presentation of all the information. Our 

capacity to admire a leader, our capacity to have trust. Is 

it really possible? I wonder what your analysis of that 

comment that so many people make these days is. We've 

moved away from the possibility of having trust in those 

\" 
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images because idealized images are necessary. 

RUMSFELD: Well, if one follows what you're saying -- and I've 

heard as you're suggesting -- it is a theory that's common 

today but if one followed it to its lo~ical extreme, it 

would suggest that free people can no longer participate in 

governing themselves. That something's happened to our life 

and that it's not possible for human beings to adjust to 

this new situation. Now I just reject that. There's not a 

doubt in my mind but that the people of this country will be 

able to begin to sift out from the glut of information -- from 

the editorializing, the interpretive comment, the negatives 

the pluses -- sift through it and make relative judgments. 

Now they may alter their view as to what a leader is. It may 

be something less than perfection. It may be more like a real 

human being. But it will be relative. It will be, "Is this 

person a better leader than that person.?" It's a relative 

"judgment as opposed to, ''Is this person perfect." Indeed, 

we're not perfect. We're human beings -- those of us in 

government, those of us in leadership positions and every 

person in the country's in a leadership position as well 

as a followership position. So, people begin to measure it 

from their own life. And they will do that. They'll know 

that in some instances they are good father or a good mother 

or a good friend or a good foreman. In some instances they 

may have made bad judgments. But that doesn't make them evil 

people. +t means that they will alter their expectations. 

And expectations will be not for the man on the White Horse 



10 

who knows everything, who I simply want to wait for him to 

tell me where to go and what to do and what to think. But, 

rather, it will be an expectation that's more realistic, maybe. 

More adjusted to what, in fact, exists in our society. And 

yet the reason it will occur is because the people at some 

point will say it's not acceptable to have everybody running 

off into separate directions. It's not acceptable to have 

every Senator thinking he can conduct the foreign policy of 

our country. We've got to have one national energy policy. 

It's not acceptable for 535 members of the House and Senate to 

tear around each thinking they can have their own. Meaning 

we have no policy for our country. They will reject that 

at some point. And that is to say they will reject it because 

they know that it's ineffective, it's purposeless and, in fact, 

they will say, "This may not be perfect, but it makes more 

sense than something else." I believe that. 

HEFFNER: In your address at Wake Forest, though, you indicate 

that there are several dangers. You never denied the danger, 

and I admired that. And one of the dangers, of course, is 

the possibility that the substitute for the many, many, many 

disparate voices being heard will be one voice -- and not the 

voice of all the people, not consensus, if that I s a word we can 

use again, but rather the voice of a man on horseback. And I 

wonder where it is written, in your estimation, we'll come 

out of it with a sense of coming together rather than a 

sense of identifying an individual and turning to him because 

it would seem that the history of the world is the history 

J / 
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men on horseback galloping on the scene at a very time such 

as our own. 

RUMSFELD: Well I did mention that in my remarks because 

particularly having watched the European ~olitical scene 

and having listened to discussions there about people who 

are so frustrated with the rates of inflation in Europe, which 

are considerably higher than ours, who are so frustrated with 

the confustion, the strikes, the disarray that many of those 

countries find themselves in that people do start saying that 
. 

what we need is a strong leadership. What we need is authori-

tarian leadership. What we need is someone to take a hold 

of this thing. Now you take that to an extreme and you end 

up with an authoritarian system that means that in exchange 

for that benefit of order you pay a penalty. And the penalty 

you pay is freedom. And that's a penalty we won't pay in 

this country. Why do I say what I say. 

HEFFNER: I was just going to ask you. 

yourself. 

I'm glad you asked 

RUMSFELD: I say it because we've seen 200 years of history 

in our country and more. As I go around the country I find 

people who are dissatisfied with where the pendulum is at the 

moment but they're not looking for violent swings either to 

the left or to the right. Yes, there's a bit of despair, 

there's some mistrust. There is a sense of "things didn't 

quite work out. 11 That is not necessarily a bad thing that 

the people feel that way because to the extent people participate 

in this process they can make good judgme nts and poor judgments. 
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And to the extent things might not have worked out perfectly 

for us in every instance it's alright for us to reflect on 

our past judgments and to try to improve them in the future. 

But I don't think that this country will make that kind of 

a violent turn to the left or to the right. 

HEFFNER: What are the evidences that you have of a resurgence 

of this glue. Of this trust. Of the quality of trust and belief 

in ourselves and in our leaders. Where do you see it? 

RUMSFELD: I suppose partly it's faith in the people in this 

country that I know and respect and partly it's faith in the 

system that we have. It may be imperfect but, as Churchill 

said, it's better than any other that's ever been tried. And 

partly it's microscopic pieces of evidence. George Shultze, 

the former Secretary of the Treasury was in Washington a number 

of weeks ago for the unveiling of his portrait as Secretary of 

the Treasury. It was a very small affair, mostly family and 

friends. He said something that struck me. He said, very 

simply, that this President of ours is trusted because he 

trusts people. And there's something true about ·that. You 

come to find in life what you go out to expect to find. And 

a person such as President Ford is, who does trust people, does 

find that that trust is reciprocated. If a person approaches 

life in a different way -- and I'm not saying this to praise 

him -- I think it's just happenstance that he happens to 

have that quality -- it may be developed, it may be 

environmentally created -- but the fact of the matter is he 

happens to .be President and I think it's fortunate that he is. 

t 
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He does trust people. And people can tell that. And they 

respond to that. I believe that at some point that will begin 

to be seen and felt. I think also after people go on a bit of 

a binge and mistrust everything that's kind of a without 

mooring lines -- they then say, "Well that isn't so all-fired 

great anyway and I think I'll maybe go back and may be trust 

something." So you begin to see pieces of it throughout the 

society. I could cite other little things but I don't know 

that they'd be any more persuasive. 

to prove me right or wrong. 

Maybe history will have 

HEFFNER: Well, it does bring back for us the question that 

again you raised in your speech, the question of the search 

for scapegoats when we can turn to trust as you've suggested. 

But we can turn to scapegoats and we can turn to men on 

horseback. And I gather youTI assumption is neither of those. 

RUMSFELD: I think we'll do some of the first two. We will 

possible muse about the advantage of having strong leadership 

and then shy away from that -- too strong leadership. We 

may very well -- people in this country -- may go through 

that process of saying, "It was their fault." But, in fact, 

all of us, I think, to the extent things aren't perfect, 

recognize that it's very difficult to pinpoint blame only 

on others. That each of us has a responsibilit. One of 

the things Adlai Stevenson said in his speech in 1954 was 

"If a good man in public life is attacked unfairly and 

others fail to defend him, good people won't go into public 

life because they won't be willing to tolerate the guerrilla 
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warfare of life unless others will assist them, support 

than, defend them when they're right, criticize them when 

they're wrong, be helpful and be a part of it." Because 

it's not enough to be that alone. 

begins to come. 

I think that that 

HEFFNER: You smiled so benignly when you referred to 

Stevenson's comments, because I gather to you it means 

people will support those who have been unfairly attacked 

and that those who watch what has happened will continue to 

enter public life. 

