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Sept • I 9, I 98 I 

Mr. Morton Blackwell 
128 Executive Office Buil.ding 
Washington, D.C. 20501 

Dear Mr. Blackwell~ 

I am a parent of 2 children in the Raytown, Missouri, ConsolidatedSchool District 
I 2. I am very concerned and upset of late over the forced busing of school children 
around our area. It is getting closer and closer to us, and we, the parents, do not 
like it. There is no excuse to bus children out of Raytown into the Kansas City, Mo. 
schools. The idea of forced issues on anything is very unconstitutional, as I see 
it. We bought our home solely on the basis of the good schools in this district, 
and we certainly do not want our children taken out of their own neighborhood, 
away from their friends, to ride for 45 minutes one way to a strange district where 
they know no one. We protect our children in the womb, after the birth, and 
up to the age of 5. Then, they become the property of the government. This is 
grossly unfair to our children. They have no rights at all when it comes to their 
education, and it is our duty as parents to fight for them. The busing issue was 
a plank in President Reagan's campaign, he was going to do away with it, but it 
would seem now that he is getting lukewarm on the issue. Many Americans voted for 
him because of this promise. We do hope that he will keep his promise and see that 
this FORCE is made unconstitutional. 

Busing is not benefitting anyone but the bus companies, the oil companies, and the 
people who they hire to drive the buses. Our children are the least of anyone's concern 
on this. We feel that to bus for the sole purpose of integration is an infringement 
of our children's rights. We feel that if a child lives in any given district, he is 
entitled to go to the closest school, regardless of race, color, or creed, but to 
take that same child out of his district is WRONG. 

}1r. Regan has met with the leaders of the "GAY RIGHTS" movement, the militant feminist 
movement, WHY NOT THE MOVEMENT OF THE PEOPLE WHO ARE WORKING FOR THE RIGH ·T~ OF OUR 
CHILDREN, THE FUTURE LEADERS OF OUR COUNTRY?// He has refused to meet with any of the 
representatives of N.A.N.S. to this date. · We pray that you will read our letters and 
try to understand what this busing is doing to the children of America. We have taken 
away all their rights before they ever graduate. What kind of a government do they think 
we have? What kind of citizens will they be? Think about it. Please do something about 
this iorced busing ••••• NOW, in this sess{on of Congress. 

Thank you, 

Robert J. Williams 
7107 Ralston 
Raytown, Missouri 65133 





- --- ,- - - _ - . -~ h -cfl , -

- -- ~ --«-~ -~-
.tt...'_...-,.,:l.-17(_ _.__ -~ - ~ --

- ~~~~c-c1--d n._ 
- -

-- - ~ - . --- ,~~_&_,,,_~,~ ~- -:Z2- _Sl (E 
- ~_jj-5.Ji.Jbk Fo 1?- CEO CB__tLs L/J_c;,. 

- - . --~ ~ -=--, 

-- ~~~~~-~ -
-~ - ~ --

- ~ - ~ -~ ~ ....:.._I -

- - --- --

- --

--------- -







Dear Sir: 9/23/81 
We are very much opposed to forced busing. e moved from 

a home with a 2 yr. ~ortg . left on it to a home in a better 
neigh. with better schools. We did this to get our sons a 
better education in schools nearer our home. We went into 
debt for another 30 yrs. to do this. Our eldest son has only 
to work 30 ft. out our back gate onto the school grounds . 
It would be a ~rime if he were bused, he leaves at 7:a.m. 
as it is. With the cost of asoline, gases, repairs, and 
the low mileage busesget, how can anyone swndone busing.< It 
is a waste of taxpayers & parents$ and cn~Tdren's time. 

What can my sons learn on a bus??? They wre godd boys & 
I want them to get t~e best ducation they can near home. 
Pres. Reagan has pYofuised t~ stop this shal'Jl8ful waste of 
$ & time. Ask him M sta~d by his word to the.~merican 
peoole. Both black &'white do not want to be bused, whatl t. 
·aoe8 it gain •the children, certainly hot a better education. 

It only gives them long rides to a strange ne$~b~~~_;~,A 
KEEP OlTR CHILDREN AT HOME WHERE THE'"' TJ'!,!J"f·G • ~ 



H . E. MCDONALD JR. f 
1264 VISITATION DR i 
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Mr . Morton Blackwell 
Off. of Public Liasion 

Room 191 Old Exec",. Off . Bldg. 
"White House 

Washington, D. C. 20500 



Mr. Martin Blackwell 
128 Executive Office Bldg. 
W shington, D. C. 20501 

Dear Sirr 

9330 Melanie Dr •. 
St. Louis, Mo. 63137 
Sept. 1'7, 1981 

Please give this your urgent attention. 'Ihe people need to 

get clear of the Busing Issue to be abl,e to feel the govern

ment still b~lieves in our freedoms. Forced Busing is not 

a form of ~iving us freedom_to send our children to the 

school of our choice. Besides it again put yet another 

tax burden on us - the maintaining of thoBe bussea which 

is sornething else we are not even being consulted about, 

just told it is happening. 

This is my request. As a concernea citizen and taxpayer, I 

urge you to support Q Constitutional Amendment and/or legislation 

which r.ould eliminate the policy of forced busing to achieve 

racial balance in our public schools. Incidentally, our 

sch ol is more than balanced now black for white. 

~nank you for your time and appreciate your effort. 

Sincerely, 

Jeanette Peterman 
9330 Melani~ Dr •. 
St. Louis, Mo. 63137 
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310 FIRST STREET SOUTHEAST· WASHINGTON, D.C. 20003 

Dear Mr. McDaniel: 

At President Reagan's request, I have listed our 1982 Cam
paign Goals and Budget to show you what a major effort the 
committee is undertaking to build our Party's strength on 
the grass roots level next year. 