RUMSFELD: I think they will. 

HEFFNER: Alright. But perhaps in our own time we've seen 

how difficult it is not to be attacked. And we've seen and 

heard of a number of instances in which people have withdrawn 

from public life because the kitchen has gotten too hot. 

Now, it might be well to remember with great admiration what 

Adlai Stevenson said, "Unless this happens ... there will 

be a refusal of good men to enter politics." Perhaps in 

our own time we've seen the result -- not of that as a 

contrary to fact statement -- but of a factual statement 

that the heat is too great. Again, the adversary press 

question. President Ford hasn't experienced it to the 
..., 

extent, certainly, that President Nixon did or that Lyndon 

Johnson did. What happens to men who find that with media 

that bring instant information instantly everywhere -- that 

everyone is fair game. Do you think you can ... do you 

personall~ feel that in your own life situation you can 

take that kind of heat -- want to take that kind of heat? 

'1 
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RUMSFELD: I can't say as I enjoy it. No. I mean when 

I'm attacked unfairly -- and I admit that I get praised 

inaccurately as well as blamed inaccurately I supposed 

in life you have ~o take the good with the bad -- but I 

don't like it. Maybe what happens to us is that we develop 

the ability to go on and get a little tougher skin and 

recognize that's just the environment we're functioning in. 

It is a critical period. People are critical. They do 

look at each person and examine them under the microscope. 

And they find imperfections because we're human beings. But 

I don't know that that necessarily means that our system can't 

work. I think it is working and I think that it's going to 

be working better in the corning period. 

HEFFNER: The warning that Stevenson gave in 1954 -- do 

you think that what has happened since that time has 

indicated the wisdom of that warning in terms of the growing 

pace, the acceleration of the attacks upon public figures. 

Not in the McCarthy sense, necessarily but just that you're 

all fair game. 

RUMSFELD: I think it's like many lessons. When you're 

dealing with human beings and groups of human beings 

many of the lessons that need to be learned are never 

learned finally. They have to continuously be learned. 

And my sense of it is that his comments had a high degree 

of validity in 1954. In many respects they're equally 

valid today for this generation and I think they may very 

well be valid twe nty years from now albeit it in a different 

way. 
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HEFFNER: So your concerns are not quite that great when you 

thrust into the future twenty -years. 

RUMSFELD: We'll make it. 

HEFFNER: We'll make it. Thank you very, very much for 

joining me today and helping us interpret the ways in which 

we can make it. Donald Rumsfeld, Assistant to the President 

of the United States has been right in the midst -- in the 

heat of all of the political and public and informational 

chaos of our times. • I do appreciate your having joined us 

today, Mr. Rumsfeld. Thank you very much and thanks, too, to 

to the ladies and gentlemen in the audience. I hope that you'll 

join us again on the "Open Mind." Meanwhile, as an old friend 

used to say, "Good night, and good luck." 

RUMSFELD: Thank you very much. 

# # # # 
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MEMORANDUM TC: 

F OM: 

OBJECT: 

July 7. 1975 

DONALD UMSFELD 

ROBERT GOLD'\\rtN 

President Hoover, the 72nd Congres•• 
and the Depression 

ln early May you asked me to take a look a t what the Democratic; 
Con1r••• dld between 1930 and 1932 to Herbert Hoover. You 
mentioned that the President propo•ed effort after effort to deal 
with the Depre,aioo, but that the Con1reaa defeated aU these 
meaaurcui. passing them. oAly after PreaideAt ooaevelt came 
in office. Yoo asked whether there ia au analogy between that 
aituation and the preaent on.e. 

InformaU011 on th1• point baa been hard to obtaitl becau.se everyone 
in Con1reaa seems to be alto looking into the ,same questioa, and 
the researchers are overtaxed. We obtained the relevant reaear<;h 
material juet thb '\\'eek !rom the Library 0£ Congress, 1illlt best 
•ouce for some of the more lmpo-rta.n.t facts. 

The information we obtained ••em• to iadtcate different •ituatio.n 
from. the one you a•kod me to look into. The following are the 
facts: 

1. In the elections of 1930 the Republicans loet their majority in 
the House. They l"etained their Senate majority# but loet 8 aoate 
to th.e Democrats. 

z.. President Hoover wa• opposed to and did not aek tor direct 
federal relief for un.employed persoaa eu!fering from gcuiuiae distress. 
He advocated instead a po1ic1 of deceatl'alized work r•lie.f that called 
for federal leadei-ship of a national voluntary effort by a.genciea 

.~ ,',;:, <..,.. 
'-.J rj 

·~ ;;:J 



operatt111 on 11 •elt•belp ba•ta la etate and local commumti••• .._ 
oojec:t wa• to per1erv• tb• priacipl•• of lndlvidu.&1 «ad loc.,l 
reapoataUalUt,. 

3. Tbe lack of aay •u1HtaaU.al rcco.oatr11ction legiala.tioA during 
the lirat two year• of '-M D•pr•••io.11 ••• appareatly doe aot to 
cooareaaloul oppoaltloa to Hoover, but lo ac~eptuc• bf the 
Con.er••• of Hcovert• doctrloe• aad pollc:l••· Dw1aa ttda period 
U atppeara t.hat tiMr• waa a • la auppoi-t of Hoovel'• • 
apptoacl:a. 

4. PreaideAt Hoov•r app•rutly excl.ct-4 Coo1r••• irom maJor 
Yemedi•l action• 1-•caue b• dletl'uatod onaresa; accow,_ta iadlc•te• 
that poor relattou wlth th• Coqr••• throo.about mo•t of hie public 
car••r •• made blm uaea•r ta it• preaenc•• Moai lmportaat, 
bow•ver. he felt t.bal volualllry commu.aUy cooperatioA co11lcl 
deal 'llfith tu .more appropriately tbaA the covermneat. 

5. A• coadlttou 1ot .or••• populal' pr•••llre uacreaeed 011 Coo1r••• 
to adopt r.U•f 1 .. i•latioa. The Hoov•r con•ea•\U Co:r lepalatlv• 
1.aactloll (ucept at Prealdetldal di.rectton) 1M1an to crumble, aad • 
MW oae ~alllftl fo~ ... oa1reaeioaal actiu beau to develop. Tlaf.• 
P1"••••r• ••• t1'•••lat•d iato federal .. ,1.1auon for •PN•fiaa OA 
p-1.tc work•• 

6. Pre•ldeat Hoover took some goverameAtal r•U•f •tep• of bl• 
own: ta Dec•.mb•r 1931 la• propoaed, nd th• Coaar••• paaaed, 
lepttlatioa ••tabll•blnt tbe ecoutractloa Ftaaoc• CorporaUoa. 
He al10 obtalud coaar•••lollal pa••••• ol a moratorium oa the 
paJ'lll.U of World ar 1 d.W.. Nevertbel•••• by late 1931 Coaar••• 
1>e1aa to •••ame the l•d•raldp ta tla.e Ba.ht aaainat the Depr•••ioa, 
aad Hoover c:oad.aud Ida eftol"t• to cart.ail le1i•lattve ialtlatlve. 