To make sure you receive the special memento President Reagan 
has asked us to send you in appreciation of your support 
of the eommitte, l~a-se- ch"e~k below the record we have of 
your name and address. 

Chairman Richards: 

use ay contribution in ount marked below to fund 
the N ional Com■ittee•s 1982 aign Plan that vill: 
1) help lect a record number of epublicans to state and local 
offices; 2) retain our ■a rity control of the o.s. Senate 
and vin ma ity control of e u.s. House of Representatives. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. John L. McDanie 
15057 Manor Ridge 
Chesterfield, Mi 

0 $20 

63017MCDN057J 

D $ _ _ ~ _ _ c other) 

3h 

P. S. I my check the Republican National 

Place of Business 

City State Zip 
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1982 CAMPAIGN GOALS and BUDGm~-
Preparect by: Campaign Division 

FEDERAL RACES 
US.SENAIB 
Seats controlled by Republicans: 
Seats controlled by Democrats: 
Seats needed to protect GOP majority: 

US. HOUSE of REPRESENTKITVES 
Seats controlled by Republicans: 
Seats controlled by Democrats: 

...-.seats..neecled far GOP majority· 

STATE RACES 
GUBERNAlDRIAL SEATS 
Controlled by Republicans: 
Controlled by Democrats: 
Needed for GOP majority: 

23 
27 

3 

SfATE SENAIBS 
Controlled by Republicans: 
Controlled by Democrats: 
Needed for GOP majority: 

SfATE HOUSE of REPRESENTKITVES 
Controlled by Republicans: 
Controlled by Democrats: 

eeded for GOP majority: 

WC4LRACES 

17 
32 

8 

53 
47 
14 

191 
244 

27 

880 CITY MAY"ORS (Cities over 30,000 population) (Appmximate Percentage) 

Controlled by Republicans: 
Controlled by Democrats/ Independents: 
Goal for 1982 Election Gain: 

24 % 
76 % 
25 % 

18 
31 

7 

3500 COl.NilES 
Controlled by Republicans: 

(Approximate Percentage) 

45 % 
Controlled by Democrats/ Independents: 55 % 
Goal for 1982 Election Gain: 10% 

1982 1UfAL CAMPAIGN BUDGEf: $25.2 MILllON 





JEAN H. MATHEWS 
DISTRICT 56 

2620 N . WATE.RFO.RD DR 
FLO.RISSANT, MO 63033 

OFFICE: 314-751-4794 
HOME: 314-838-6257 

MISSOURI 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

JEFFERSON CITY 65101 

September 11, 1981 

Mr . Morton Blackwell 
128 Exe cutive Office Building 
Washington, D. C. 20501 

Dear Mr . Blackwell, 

COIIMITTBES: 
CONSUME.R P.ROTECTION 

FAI.R EMPLOYMENT P.RACTICES 
LOCAL GOVE.RNMENT AND 

.RELATED MATTE.RS 

As an elected official in a state threatened with massive, 
court ordered, forced busing of public school children, I 
am writing to plead for your help in getting some relief for 
our si tua tiono• 

At the present time, the Uo So Department of Justice is making 
a mockery of the Reagan Administration's official opposition 
to court ordered, forced busing. 

The State of Missouri is in the midst of a major fiscal crisis 
but the Justice Department and Federal Judge William Hungate 
appear determined to force a mul ti·-million'dollar, cross-district 
busing suit upon the school districts of St. Louis County even 
though~ of the school districts involved have been found 
guilty of past discriminatory policies or actionso Judge 
Hungate, with the support of the Justice Department, will milk 
the depleted state treasury to pay for this ''social experiment," 
just as he did when the City of St. Louis underwent a similar 
experience. 

Those of us who have actively supported the Reagan Adminsitration 
are confused by the appointment of individuals to sensitive . 
positions in the Department of Justice such as William Bo 
Reynolds as head of the Civil Rights Division 1 Ronald Gainer 
as Deputy Assistant Attorney General, Carol Dinkins as Assistant 
Attorney General for Lands, and Edward Schmults as Deputy 
Attorney Generalo These individuals do not generally reflect 
the views of the Administration, but seem determined to 
continue the liberal policies of the previous administration. 

The continuing trend of government by judicial fiat has deeply 
alarmed elected officials like myself as we watch the growing 
''judicial dictatorship" erode our representative form of 
government. 



The hesitancy of the Reagan Administration to deal with this 
issue leaves local officials victims of the social architects 
who fill our Federal Courts . and the U.S. Department of Justice. _ 

Please respond to our dilemma by putting the support of the 
Administration behind legislation which will remove the power 
to order busing from the jurisdiction of the courts as the 
Constitution has made possible in Article III, Section 2. 

ean H. Mathews, 
epresentative, 

District 56 
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POLITICS 
■ A FEW MONTHS ago in this space I 
discussed the Regulatory Reduction 
and Congressional Control Act of 1981 
(S. 890), better known simply as the 
Schmitt-Grassley Legislative Veto. This 
essential legislation would reassert 
congressional authority over the law
making process in the country by pro
viding for oversight of new f~~~l!l 
regulations. I am happy to say the 
measure has the support of most Con
servative lawmakers and even some Sen
ators who are moderate to "Liberal." 

Justice Department Trouble 
But this enlightened legislation re

ceived a serious jolt on April 23rd of 
this year when the Reagan Administra
tion's own Justice Department submit

. ted written testimony to Congress con
_ tending the legislative veto is an un
<;onstitutional infringement on~ 
E<JWers of the ~~_ecutive branch of the 
g:overnment. Justice made this argu
ment despite President Reagan's clear 
support for the legislative veto, both 
in a 1979 newspaper column and in 
several speeches during the 1980 
campaign. 

The bad news gets worse. This re
markable contention of the Justice 
Department surprised and troubled 
many Conservatives, but they should 
not have been surprised, given the 
Leftist tenor of the upper echelons at 
Justice. Many assumed the depart-

The Rnlew Of The NEWS, August 26, 1911 

ment would pursue sound Conserva
tive policit'S simply because the Pres
ident is cl,\Se to Attorney General Wil 
liam Frent"h Smith. In fact, however, 
Smith turned most of the hiring and 
firing responsibilities for the Justice 
Department over to his Deputy Attor
ney Gene11il, Edward Schmults . 

To be honest, Schmults embarked 
on personnel policies so outrageous 
that at tillles he surprised even me ; 
and after xears in Washington I have 
become somewhat accustomed to see
ing this :iort of thing. Schmults se
lected Car1)l Dinkins as Assistant At
torney Grneral for Lands. Dinkins 
controls II staff of 300 which consid
ers federal legal action on a wide range 
of land-u:11' issues . According to relia 
ble sourc,•s, employees of Dinkins' 
division aru leaking sensitive informa
tion to environmental extremist groups 
who are s<•rking to undercut the sound 
efforts of Interior Secretary James 
Watt to rc14tore balance to this nation's 

_ land-use policies. _ _ ··-=---,- _ _ 
Then there is Wi11iam B. Reynolds, 

appointed to head the Justice Depart
ment's Civil Rights Division . Under 
Reynolds' direction, the division re
cently tolrl the City of Chicago its 
school integration plan was not accept-

1able because the plan did not go far 
;enough in promoting forced school 
;busing! Imagine that f m a Reagan 
:Administrotion. · · , __ _;c.-:=~----...::£~-----

But it does not stop t ere. Perhaps 
the worst Justice appointment for 
Conservatives to swallow was the reap
pointment of Deputy Assistant Attor
ney Geneml Ronald Gainer. Mr. Gain-

41 

er is the Kennedyite who lobbied for 
the massive rewriting of the federal 
code which Senator Edward Kennedy 
pushed in 1979 and 1980. Reliable 
sources here in Washington indicate 
that Gainer is coming back with a 
slightly amended version of his bill, 
which would weaken federal pornog
raphy laws, increase penalties for 
legitimate businessmen who transgress 
the minutiae of regulatory laws, re
duce penalties for various drug of
fenses, repeal much-needed portions 
of the Hatch Act, and create a new 
abortion funding program . 

With the top leadership at Justice 
dominated by such people we should 
not be too surprised that the April 
23rd testimony opposing the legislative 
veto used the same wording as earlier 
Carter Administration testimony op
posing the concept. Nor should we be 
surprised at _various Justice Depart-

_men_t opi~j_q.!l~!lnd/or memoranda, 
f!Ome officially released and othe~ 
still "in-house," which falsely con
tend: 1) that Senator Jesse Helms' 
anti-busing amendments are unconsti
tutional; 2) that tuition tax credits vio
_late "separation of church and state"; 
.3) that congressional efforts to end re
.verse discrimination were illegal be
cause of legislative technicalities: 
.and, 4) that_ congressional _ efforts ___ to . 
withdraw federal _<;.Q.1JJJ__j1,1ri.13diction 
over certain matteIL.!ll.<LJID.CO.nstitu
.tional. This last contenti_ol)._is _P.articu- . 
larly remarkable, since the Con~titu
tion specifically empowers the _G_on-. 
~ess to regulate jurisdiction in Article 

~~ect~~- Ji,, · 
42 fr-
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Congressman Larry McDonald (D .
Georgia) recently told his House col
leagues: "The Department is consis
tently taking positions in both domes- %', 

. tic and foreign affairs that are totlilly . ·--
_alien to what was promised the Ameri- . 
can people in the election of 1980. 
. .. Leftists are sti11 wit!J.... µs __ i_11 __ thi: 
Justice Department." The distin
guished Congressman is as usual cor
rect. 

In fact, even though Conservatives 
did not get a fair share of positions 
at the upper levels of most Cabinet 
departments, good people were put in
to many second- and third-level spots 
throughout the Administration. The 
one clear exception to this is the Jus
tice Department, which is staffed 
from top to bottom by country-dub
bers and Leftists. 
~~ ~ne should misunderstand th~ 

im~rtance of this: It is a serious mat_- _ \ 
t_er_ because !l'!'.~t_ual_ly_ n!!a_rly every; T 
thl_ng becomes_ ~ m~tter _ (or Justic~ · 
~!!,rtm_ent review. For whatever rea-
son, the President has been poorly 
served by William French Smith and 
Edward Schmults. Under th;se men, 
the Justice Department has pursued 
policies which run counter to Ronald 
Reagan's stated positions on a wide 
range of important issues. Of course 
the President has had his hands full 
with the economic package. As he now 
begins to direct his attention to other 
key matters, Conservatives should 
encourage him to take a long, hard, 
look at the decidedly non-Reaganite 
policies of the Reagan Justice 
Department. - PAUL WEYRICH ■ ■ 

The lewl- Of The NEWS, August ,26, 1911 
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Mr. Martin Bliackwell 

128 Executive Office Bldg. 

Washington, D. c. 20501 

Dear Sir. 

9330 Melanie Dr. 

St. Louis, Mo. 631Yt' 

Sept 9, 1981 

As a concerned citizen and taxpayer, I urge you to 

support• Constitutional Amendment and/or legislation 

which would eliminate the policy of forced busing to 

chieve racial balance in our public schools. 