7. Tu Democrat• repreaeatM dlemaelvo• •• the oaea •ho to0k 
a.ct:loa aaaiaat the Pepreealoa la tile 1932 campai... Tia• !a~t eeema 
to be tbat durl-, the tlrat two 1•r• oi Lb• Dcpreaetoa Coogr••• • 
and tbe nattoa aaaru Hoover• a td .. • of volu.ntari•m a.ad (.'. ....,,ta&ltty 
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action acd m.i.nf.ma_l tederal •cttvUy. The c a.Jlle to preaidentlal 
and con1:resatonal action came about ben everyone •gan. to 
seo t1'at o.ctioii •• reC'.lui:red. By 1931 both tho Pr-eaident and 
the Co.a.1re•s era actlo •minded. 

8. In •um.• it ppeare that tbe ttituatio.n• theA and now are too 
diUereAt to provlde!J m"ch gv.iduc::o oa evoo good raument. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

WASHINGTON 

May 7, 1975 

BOB GOLDWIN 

D~ MSFELD 

Please take a look at what the Democratic Congress did 
between 1930 and 1932 to Herbert Hoover. As I recall, 
he proposed effort~r effort to deal with the depressbn/ 
and the Congress nothing1and they defeated them all 
and then when Roosevelt came in, they passed them. / 
Is there an analogy? 
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MEMORANDUM TO: 

Jot1 u~ 191s 

DONALD UMSFELD 

ROBERT OOLD 1N 

Y oat.relay on U.e pm>Ae R.011 N••••• praia4Ml .bl&blJ tb• •1&11••tioa• 
for talkiq alxu1t the Bic•nteutal I gave the Proald.e.at lor the 
Jack Aa4eraoo tapiaa. He ••id u iowad them ••rr laetnactlv• 
aod tblDka they c.oald be bolpful to •••• .. •l otla.er p•ple ta the 

bite Hou•. He av.a&••ted. tbat l ••Dd copl•• to the S,.ec:h-
writlq SectioA a11d to iadtvldul• who make apeecbea o• tlaeb: 
own like Jack Marsh. Jim Caaaon, Bill Baroody, Jlm L,an, 
aad .Alu Greeupaa. 

A• you kaow, there l• ma.c~ more ba Uaoae. aote• U.a the Pr••idut 
eaa po•albly uae ta a tbl.J"ty rn!Allte taped coaver•atloa. I had ta 
mind DOt oaly to pve him a cha.a.-.:• to chooee to ue •ome ratber 
tbaa otl'&.el'a but also to prori~ ma.terial• tor la.ter ••• iA talkta1 
about tu Blce.ntenalal.. 

1 i-•commeacl ••adiag tboa• note, to the otlaer• liated. but tld.llk 
1 ous)u to have your okay be.for• proc••4lO&• I wollld, of courae, 
revl•• the note• •• •ceani"J to delete Ill• material deat1aed 
••pedally f.o~ Aad•raoa. 1 •oald uao delete the uullcatlou 
tllat it had lMu •ulunitt.d lo th• Pre•ideat. 
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MEMORANDUM 

T H E WHITE H O USE 

WASHINGTON 

July 7, 1975 

TO: DONALD R UMSFELD 
EUGENE McAULIFFE 
JAMES GOODB Y 
BRAYTON RED ECKER 
JAMES CONNOR 
BRUCE CLARK 
STEVEN LEDAGER 
JAMES SOLDOW 
ANNETTE MOORE 

FROM: ROBERT GOLDWIN 

More authority for what I have been telling everyone. They 
co v ered "hopefully," but not ':.'intensive' ' or "meld." 



FRIDAY, JUNE 20, ·197_5 

·136 on P anel Aghast or 
By ISR,\EL SHENKER 

ln 1971, Wiliiam and Mnry Morris, 
editors of t'ie Harpe r DictiQnnry of Con-
temporary Usage, began sending ques-
tionnaires on u%;;c to those they 
de~cribe as Hdi.-::~in6uishccl literary fig -
ures, con~m::ntators and ian;ucg~ ex-
pc~ts." . . . . 

1
, • 

.::ii:-:cc, ns tnc r\!on:iscs marntam, !ne 
d'1y v. h0r. o;lC. person . .. could dictJ.tc 
th~ rigltr.s and wronbs of ia;1guage are 
Joni past ," they consul ted 136 experts. 
All of them have been known to wag 
pen and tongue, and they handed down 
op!nions ,vitii the aplomb of 2. Supreme 
Cou~:. .;w;r:cc (onc-\'-.:1'.li::m 0. Dc,uglas, 
is Suo .. rmc Co:nt Justice) or at Jca:::t 
of 2:1 a\·,:n~in:: anf;cl. • 

T:lc dictionarv will not be out until 
Octob~r. but on th~ theory that the 
condition of English admi ts of no delay, 
majority and minority opinions me sam-
pled below. Occasionall y these unpaid 
,·crdicts seem to come not from what 
thr! J'...1orriscs describe af; a cross~section, 
b•~t icom a ccoss section . 

:Noted Abe Burrows. who has spent a 
lifetime :it the hcd~ide of aiiing lin~s: 
'

1Thosc wicked crimina1s who commit 
high crimes against grammar. i.e . saying 
' bct•.vcen you :ind I' or 'He in vi ted she 
mm I to a )i<!l'!)":"' sha ll have an evil 
spell cas t over 'they' for all their mis-
erabie lives." 

"Homer dist iguished between winged 
and un\vinged words, 11 insisted Erich 
Sr.gnl, the classicist and marathon run-
ner. "So shoi.1ld \\'C, Dammit ." 

Rex Stou t. t he mys tery writer, ful-
minated that changes "imposed 0y ig-
norant clowns such as adve rtising 
copywriters and broadcasters are abom-
inable and shoul d be condemned by all 

. lovers of language." 
To wit: 
Do panelists observe tile distinction 

b~t,.·een "admi t tance to the the~ter'' 
arcl "admiss ion of guilt?" 

Shan a Alexander, columnist: "No, but 
I will from nrJw on." 

Edwin Ne wman , author of "Strictly 
Spt:ai<ing": "No- bu t I should." 

Vermont Roy, tc r, col11 mnist: "No-
anu I know no one who docs."· 

Red Smith, co l•Jmnist: "Yes. Of c.ourse 
--unlr;t.;S we're talking Sv1 ahili ." ' 

Would you acct'p t "/ a in't the leas t 
hit inte rested"? 

John Cin rdi , poet: "'Ain' t' is t ile ri ght 

<1nd inevitable contraction ti1c languoge 
demands and wii! have . J\io amount of 
schoolmarming will supprc~s it." 

Dwight Macdonald. critic, voting no: 
"Alas, t he 19th-century ~chooimarms 
did their wo rk too well." 

Wright Mor:-is, novdisl: "',\in't' is an 
\l:;1y sound and we should preserve it 
QS 1;g:y." 

l.foy "alibi'' b2 r;secl for cny 11; 11Cl of 
CXCUSQ? 