'Ibis is very important to me, as I really believe 

that the Judicial Branch is taking precious freedom~ 

away from us. Forcing one to get their education 

miles from home t yet another expense to the taxpayer 

I ithout his consent isn't my idea of what our forefathers 

fought for. W sn't it freedom froru Taxation Without 

Representation? What are we looking at just beyond the 

bend in the ro d? Some states lready have busing with 

11 the burdens and suffering to the children. 

Sincerely, 

Jeanette Peterman 
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A·ccA 
P.O. Box 4341 
St. Louis; MO 63123 

AHSJC 
P.O. Box 444 
Arnold, MO 63010 

1'40-BUS 
P.O. Box 1'123 
Florissant, MO 53031 

SCANS 
P.O. Bo)( 10753 
St. Lou is, MO 63129 

STCCA S 
P.O. Box 1265 
St. Charles, MO 63301 

WCANS 
P.O. Box 814 
Manchester. MO 63011 

NANS of EASl<aERN MISSOURI 
AFFILIATE OF 

NATIONAL ASS OCIATION FOR NEIGHBORHOOD SC HOOLS, INC. 

Mr. Morton Blackwell 
c/o The White House; Public Liaison Office -
1600 Pennsylvania Ave., N .W. 
Washington, D.C. 20501 

Dear Mr. Blackwell: 

5 815 Michigan Ave. 
St. Louis, MO 63111 

August 31, 1981 

Within the ·past two weeks I've sent several letters, each with news 
clippings attached. It is my fervent hope that you will study this informa
tion to better unc;ierstand the extremely critical nature of our situation; 
and that you can use some of this data to help us. 

As mentioned previously, we feel that a face-to-face meeting with Mr . . 
Reagan is imperative, especially in view of numerous disquieting reports . 
that have come to our attention. 

(1) Mr . Meece is quoted as having told a gathering of attorneys recently 
that they "shouldn 't worry about losing business-over an impending end 
to forced busing! ! 11 It appears we have a plethora of lawyers, all 
scrounging for whatever business they can find, and these gentlemen were 
worried about losing bread and butter money if busing were to end. 

Perhaps Mr. Meece was misquoted or misunderstood. It wouldn't be the · 
first time reporters have stak ed out a political figure; nonetheless, this 
needs to be investigated and cleared up without delay. 

(2) The Washington Kiplinger Letter dated August 28th, 1981 (copy attached) 
states that .. "Reagan will not go to the mat.." for conservative issues 
like restoring school prayer, HALTING SCHOOL BUSING, allowing tax 
credits , outlawing abortion .... etal . 

Here, too, I can only hope Kiplinger' s information is askew -- and if so, 
I hope the Executive Branch will take steps to set him straight. 

If, on the other hand, the Kiplinger report does reflect Mr. Reagan's 
feelings accurately, we can only resign ourselves to the fact that he 
obtained our votes under false pretenses. 

For reasons impossible to understand, FORCED BUSING continues to · be 
lumped with so-called "social issues". As in the Kiplinger letter, we 
often find reference made to abortion, tax credits, sc.hool prayer AND 
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FORCED BUSING as if they were one, and the same. There is no real connection 
between FORCED BUSING and any of the real social issues; FORCED BUSING 
mus t be separated from the pack and addressed as the individual, nation-wide , 
de va s ting problem it truly is. Any type of court ordered racial balancing , be it 
"volunta ry" (a s t he Justice Department is pushing for) or mandatory, as ordered 
by a judge i s in direct conflict with the spirit and letter of the 19 64 Civil Rights 
Ac t, a nd w ith the Constitution itself. 

W e , in the St. Louis area intend to fight this injustice by every legal means at 
our disposal. Even now those county school districts named in Judge Hungate' s 
high-handed order, are gearing up for battle. The State officials continue to 
plead for hearings t o present their case; our County Executive, Mr. Gene McNary, 
has come out publicly saying that he will assist county districts as much as 
humanly possible, and is prepared to take the fight all the way to the Supreme 
Court if necessary. 

That sounds just fine! The only problem with this type of action is that TAX 
MONEY will be u sed to fight for rights that should be ours to begin with. Yes, 
t h e citizen s of Missouri are ready to spend whatever it takes t0 oppose tyrannical 
d ictates; but it i s disgraceful to use dwindling tax dollars for such purposes 
whe n mone y is so s orely needed for education itself. 

We have waited through seve ra l administrations where the president and/or 
Congress chose to look th e o the r way with regard to our public school situation. 
Now, with a Congress that's finally listening to the majority, and with a pres i
dent who SAYS he loathes forc e d busing, we do have a chance to do something 
about it . W e simply must have more than lip service from President Reagan, 
though . Words fail to soothe those millions of parents who see their kids bused 
off to God- knows - where- or- what e very day. And mere words do not alter the 
fact that the Justice Department i s a iding and abetting pro-busers right down the 
line . 

This problem mu s t be fac e d imme dia t ely! 

I ha ve rece ntly s ent another l etter to President Reagan -- which , I feel sure, he 
will never see ! Will you pl ea s e convey these thought s and concern s to him, 
a long with those of a ll th e others you have undoubtedly received. 

We have now reached the 11th hour. The choice is a grave one -- spend money 
that s hould go for education on defending ourselves against an omnipotent Federal 
take-ov er ---- or simply abandon the public school systems altogether. People 
from one e nd of thi s country to the other are ready to act; Congress will work 
for us. W e need immediate and concrete support from the President as well as 
relief from "hi s " Ju stice Department. 

cc: William D'Onofrio, President 
NANS 
18 0 0 W . 8th St . 