Anthony Burgess . author: "'Alibi' 
mtans 1somewhcre else' to me. It can't 
mean one thing in Latin and law and 
another thin~ in nonlegal E1~gli.~h.'' 

J11sticc Dou3las: er 'Yes· to the use of 
:llil::'i in th".! extended sr·nsc, qc,ti1 jn 
spe~ch a11d v:riting." 

rr1_(lY "crltiwr'' he a ve~J 1? 
• ~S'rii.:r1le1To,v;-•·,ruthor: ••1No, nor tJ,e 
word 'crafted.' Abominable!'' 

Herman Wouk: • "No, no, no, no, no, 
. no, no! NO!n 
. Do you ~cccpt "}?etwecn )i_O:f __ ~<:!..,!.:' 
tn.casu~l speech? 

Be~ton Rouechc, v.rritei, votir1g: no: 
"\Vhy should error be ;1pprovcd?'' 

Geoffrey Hellman . author, voting yes: 
"Upper~class ~ffcctation. ~1~yhe lower~ 
class too, bu t I don't know the iowcr 
c:l asscs." 

An editor visited a iournulism sC:ioo l 
and '~i£lli£d" the co llege paper. Would 
you approve 1fi1's use of "critique" as a 
t ransi tive verb? 

Michael J . Arlen, writer: "It sounds 
s tuµid ." 

Mr. Burgess: "No, no. A critique is 
like wha t Kant w rote about pure reason ." 

Stan ley Kuni tz, poet: "Dreadf~11" 

Barbara Tuchman, hi storia n: "If there 
is ~u ch a . school, its license should be 

. taken away." 
Mr. Wou k: "Yecch!" 
The suf fix -ee is widely usccl, as in 

draftee a11d t rainee. What (Ioout standee 
and escapee? ......---

Jsaai:"Asf mov, the write r: "As a writee, 
whv not?" 

M r. B1J rrov.,s: "If a show of mine hils 
'st:-i.ndccs ' I enjoy th e had grammci r." 

May cri tics ea,tbuse over a play? 
Mr. Burrows: "Tliccriti cs 'en thuse' so 

rarely that I ~hould welcome the word. 
Bu t I don't like it.' ' 

Cha rl es Kuralt , qj1 TV: " ... ln:t the 
nudienr_·c 'apathicd' over it? Lo rd, no. 
A terrible word." 

Mr. Wouk: "This one is making it, I 
bcli l' vr.',' 

\Voulcl you opprnvc ";'he commit tee 
tr.et to L~e((zR._.pluns for ttle dinner?'' 

Walter Cronkite : "A valuable new 
fGrm ." 

ivl r. Kuralt: "It's a \Vnsbington worJ. 
Tl'I:! \Vu<:.:hin~ton cxampie has Ycry often 
sci·:cd to ba">t, ... rcL?c- (to use a n0/;~ 
v:,:1shin;:t0:i v:,wd) t;~c ia'1~-'T3~c th,:._'~-:! 
lJst 20 yc,1 rs, \Vi'h 1hr cm·ni·.-2,r.cc, alz::: . 
ot rcµorters m \\.i;isl-:ington, w!w s)·1JL.:'.Li 
kno\1/ better." 

Lioilcl Trilling, the critic: ''In spc~:cli, 
yes-reluctantly-end I would be su1pi-
tious of peoplr: who used it." 

ls thryc c disti11cfi0n l:-ef\.\ 1ecin ilm·nt 
and if0ut-uscd i11tC'rcl1r:.1·_~•-a!J!y i:~- lv 10 
cn:tr: ju.'i,iccs-n:nrlh prr·~l:'rvo:g? 

1'/ir. 1\rlcn: ''I should damn -..veU ho~e 
so." 

Ilen Lucien Burman, novelist: "No 
wonder Roosevdt wanted to fire the 
Supreme Court!" 

i11r. K~nilz : "I flout those who fla•mt 
their i.;nor.:inc~ ." 

May grafjitf be used ns singu1ar. 
il:ough the singulJJr in ltaifiln i.s graffito? 

Joseph A. Brnndt, forin?r editor: 
'·V/ben not in Rome, do as the An~cri-
cans do." 

Robert Crichton, no,·elist: "I go on 
the assumption the Italians are wrong:·• 

Peter S. Prescott. critic: "Spaghetti is 
usually though t of as an undifferenti-
ated mass; not so graffiti, which are 
often strikingly individual." 

May li9B£(lf'~ which nwans "iull oi 
!tope"- iie use 111 "Hopef~lly, the war 
he ended?" 

Miss Alexande r: "Slack-jawed, com-
mon, sleazy." 

Leo Rosten, author: "This is sim ply 
ba rbari sm. What docs 'hopefully modi fy. 
Docs a war 'hope'?" 

Jean Stafford, au thor: "On my back 
door there is a sign with large lette ring 
which reads THE WORD 'HOPEFULLY' 
MUST NOT BE MTSUSED ON THESE 
PREM lSES . VIOLATORS WILL BE HU-
Ml U ATED." 

IJGs t11e moment come fo r "irregard-
less?' ' - ~ 

-if<,fic rl Crom ie. TV jou rnali st: "No. 
I am 1r rele11tless in my opposi ti on." 

Alcxand~r Kendr ick, cor responclcn l: 
1 'ndouhtedly. n0." 

\\'ri~hl Morri~, novelis t: "J say no; :ny 
v, ife s,n s yes." 

kc ~~Ji ,:vc:r sin;;ular:' Wo:ild yo" 

accept "T/:c w;,ite H0:isc rcq·,csted t,'1e 
cooperation of all the mcc!'>1s 1 •• 

EJi.~abcth Jancwa\·, ~.vritcr: "Never 
Nc\·cr Never Kc\·er Never! (Though I 
w 1nddn't be :-.urpriscd at the \\1hir.c 
Hr,».,~.)" 

:1!r. A:,irnov: ''Li:·t's rut o~.1t n few 
ml"ri~or~:1C:t1s on tiw su:Jject after cvl:cct-
iit~!: ihC 11.C:L:...'S~;?G' J.Jt " ';, " 

!,!:·. C--on]\.)~~: f!:<r. Ap~CN p;oba.~:iy 
\':01:'tl say: 'J. Le m=~:dia is al! ;-raffiti 
·an.J they're all obscene' - but I 
wm•ldn'l." 

How ·abnut highway signs reading 
"Go Slow'' [i11sli:arl of "Slowly"]' 

Lron Fd"·l, !,i0gr ,;;her: 0 'Slowly' 
'\Vl<t:!r1 distrart 1~·.c i:!itr rate. 0 

I.cO:-t<!rd Sa.i'1d0:-s, cdtic: S2..frty f'.rst;. 
:;rar:m;a~it:2i con:;,i~!e:-~ttions second." 

Wcuid tl,e rc1d accept "Pcrform-
anct\1•ise, tile new n~an proved a fnil~ 
ure-r--

N[r. Cronkite: " A very valuabie , 
r:1c"ningfui mi;tr;.tion." 

f\1:s J2.nc-v:,1y: ''No. Ye~ j:; has a kir:d 
of eerie fnc.;cination. I would iike t.o 
kno;v hov:·xise he proved a succes~." 

\Vaiter Lord, authcr: "Usa6ewisc, I 
abhor it. " 

Ru~scll Lynes, autr.or: "No \Vise!" 
111ere was doubtful comfort in num-

bers- even when 131:i experts joined to 
prepare for the worst. Eugene J. 111~-
Carthy, the forme r Senator who speaks 
with a loud voice quacirennially and in 
scholarly tones all the time. ·,var:ied : 
"\Ve 1nust now look to new threats, al-
thouch the Ford Aci:ninbtration uses 
mct011hors from footb,111 and from the 
iumiture business. such as 'the unvarn-
ished facls' and 'Truth is the glue that 
holds the governmen t together'." 

Summi nr; it up Mi ss Stafford pre-
dicted a fate wo rse than death for the 
American language. "The t ough and 
dandy darling is going into paresis," 
she warned, adding: "Do count on me 
as a dedicated physisian who will e,·en 
pay house calls in the middle of the 
night." 

"A society indiffe rent 1.Q...right words 
is !,;,iJff_y_-1",J..u'/lJLi,i f £ Le :\..LO.Qi~ 
~:I,_:~~~.!nsisted Mr. J<unitz. 

Profc~sor Trilling rem.1ined in a class 
or his ow n. Suid Ile: "I find righteous 
denunciations of the present state of 
the !?.ngu8.;;c no Jess dismaying than 
the r,rcr;cnt ~-l:!tc of the Iangurqc. 1

• 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHli>;GTON 

DONAID RUMSFEID 
RICHARD CHENEY 
JAMES CAVANAUGH 
AI.AN GREENSPAN 
JAMES LYNN 
JERRY JONES 

ROBERT GOIDWIN 

This article is additional evidence that over-regulation in 
the non-profit sector is causing a3 mt:ch ha.·..roc as in the profit 
sector. I have sent for a copy of Bailey's canplete text. 

Attachrrent 

7/21/75 
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The High Cost 
Of Compliance 

·:r:r- :r:c • 

NEW ORLEANS 
Colleges and universities are being forced 

to dip into their reserves to meet rapidly 
rising costs of complying with federal 
social programs. 

At one large, private university, those 
costs increased from $110,000 in 1964-65 to 
$3.6-million in 1974-75. 

At a medium-sized private institution, the 
costs were $2,000 in 1965 and $300,000 in 
1975. For a large, public university they 
were $438,000 ten years ago and $1,300,000 
now. 

The figures were reported by Stephen K. 
Bailey, vice-president of the American 
Council on Education, as tentative results 
of the council's analysis of a small sampling 
of institutions of higher education. 

The analysis deals with costs connected 
with federal laws and regulations that Mr. 
Bailey described as attempts "to achieve a 
variety of social ends only marginally re-
lated to the educational objectives of col-
leges and universities." 

Among those he included: equal employ-
ment opportunity, equal pay, affirmative 
action, non-discrimination by age, occupa-
tional safety and health, minimum-wage and 
fair-lab or standards, unemployment insur-
anc- , Social Security, health mainlrnancc or-
ganizations, pension-security-act provisions, 
wage and salary controls, and environ-
mental protection. 

Mr. lfailcy said that if the council"s small 
,ample was representative, most colleges 
,,nd uni', cr,ities were being forced not t1nly 
lo dip int,, r.:»crve funds but to rob their 
I, ll<1w~hip fund,, skew their priorities, and 

, ., ... ' > Ir 

Colleges found digging deep in reserves 
to abide by federal social legislation 
further increase their tuition rates to pay 
the rapidly increasing costs of meeting fed-
eral requirements. 

In the keynote speech at the annual meet-
ing of the National Association of College 
and University Business Officers here this 
month, Mr. Bailey said many of the federal 
requirements bad been accompanied by 
"sheaves of fine print, bales of report forms, 
and panoplies of inspectors." 

He did not propose that higher education 
lobby for elimination of the federal re-
quirements. 

\ 
\ 

( '\~ . 
J " _, \· 

.... /'I'. 

"We have been quite as guilty as other 
segments of the society in perpetuating evils 
of caste and class--especially those based 
on race, sex, and age," he said. 

"And we have no more right to blow up a 
human being in an unsafe chemistry labora~ 
tory than an industry has the right ,vbiie 
making widgets or munitions in an unsafe 
factory." 

Mr. Bailey said it was probably that "long-
standing evils of artificially imposed in-
equities and indignities on our campuses" 
might b·e left undisturbed if the institutions 
were not subjected to the government's 
prods and threats. 

If not repeal or exemption, what could 
colleges and universities hope for? Mr. 
Bailey said: 

{ 

"We have every reason to demand that 
the government be fair, that it follow due 
process, that it attempt to keep regulations 
as simple and as unambiguous as possible, 
and tlu.t it put its own chaotic administra-
tive house in order. 

"And there may be legitimate ways in 
which we can recapture from the 
rnent (as industry docs) some of the more 
onerous costs of compliance." I\ !,Ir. B1iley suggested that higher educ.1-

j l,,i "Jll should adopt as its own the gcals or 
1 • lsocial justice. 

.~_,../,1_ I "The quicker we internalize-and ener-
.JAMEs H. mn,1.L~ gize with our own initiatives- the cutting-

A.C.E.'s Stephen K. Bailey: edgt.: norms of social justice whic~ th~ gov-
, fi · t , l f f err.ment is attempting to enforce, ' he said 

"Sheaves 0 1 im, pnn • oa es O orms, "the quicker the external armies o·•f burc· 
I• f • · u ,.,lU 

p.anop ,es O mspt><:tors. cratic nigglers ;rnd rn-.:J<llers will clisap;;c;,r." 
w ~-.. vmr, sm -,~ -JACK Mf.CiARRELl .. 
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THE WHITE HOCSE 

WASI!INGTON 

DONA.ID RUMSFEID 
lUCHARD CHENEY 
JAMES LYNN 
ALJl.N GREENSPAN 
JERRY JONES 
JAMES CONNOR 
JAMES CAVANAUGH 

ROBERI' HARlMANN // n 
ROBERI' GOIDWIN /Vtv ti' 

This talk by Lou Harris is cranmed full of useful infonnation 
fran start to finish. I think it deserves careful study . 

., < 
t" 

J:! . 

Attachment u 
7/24/75 
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MEivfORANDCM 

TO: 

FRO~; 

THE WHITE HOCSE 

WAS!!I:'/GTO:'I 

DONAID RUMSFEID 
RICHARD CHENEY 
JERRY JONES 
JAMES CONNOR 
JAMES LYNN 
ROBERT HARIMANN 
JOHN MARSH 

ROBERr COIDWIN /1-4h 
This letter is a good indication of the danestic p::)litical 
consequences of the Solzhenitsyn affair because the man 
is so obviously a supp::)rter of the President and wants so 
much to be on his side. 