Wilmington, DE 19 805 

e:I~~ 
Ora Mae French, Chairman 
P.A. C. - NANS of Eastern Missouri 
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THE KIPLINGER WASHINGTON LETTER 

Cirmlated weekly to business clients since 1923·- Vol. 58, No. 35 

THE KIPL!NGER WASHINGTON EDITORS 

1729 H St. , N. W., Was hington , D.C. 20006 Tel : 202-298-6400 

Cahle Addr ess: Kiplinger Washington DC 

Dear Client: Washington, Aug, 28, 1981, 

Members of Congress are drifting back to town after a vacation. 
Congress reconvenes on Sept. 9. Already a consensus is forming 

on which bills will be taken up nnd passed ... and which will be put off. 
As usual, more bills will be postponed than will be passed. However .•. 

There are major fights coming on some things Rea gan has asked. 
Democra tic leaders are itching for a chanc e to r ough h i m up ..• 

and they've s po tted a few issues where they think they can bruise him. 

The budge t is one. It's still far from s e ttled for fiscal '82. 
Reagan will demand FURTHER cuts ... beyond those already voted .•• 

to try to pu t t he brakes on a rapidly growing deficit for next year. 
Much bigger than he anticipated only weeks ago. (More on this, page 4.) 

Social security is another. The revisions proposed by Reagan 
are generally thought to go too far. The Democrats will tone them down, 
making sure the public understands their insistence on "moderation." 

Abrupt cuts in early-retirement benefits will not be adopted. 
Mi nimum benefits won't be wiped out for those now getting them. 

A budget law pr ovis i on that would eliminate them will be overturned. 
ormal retirement age will gradually be i ncreased from 65 to 68. 

A new f ormula for cost-of-living raises also will be worked out. 

There won 't be a second major tax bill this year, only hearings. 
Reagan us ed to talk about pushing another bill, but he has backed off. 
I t would aggravat e the deficit, so there's no chance of passing it now. 

On selling radar planes to Saudi Arabia, he faces a hard fight, 
bu t it ' s one he ma y be able to win by parliamentary moves in the Senate. 
The pl an must be turned down by both houses ... or the sale goes through. 
The House will vote it down. But a filibust er , r un by the Republicans 
i n t he Senate , may delay a vote past the deadline , which is October 30. 

The fa r m bill probably will pass a fter considerable maneuvering. 
It isn't exactly what Reagan wants, but he will take whatever he gets. 

A "conservative" ag-enda will not pass ... restoring school prayer, 
halting school busing, allowing tuition tax credits, outlawing abortion. 
Reagan figures that going to the mat over the.se would hur_t othe issues. 

Voting-rights extension may pass the House ... the Senate in 1982. 
But th is is an i s sue that wi ll split both par ties , so a to r rid debate. 

Paten t pro tec tion will be stretched out ... pre-clearance testing 
of drugs, etc., by the gov't will not count against 17-year patent life. 

Pooling product-liability risks also will be voted ••. green light 
for manufacturers and distributors to insure as a group against claims. 

Tire-registration l aw will be changed to help the tire dealers. 
Burden of r egistering tires with the makers will be put on tire buyers. 

A new law to deal with oil emergencies will pass. Will leave 
most decisions up to Reagan in any shortage. But NO -gasoline rationing. 

COPY RI GHT 1981 THE KIPLIN GER WASH INGTON EDITORS. IN C. 

QUOTATION NOT PERMITHD. MATE RI AL MAY N OT BE REPRODUCED IN WHOLE OR IN PART I N ANY fORM WHAT SO EVER 
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.....----------An Editorial----------.. 

WHY THE HUNGATE STAMPEDE? 
U.S. District Judge William L. 

Hungate's recent order naming 18 of 
the 23 school districts in St. Louis 
County defendants and thereby 
causing them to come up with a 
program to include themselves in 
the St. Louis Board of Education's 
desegregation busing efforts has a 
distressing potential. 

Americans of all persuasions and 
color have cherished the right, 
which they properly believe they 
have inherited under numerous 
constitutional guarantees, to 
determine the methods and means 
of educating their children. 
lnvoJuntary busing of selected 
children without a prior 
determination that they, their 
parents or their respective school 
districts are participating in 
segregation, and thereby bear a 
portion of the burden of 
desegregation, vitiates those 
prhileges in a wanton manner. 

The Hungate stampede callously 
tramples and e. tlnguishes many of 
these rights and , at the very least, 
Indifferent o historic principles of 
American justice. 

Scarcely any St. Louisan with a 
trace of rationality has anything but 
abhorrence for the inexcusable past 
practices which more frequently 
than not denied black children equal 
educational opportunities. 
Similarly, few would deny the 
priori ty which must be accorded to 
making equal facilities available to 
every child, irrespective oi race, 
creed or color. 

Just as the repulsive past 
practices deprived children and 
parents of their constitutional civil 
rights, so does the frightening 
Hungate stampede deprive children 
and parents of basic civil rights. 

Judicial notice has been a 

traditional facet of American 
justice, from the trial courts through 
the United States Supreme Court, as 
it should have been and should be. 
By extending this principle to 
predetermine that the St. Louis 
County districts are guilty now of 
segregation and thus responsible for 
measures to resolve the issue, 
without hearings to determine their 
guilt, Hungate is irresponsibly 
arbitrary and capricious. 

Whether residents of St. Louis 
and others agree or not, Judge 
James H. Meredith spent years of 
tedious effort hearing evidence 
before the 8th U.S. Circuit Court of 
Appeals decided that the St. Louis 
Board of Education had not in fact 
properly effected desegregation in 
its system. The Hungate stampede is 
even more odious in the face of 
Judge Meredith's judici ous 
consideration of the issues . 

Innumerab le public opm10n 
surveys over the past few years 
reveal, indisputably, that 
Americans understand and favor 
desegregation of our nation's public 
schools to provide quality education 
for all children. The same surveys 
disclose a majority opposition to 
busing as a means to this end. 
Hunga te's blunders serve him well. 
curiously, when it comes 10 judicial 
notici; of this public attitude. 

Perhaps, jus!.._ pe.rha~s, the best 
servi - Hun •ate could render St. 
Louis Countians would be for him to 
continue in his blind way and order 
conditions which would send this 
issue to the United States Supreme 
Court. There it could be determined 
whether par<'nts continue to have 
the right to decide what schools 
their children will attend or whether 
their children will attend schools 
selected by a court. 

., 
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Justice defaulting 
Reagan mandate ? 

By M. ST ANTON EVANS 

C 
~$ ~ ~, 
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WASHINGTON - The Reagan admin istration is a study 
in political contrasts, with some alarming implications for 
the future. 

At the highest levels of official policy, the performance of 
the administration receives, and merits, rave reviews. Tax 
and budget progress and the handling of the air controllers 
st rike, to pick the obvious examples, bear the firm imprint 
of Ronald Reagan. placed there by the powerful emphasis of 
the president himself. When Reagan personally takes an 
interest in an issue, it generally gets handled in keeping wi th 
his stated principles and pledges, to the plaudits of a 
grateful nation . 

Get below this exalted level, however, and things look 
decidedly different. For reasons yet to be fully explored, the 
appointments of this administration frequent ly don' t match 
up, in philosophical outlook or emotional intensity, with the 
polic, statements of the president. The result is a lack of 
follow-through, a blunting of initiative or, in certain 
instances, a flat reversal of what had been expected. 

The apparent theory behind this setup is that pol:cy and 
management can somehow be separated; that ideological 
content can be imported by the president and / or a group of 
policy counselors , and that programs thus decided on can be 
can·ied out by a group of managers / administrators select~ 
chiefly for governmental or corporate expertise, rather tl}an 
for philosophical commitment. 

iN SOME INSTANCES this approach may work, if the 
president himself is actively involved and his commitment 
is well known. In other instances, it will not work, 
particularly when the president is not involved on a daily 
basis and the issue is not in the forefront of national debate. 
In such cases, personnel controls policy, rather than the 
other way around. 

E. hibit A in thl l!"spect is the Reagan Justice 
Department, which to most intents and purposes might just 
as well be the Carter Justice Department. When the 
president appointed his personal attorney, William French 
Smith, o be altome.y general, hopes were high that a 
substantial clran •e of course might be fo rthcoming in this 
department, which had been a cutting edge of liberal social 
policies under Carter. To date, however, almost no such 
changes have been adopted. 

The mix of personnel at Justice under Smith has ranged 
from " pragmatic" / moderate Republicans to Carter 
holdovers, with a handful of Reaganite conservatives 
sprinkled a round in subordinate positions. In these 
appointments, there has been no evidence of determination 
to alter fundamenta l policy - to change the mind-set of the 
Carter years tha t dicta ted legal moves in favor of federal 
social engineering. 

J· ' (' 

ACCORDINGLY, policy initiatives issuing from the 
Reagan Justice Department look remarkably like those 
stemming from its predecessor. On numerous "social" 
issues, including a busing plan in Chicago, · Virginia 
re<! istricting, the Voting Rights Act, and " affirmative 
ac tion" (quotas) in federal hiring, the Reagan Justice 
Department has come down on the liberal side of the 
ques tion. It has done the same on constitutional issues such 
as the legislative veto and the jurisdiction of the federal 
courts, and is generally a ligned in favo r of liberal policies in 
intragovemmental squabbiing. 

It was in the bowels of this Justice Department that 
research was done on the appointment of Sandra Day 
O'Connor to the U.S. Supreme Court - research that, 
unsurprisingly, skimmed lightly over questions concerning 
her position on abortion and the Equal Rights Amendment. 
In a ll these instances, It now seems clear, the nature of 
personnel at Justice has strnngly influenced the nature of 
policy and the advice that is flowing upward to the 
president. 

The failure of the new regime to get the Justice 
Department under control is being justified, in part, on the 
grounds that the agency not be "politicized." The effect of 
this determination, of course, is to keep it "politicized" in 
the Jizt,my Carter manner, and to de~a.ult a major portion of 
the R€,agan mandate. 
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:~Aides Reported Saying Reagan 
-Fiddles While The Issues Burn 

NEW YORK (UPI) - Some of 
President Ronald Reagan's aides 
reportedly say his unwillingness to 
devote enough time to his job has 
led to several embarrass ing 

• confrontations. 
"There are times when you 

really need him to do some work, 
and ::i II he wants to do is tell stories 
about his movie days," one aide 
complained. 

Quoting unidentified White 
House aides, Newsweek magazine 
said Sunday that the president 
spends only two or three hours a 

, day working. 

Aides who think the president 
should be more in touch with 
what's happening in the world said 
that Reagan spends little time in 
the Oval Office, never arriving 
before 8:45 a.m.· and rarely staying 
beyond 6 p.m. He takes Wednesday 
afternoons off. 

One White House ass istant said 
Re:1g:1:-i spends a l most "two or 
three hcurs a day on real work. " 

. ·e ·sweek said this lack of 
involvement in the affairs of state 
has resulte d in several 
embarrassments. At a meeting of 

;g city m;y~r-s:-R;agartreportedly greeted his r 
secretary of Housin~'MandMUrba~ Development, _ 
Samuel R . P ierce, as r . ayo;•. 1 

When Rep. Charles Wilson, D-Texas, asked him 
about a synthetic fuels 'program, Reagan drew a · 
blank. "He d1dn"t even know what I was talking 
about," Wilson told the magazine. 