For your information, 11 UCRA11 means University Centers for 
Rational Alternatives, Inc., an organization of outstanding 
acadanics all over the country who opp::)se:1 racial violence 
on the carnµises in the 60' s. 

7/25/75 

Attachment 
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DR. ALEXAND ER VON GRAEVENITZ 
2064 CHAPE~ STREET 

NEW HAVEN, CONNECT IC UT 06515 

July 19, 1975 

Dr , Robert A, Goldwin 
Special Consult~nt to the President 
The White House 
W;;i.shington ,D, C • 

Dear Hr, G{)ldwina 

I do not generally write letters t o the Whito House but f eel compelled 
to do so nou. As one of. the oric inr,l me:::'.lbcrs of UCHA, I thought it best 
to t.cl.dress my letter t o you, 

The President's d.ecision not to receive Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn was ill-
~dvised, I do not ,-Tish to elnborato on the rea sons uhich other critics 
ruwe stated and which I do think are vnlid, I also fully accept the no-
tion that the Presidents acted only on .:r . Y.issingcr•s advice. 

But there ~e t wo :further points to ,,M.ch I have to address eyself , 

As you J.r.no~-.r, there are not very nw.ny d.cfcnders of tho President in 
11ac.:~dcmiD.tt . I ru:1 one of the fou Republicans ut Yule, and have aluays 
upheld the Pr:::sioent's side in the fr.co of often overwh0l."nin'3 hostility, 
Althou.gh I have not discussed th0 Solzhonitsy:n af.:.::ir with anyone hero, 
I feel th:ct the President's decision hn.s sevorly 1.md.ercut his i~1tellectual 
defenders . At this tir1e , the .r.re1z.1ents that tho intellectual loft is 

-blind when it co:n<:s to sup;,ression of liberties in Socialist countries 
.ire invc:lid ~s long as the 1Ihite House inplicit}J t ake s the sruno stance. 

The second point is the incro2sing weight that is civon t o 1:r . Kissingerts 
opinion in a.m:_ matters affecting foreign nff.n.irs. I think it is foolish -to 
doubt l-.r . ::issin~cr s cot1petcnce , us it is fnshionr,ble ri;::ht now - again , 
i n nc,ide::J.ic circles , But he is not bo;yond error ; and detent e is ~s sensitiv-e 
as freodon. is, 

Viewed t1.g~inst the priiilary issue in the Solzhenitsyn case - tho snub of 
a gift0d .:i.nd outs".:lok:en m-iter Hho seeks in the West v:hat. he could not get 
in Russia - r.zy points a.re t rifling . Nevertheless, I thought the::1 iHportc.nt 
enour;h for the reputation of tho .l:-rosident - whor:1 I continue to ndn:ire -
to write t..bout ther;i . I sh.?.11 appreci;~te it if they were 
President's attention , 

T'nunk you Yery much , 

brought t o the ,,,,,,..,....., 
. ,. t 

I<.> C, 

, 



THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 

August 1, 1975 

MEMORANDUM FOR: BOB GOLDWIN 

DONALD ~ MSFELD FROM: 

You may like to talk to Len Garment about 
Ted Ashley and visit with Ashley sometime. 
He is a very interest man. Maybe you can . 
come up with some thoughts on him. 

You also might like to talk to Len Garment 
about Ron Burman. I think that Len thinks 
he is a per son that would be useful for you 
to know. 



MEMORANDUM 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

August 15, 1975 

BO~DWIN 

DON~FELD 

Thanks so much for the copy of the three lectures on the 
American Revolution. 



... 

August 4, 1975 

I think this letter m.n Wilson muili! be oonsidered an:1 
acted u:,xn. 

I seMing all of the copies to lJW art:! to no other 
mlressee. I leave it to yout" jw~ 'WiX!tl'i.er copies. 
wi.tt'l l:1Y' covering ~,&...gp, siolld go to tile other 
acidressees. 

~-



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

August 4, 1975 

MEM'JRANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

THRCXJGH: OONAID RUMSFEID ,A A ~-

ROBERT GOIDWIN I vv r FRCM: 

Professor Wilson, Department of Government at Harvard, sent me the 
attache:1 letter on the subject of executive privilege. 

I phone:1 him to amplify the meaning of several v.Drds and phrases in 
the letter, with the following results: 

By "the court-supported principle of executive privilege" 
Wilson is referring to the Supreme Court's opinion in the 
case to force release of the Nixon tapes~ By an 8-0 vote, 
the Court recognize:} the validity of the claim to executive 
privilege, but found it not applicable in the case before 
them. • 

By "whipsawing the agencies" Wilson means that one official 
is asked for raw data and is reluctant to supply it, where-
upon another official, when askErl for similar information, 
canplies. Then the first official is recallErl and is in an 
awkward and perhaps untenable position if he refuses. 

By "aggressive leadership" Wilson means that the White House 
must give prarpt and firm guidance to agencies on questions 
Sllch as revealii1'j t.11e rcrw data. irl t~e files, v;het~er ria.rnes of 
sane persons ought to be deleted, whether the names of all 
citizens ought to be deletErl, and so on. 

Most important, Wilson argues, is that there be an urrlerstanding that 
executive privilege is a valid principle and necessary to be maintained 
in appropriate circumstances. 

', 
Attachment 

cc: Philip Buchen 
James Lynn 



Dr. Robert Goldwin 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Washington, D. C. 20500 

Dear Bob: 

July 31, 1975 

PERSONAL 

The Congressional hearings now underway with 
respect to the FBI, CIA, and DEA have evoked a dangerous 
situation for the doctrine of executive privilege and for 
the maintenance of that minimum level of confidentiality 
essential to the operation of law enforcement and intel-
ligence agencies. 

My observation, based on current research in 
and close familiarity with the FBI and DEA, coupled with 
the experiences of a colleague now doing research in the 
CIA and DOD, is that these simultaneous Congressional 
hearings are whipsawing the agencies---one is played off 
against another--and inducing among some key officials an 
imprudent desire to accommodate to the demand for publicity 
even at the expense of the operations and morale of the 
agencies. 

I believe that there is a Presidential interest 
that ought to dominate these independent agency reactions. 
That interest is in protecting the court-supported principle 
of executive privilege and the necessary ability of important 
agencies to serve vital national interests. 

It would appear that there is now no strong central 
direction being given by the White House to these agency 
reactions to Congressional inquiries such that legitimate 
Congressional and Presidential interests are kept in balance. 
This requires, it seems to me, not merely casual communication 
or meetings, but aggressive leadership by a high-level 
Presidential aide. 

Sincerely, 
1::i ,i'": Fo1'o \ 

r--c,:, 

-e ..___ /" 



•• 

I rally appreciate the •uggestioas aat 
in your Au.t;11at lo lattor ud ha•• brought 
t.he!a to the a.t.teation of other .-her• ot 
the Pr••ide.ot•a aeAiar staff -- u vell 
•• to the &i-iproprie.te ~l• on the st>Qch 
writi&19 ataff. 