The president also was unable to answer a 
reporter's question about a pending fishing treaty 
with Canada on the same day the White House was 
telling the Senate that the treaty should be withdrawn 
and renegotiated, the magazine said. 

\\'hite House aides had no immediate comment on 
the report . 

Reagan has been in California for nearly a month, 
spendmg most of his time at his mountaintop ranch, 
riding horses, clearing underbrush and chopping 
wood. 

White House deputy press secretary Larry Speakes 
said the president enjoyed his vacation. He quoted 
Reagan as saying, "I hate to see it come to an end. 
But there is a lot of work ahead." 

Reagan is scheduled to return to Washington on 
Thursday afternoon. 
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s\CGA 
P.O . Box 4341 
St. L ouis, MO 63123 

ANSJC 
P.O. Box 444 
.A.mol d, MO 63010 

MO-BUG 
~J.O. Box 11 23 
Flor iss"nt, MO G-3031 

SCANS 
P.O. Box 10753 
St. Louis, MO 63129 

STCCANS 

AFFILIATE OF 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR NEIGHBORHOOD S CHOOLS, INC. 

Mr. Morton Blackwell 
c/ o The White House; Public Lia is·on Off ice 
1600 Pennsylvania Ave., N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20501 

Dear Mr. Blackwell: 

5815 Michigan Ave. 
St. Louis, MO 63111 

Au gu st 2 5 , 19 81 

Attached is a copy of the "St. Louis Globe Democrat" front page 
dated today, August 25th. Judge Hungate's mandatory "forced busing" 
order came as no surprise. We were expecting it eventually. Now 
we, in Missouri, face the grim reality of costly litigation and the fact 
that -- should we fail -- public schools as we know them will be lost 
forever . . Even now our people are making tentative plans to establish 
enough private schools to serve our children !L_ the Reagan administra
tion abandons us to the courts. 

P.O. Box 1265 I wrote to you Augu st 19th asking that you deliver our message of deep 
St. Charles, MO 63301 c oncern to President Reagan and help arrange a meeting b~tween the 

President and NANS officials. In view of current events, we feel it 
WCANS i s extremely urgent that such a meeting be arranged just as soon as 
P.O. Box 8i4 humanly possible . All along St. Louis has been regarded as a "land-
Manchester, t.11 0 63 •11 . , . 

mark" case. If WE fail to oppose forced busrng here -- 1f we permit 
the social engineers t o "win", the entire nation is lost. 

A meeti:19 with the president will permit us to learn exactly what this 
administration intends to do. If the president sanctions the pro-busing 
acts of his various departments, we must know this. If on the other 
hand President Reagan is unaware that forced busing is being nurtured 
and promoted by the Justice Department, he must also know that we 
who voted for him cannot countenance such actions. We expect --
no, we DEMAND -- that our voice be heard. 

· Please advise NANS president, Mr. William D'Cnofrio, when this vital 
meeting will take place. We are counting on you, Mr. Blackwell. Don't 
let us down! ! 

Sincerely, 
cc:Wm. · D'C-nofrio, Pres. OA&-~~ NANS 

1800 W. 8th, St. 
Wilmington, DE 19805 

Ora Mae ,French, Chairman 
P. A .C. - NANS of Ea stern Missouri 
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C
iting the failure of a proposal for 

voluntary 
interdistrict 

desegegration, 
U

.S. D
istrict Judge W

illiqJTI L
. H

ungate 
ordered developm

ent of a 
m

andatory 
plan M

onday to include 18 of 23 school 
districts 

in 
St. 

L
ou

is 
C

ounty 
an<! 

• Legal light ,expectoo 
• M

ileston~, F
oote ~G

ys 

. 
r 

P
age 81-\ 

involving about 175,000 students in both 
the city and county. 

H
ungate set a 

F
eb. 1 deadline for 

subm
ission of the plan. 

In his order late M
onday, H

ungate 
added St. 

L
ouis C

ounty and 18 county 
school districts as form

al defendants in 
the 9½

 year city school desegregation_ 
case. 

H
e 

stayed 
but 

did 
not 

dism
iss 

m
otions 

seeking 
to 

add 
St. 

C
harles 

C
ounty, 

Jefferson 
C

ounty 
_and 

the 
school 

districts 
in 

St. 
C

harles 
and 

Jefferson counties to the case and said 
the suburban districts that agreed to 
participate 

in 
the 

voluntary 
plan 

-
C

layton, 
K

irkw
ood, 

R
itenour 

and 
U

niversity C
ity -

w
ould 

not 
now

 
be 

added as form
al defendants. 

IN
 

A
 

S
E

P
A

R
A

T
E

 
order; 

H
ungate 

directed• those 
districts 

and
· the 

St. 
· L

ouis B
oard of E

ducation to im
plem

ent . 
the voluntary plan as a "pilot project." ; 
H

e 
said 

the 
four 

suburban 
districts 

w
ould not 

be added as defendants so 
long as the districts act "in good faith 
to 

achieve 
a 

level 
of 

integration 
satisfactory to the court." 

H
ungate 

also 
said 

the 
F

erguson
F

lorissant School 
D

istrict, w
hich w

as 
the subject of an earlier desegregation 
c
a
se

, 
w

as 
re

le
a
se

d
 

fro
m

 
th

e 
jurisdiction of 

the 
federal 

court 
last 

year, "w
hich m

eans that it w
as f ,·c:nd to 

be 
in 

com
pliance 

w
ith 

ti:~ 
court's 

d
eseg

re
g

a
tion 

o
rd

ers. 