It.1 s cutainly gocd of you to take th• t.J.ne 
t.o :put tile.a• points on paper an<'! I look 
t'or-•Ard to -your future ad.di tiona. 

Wi'th ay but reqaru, 
Sincer.iy~ 

Mr. o. A. Felilon 
t>resitlettt 
llit.chcock Publialdng O;,mpay 
llitcheock auildinc; 
Whut.on, llliaoia 60137 

c.,_...--"" 

bee for into to llobert nartman.n and Robert Goldwin ~f 
DR!MO: ff t. 
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OFFICE or TH[ PRESIDENT 

Hl1CHCOCK BUILDING 

3!2-665-1000 

Mr. Donald Rumsfeld 
Assistant to the President 
The White House 
Washington, D. C . 

Dear Don: 

August 20, 1975 

WHEATON, I LLI N 015 
60187 

Apparently the President is planning some political speeches. There-
fore I am passing on some thoughts on subjects that have been dis-
cussed with me by numerous interested people. 

I will put the1n in capsule form and, of course, they could be expanded. 
In some cases the subject could also be a complete speech in itself. 
They will not be listed in accordance with their importance. 

Give America back to the people. Too much bureaucracy. Too much 
regulation. Getting to be like a police state. 

Balance the budget you can't fight inflation with more inflation. 
Deficits have a major part in building inflation. 

Explain to our people (taxpayers) in simple language what the purpose 
is of our large military and economic commitments all over the world 
which represent many billions of dollars of our taxpayers 1noney. 

If we have to fulfill all of these military and economic commitments 
and win these wars, what would be our future responsibilities in these 
areas after victory . 

Complete reorganization and modernization of all federal agencies 
and their regulations. Organizations'"'like Booz Allen & Hamilton or 
McKinsey & Co. could do a good job in that area as they did for the 
Hoover Com.mission. 

Complete new tax structures for individuals and also busi~.d. 
industry closing all loopholes and putting these tax paymen s on a'" 
more equitable basis. This is really something that antaionizes , 

'-f 



the average taxpayer. If we need more taxes to balance the budget, 
why not pass these tax measures in the right areas. 

An econo1nic progra1n for business and industry that stimulates expan-
sion and creates jobs. Also selling the idea that profits mean jobs 
because no profits, no business and,therefore, no jobs -- it is just 
that simple. 

The American public is also frustrated because they do not see the 
road ahead. I think it important that we have a new American 
challenge -- for building a better America for all our people. After 
all, the American way of life and the American system has built the 
highest standard of living for our peoples compared with any other 
country in the world. So we should continue to improve what we 
have rather than tear it down. 

The people are tired of the everyday crises. They would like peace 
and tranquility for at least a decade. 

This calls for long range planning which is lacking today. I suggested 
several years ago, the establishment of a National Planning Institute 
which would call for using many of the outstanding people in the 
country to activate this whole operation on a nonpolitical basis and 
give this country a real objective for the next 100 years. 

We certainly don't want our industries, our people and our capital 
going to other countrie·s. We have much to do here in the building 
of a better A1nerica. 

It is also exceedingly important in order to build a better America 
that management, labor, government and agriculture work together 
on unified programs. Not, for example, like George Meany stating 
that the Labor Department could do a better job running the State 
Department than Henry Kissinger. 

From time ta time I will add to these subjects and will be glad to do 
so because I have the confident feeling that the President can be re-
elected if he discusses these subjects with the American public on a 
very constructive basis and with specific plans and programs to meet 
and solve our problems. 

OAFeldon:hp 

Yours very truly, 
r 

L it,t; 
?&;{_ ,11,, 

President 



MEMORANDUM 

THE \\"HITE HO USE 

TO: DONALD RUMSFELD 
RICHARD CHENEY 
JAMES CONNOR 
RONALD NESSEN 

WASl!INGTON 

ROBERT HARTMANN ,/ A~ 
FROM: ROBERT GOLDWIN I Vt(.7 if 

I had a chance to talk on the telephone with one of the editorial 
writers of the Washington Post soon after the President gave his 
Helsinki speech. I reminded him of the editorial they ran entitled, 
"Jerry, Don't Go." I suggested that they might now want to write 
an editorial entitled, "Jerry, We're Glad You Went." He said he 
doubted they would go that far, but that they had a high opinion of 
the speech and would show it in their editorial. In case you missed 
it, I enclose a copy. 

Note, especially, the praise in the last paragraph. 

9/4/75 

Encl. 
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REVIEW & OUTL00I<. 
:)i / 7/ 
"\:Ur,,) Bey~nd Helsinki ' ' 

The Helsinki summit is fading_ _has accused Russia of taking a hand 
into the footnotes, but in an impor- in Portugai, and one of the big ques-
tant sense what happened there cast tions at Helsinki was whether 
an important light on the ongoing Leonid Brezhnev's speech repu-
policy of "detente." And what will diated the "Brezhnev Doctrine," 
h'appen to its proclamations now Russia's 1968 attempt to justify its 
that they are signed will also have invasion of Czechoslovakia as a de-
an important effect in defining what fense of Czech sovereignty. Harold 
that policy means . Wilson thought it did; Kissinger 

In its hundreds of pages of wasn't sure; the Rumanians were 
speeches and declarations, the Rel- skeptical. 
sinki summit neatly showed how Part of the problem is 'that the 
East and West give the same words Helsinki' statement doesn't have 
different interpretations. The Com- binding legal force and will cer-
munist countries and the Western tainly be ignored when it hampers 
democracies spoke from a totally national interests. 
different universe of moral and The Russians aren't hindered 
legal principles, wher.e 'even the from active involvement with Com-
same words have quite contrary munist parties around the world in 
meanings. The future of the Helsinki the name of "proletarian interna-
documents, and the future of Sovi- tionalism." And in the Newspeak of 
et-American relations, depends on the Brezhnev Doctrine, they argued 
how well the West can deal with this that the "Marxist-Leninist principle 
gap in perception. of sovereignty" means that "the 

On the face of it, there's not sovereignty of each socialist country 
much the West would find upsetting cannot be opposed to the interests of 
in the language of the Helsinki dee- the world of socialism"-as defined 
laration. It reaffirms general princi- by the Soviet Union. 
ples like "freedom of thought, con- The common factor in these doc-
science, religion or belief," equal trines obviously is the self-interest 
rights for minorities and the like. It of the Soviet Union. We haven't seen 
even calls for measures, like freer evidence that the U.S.S.R. will inter-
travel across fr~mtiers and family pret the Helsinki statement in any 
reunification, that could have spe- other spirit. Yet it would be a seri-
cific, practical benefits for many ous mistake to ·write off that whole 
people in Central Europe. The West document with the cynicism that 
Europeans demanded those mea- seems to prevail at the State De-
sures as a sine qua non for the sum- partment. The West should make its 
mit. Some observers even see a net own interpretations stick by trans-
gain for the West in the concessions lating them as quickly as possible 
given to -::he Soviets. into practical results. 

The~e con.ces~ion~ involved. reccg- F0r i~sb?.~~e, j~1..1r!!~lists ha·ve al,.. 
nizing principles like inviolability of reaJy tested one Helsinki promise 
frontiers through use of force, non- by asking the Soviet Union for multi-
intervention in internal affairs, p]e entry and exit visas. They were 
equality of sovereign states and the turned down, on the grounds that 
like. The Soviets wanted this Ian- these required further Russian-U.S. 
guage to legitimize their domination negotiations. We should start these?-. 
of Eastern Europe. But, goes the ar- negotiations immediately. We 
gument, these principles place should watch the progress of family 
greater limits on the Soviets than on reunification in Central Europe apd 
the West; our side isn't about to of repatriation of ethnic Germans 
send tanks across national bounda- from Poland and Russia. And we 
ries to change a country's govern- should make such issues the center 
ment, yet the Soviets and four War- of attention when it comes time to 
saw Pact clients did just that as re- hold the "follow-up" conference in 
cently as August 1968, in Czechoslo- Belgrade in 1977. 
vakia. And if non-intervention As President Ford said at Hel-
1neo..ns ::.nythL ._... r::r t:.i.11 ;.bly 1t 
would keep the KGB from helping to 
consolidate a Communist grip on 
Portugal. 

Unfortum1tely, howe,;er, we can't 
count on ihe Soviet'! to see thimrs 
fois ,. ray . Pn·sic!f',~t Ford hin .. ,;11 

.ci 1kt, in one 0: the best spe<Jche.; o;_ 
his tenure, "History will judge this 
confel'ence not by what we say 
today but ,,.,1-,nt we do tomorro ,:," 
.And what we do tomorrow will set 
the definitions for the words we 
·'-'ii{f1 :'d 1¥::~t ~· 'Ck. 

11 



MEMORANDL' M 

TO: 

FROM: 

THE \\'l-IITE HOUSE 

WA S!II:\'GTO!\' 

DONALDQ 
RICHARD CHENEY 
JOHN MARSH 
THEODORE MARRS ,;/ ,h 
ROBERT A. GOLDWIN/(4../ /' 

This immaginative suggestion from Professor Martin Diamond for 
Presidential participation in an event on July 4 , 1976 , deserves 
serious consideration. 

I think it is a splendid idea. 

9/4/75 

Attachment 
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Dr. Robert A. Goldwi n 
Old Executive Office Building 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Bob: 

August 26, 1975 

As you know, I have been thinking for some time about 
what might be an appropriate Center and culmination of the 
Nation's Bicentennial celebration. In contrast with the 
celebration of our first Centennial, when all activities were 
centered in Philadelphia, this ti1ne we are going about the 
business in a decentralized way. As a me1nber of the 

National Advisory Council of ARBA, I have 
cheerfully endorsed this principle and regard with satisfaction 
the extraordinary range of activities being undertaken almost 
everywhere. But I do think that some single central dramatic 
national celebration is also called for. Pursuant to your 
request that I reduce my thoughts to writing,, the following 
is the suggestion I would like to make. 

I propose that there be organized a kind of Assemblage 
of the Republic. There is a natural and splendid locale for 
such an assemblage, namely, in the Great Hall of the National 
Archives where are housed our two great national documents, 
the Declaration of Independence and the Constitution. I propose 
that at some appropriate time on the 4th of July, there be 
assembled in this hall, before the two documents symbolic 
of our founding, invited representatives of our national political, 
social, and economic life. The program would consist oi 
reflective speeches and a televised display to the nation of the 
documents in which are written inperishably the principles of 
individual liberty and representative democracy which together 
form the heart and soul of our national existence. Among the 
11assemblage 11 should be the President, representatives of the 
two houses of Congress, and rnembers of the Supreme Court. 
Here we would thus see in their unity the representatives of 
our separated branches of government. There should also 
be representatives from the states, governors, legislators, 
and judges, and also representatives from the various levels • F ii 



Page 2 

of local government. In addition, there should be representatives 
of the great private institutions and organizations which are so 
preeminent a part of our political way of being; these would include 
representatives from business and labor, of the professions,of the 
academy, and of the private voluntary associations. 

May I suggest some of the reasons why this seems to be 
an appropriate form of celebration? First and fore:i;nost, the 
event I propose would dramatically place at the very center of 
our national celebration the two great political instruments to which 
we owe our being. Let me emphasize the importance of having 
the celebration center on both of these documents. The Declaration 
represents the revolution and the Constitution its fulfillment; the 
Declaration represents the principle. of individual liberty and the 
Constitution, the embodiment of that principle in a soberly wrought 
enduring frame of govermnent. The genius of American life consists 
in the unity of these two documents and their two principles, liberty 
and representative democracy. It see1ns to me imperative that 
during the Bicentennial we do everything in our power to renew 
the dedication of the American people to both these principles in 
their subtle unity. By ha vi.ng the celebration take place in the 

·~very presence of the two documents, this central theme of the 
Bicentennial would be physically and visually established. 

Further, by the "Assemblage of the Republic," I mean to 
symbolize, as it were, the e pluribus unum aspect of American life. 
If I may use the phrase again, the genius of American political life 
consists in the diversity, the heterogen,w··y of the elements of vJ-i ich 
it is composed, and at the same time, their unity in action. This 
diversity consists above all in the separation of powers 1 in federalism, 
and its associated multiplicity of local units of government , and in 

the immense diversity of private voluntary associational life. 
Dignitaries representative of all this diversity would be brought 
together at a national shrine and their unity would be symbolized 
in the act of Bicentennial celebration. 

Coming down somewhat from the grandiose level of these 
utterances, let me add the following. The hall in which the 
Declaration and the Constitution are displayed is an ideal physical 
setting, both for housing the occasion I propose and for the televising 
of the event. The hall is quite large and would accommodate the 
necessarily large group of people who ought to attend. The rnurals 
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and artifacts and documents on display in the hall, especially the 
Declaration and the Co.nstitution, would lend themselves to interesting 
television, I believe that a vast patriotic audience would eagerly 
tune in the kind of , say, one hour program that I am proposing. 
Many would pernaps be at various public places throughout the 
country, celebrating the 1?icentennial in their various local fashions. 
But I believe that arrangements could be made for this one hour 
progra1n to be seen as part of the local £e stivitie s aIJd, of course, 
millions would be at home and could be drawn by means of such a 
highly publicized national program, into an act of celebration even 
in the midst of their private holiday activities. 

May I note also that this proposed way of achieving a 
single climactic national occasion is perfectly compatible with the 
continuation of all the other decentralized plans for the 4th of July. 
It would take very few people away from state and local activities 
and those few might, perhaps, view their participation in the 
national event as an obligation and an honor, It seems to me 
that this single event of short duration would, with minimum 
discommoding of other events, aclda vital national peak or center 

to the Bicentennial. 

Finally, I would hope that the proposed occasion would 
evoke reflective and celebrative utterances worthy of the country 
on its 200th anniversary. The setting and the theme, I am bold 
enough to believe, would bring the be st out of all of us. 

Do let me know what you think of all of this. 

Cordia.lly, 

:~f~ 
Martin Diamond 
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