T

h
ere 

is 
substantial likelihood that involvem

ent 
in 

this 
law

suit 
m

ight 
ham

per. the 
ongoing 

efforts 
of 

the 
F

erguson
F

lorissant School D
jstrict to elim

inate 
a
n

y
 

re
m

a
in

in
g

 
v

e
stig

e
s 

o
f 

segregation." 
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Shaded areas show St. Louis County districts that judge said would not be 
added new as defendants. 

'. seeking to add all five St. Charles 
County school districts .and ali 11 

. Jefferson County districts to the case. 
1 Hungate also temporarily delayed 
! motions .seeking to add as defer.dants 
; the Mis:;ouri Housing De:cvelopment 
· Commission, the Housing Authority of 
the city of St. Louis, and the La'.id 

1 Clearance f or Redevelopment · 
l Authority of St. Lou;s County. 
(. Hungate ~aid he was staying those 
' motions pending evidentiary bearings. 
'. The judge ordered the iederal 
· government, the state, and the ciiy 
school board "to develop and submit to 

' the court by February 1, 1982, a 
suggested plan of interdistrict school 

. desegregation necessary to eradicate 
; the remaining vestiges of government-

imposed school segregation in the city 
of St. Louis and St. Louis County." . 

THE FIRST HEARING on the 
suggested plan was set by Hungat_e for 
IO a.m. March l. He also appomted 
local attorney, Shularnit.h Simon, to 
"represent the public interest" in the 

· development of a mandatory plan. 
Hungate said the level of 

participation in the voluntary plan was 
insufficient to desegregate the schools. 

"I_n light of the overwhelming 
rejection of the 12(a) voluntary plan, 
the court is impelled to begm 
proceedings . on a mandatory 
interdistrict . plan" originally ordered 
for submission last year by Senior U.S . 
District Judge James H: Meredi~h. 

A principal aim of the voluntary 
plan handed down by Hungate July 2 
~as to encourage white suburban 
students to transfer voluntarily to the 79 
percent black cit~ school sy~tem_ an~ to 
persuade predormnantly white d1stncts 
to accept black city students. Htmg~.te 
gave districts until Aug. 6 to decide 
whether they would participate. . 

MANY PARTIES inyo!ved in the 
dese"regation contrnversy said the 
judg;'s order was inevitable in light of 
the collapse of the voluntary plan. 
Several people said Hungate's order 
could spur legal challenges. 

"It's the thing that had to come," 
said city school board member 
Raymond F . Decker. 

( c-cn,o:: . ) 
' 



William L.·Hungate 
... "impelled" 

"JUDGE HUNGATE HAS ordered 
the Justice Department, the state of 
Missouri and the city Board of 
Education to formulate a . plan_ to 
establish forced busing to be re_ad~, to 
start in spring 1982," Taylor said. In 

the same order, he has named several 
school districts that will now stand trial 
before him. It is not the American way 
for a judge to specify punishment and 
then hold a trial." 

Jeanne Hacker, chairman of the 
anti -tmsing committee of the 
Association of the Concerned Citizens of 
Affton, said the group will fight the 
order. 

"We will lobby; we will write to our 
congressmen; we will do whatever. is 
necessary in a peaceful, law-abiding 
manner to see if we can stall this off." 

In a related development Monday 
night, the St. Louis Board of Education 
allocated $2.6 million to finance the 
school system's internal desegregation 
program for the upcoming school year. 

HUNGATE ADDED THE following 
St. Louis County school districts as 
defendants: Affton, Bayless, 
Brentwood, Hancock Place, Hazelwood, 
Jennings, Ladue, Lindbergh, 
Map lewood-Richmond Heights, 
Mehl ville, Normandy, Parkway, 
Pattonville, Riverview Gardens, 
Rockwood, Valley Park, Webster 
Groves, and Wellston. 

Those St. · Louis County districts 
excluded from immedi2te inclusion as 
defendants were Clay;•}n, Kirkwood, 
Ritenour, University City and 
Ferguson-Florissant. 

Also exclud~d were the St. Charles 
C:;c1nty districts of Fort Zumwalt, St. 
Charles County R-5, Wentzville R-4, St. 
Charles, and Francis Howell R-3; and 
the J efferson County _ districts of 
Dunklin R-5, Hillsboro R-3, Fox C-6, 
Fe~tus R-6, Crystal City, De Soto, · 
Windsor C-1, Grandview R-3, Jefferson 
County R-7, Northwest Jefferson 
County R-1 and Sunrise R-9. 

"This is what we've been asking • 
for," said city school board President 
Marjorie M. Weir. "We have always 
felt that they (the county districts) 
were part of the metropolitan area and 
should be part of a metmpolitan 
solution." 

Gayle Taylor, local c:JOrdinator for 
six area neighborhood anti-busing 
organizations, called Hungate's order 
"a plan for forced busing" and said 
suburban districts had never b..."en 
found guilty of _fostering segregated 
school conditions. 

• con ul e a_ milestone: . .. . . I 
By BILL STOLBERG 

G!obe-Dt:mocrat Staff Write. 

What the judge did not order iooday · 
in the St. Lou.is desegregation case 
could be more important than what he 
did , according to Edward T. " Tad" 
Focte, author of a voluntary city.county 
plan here and nationally known 
desegregation expert. 

Despite U.S. District Judge William 
L. Hungate's order Monday for 
development of a mandatory 
desegregation plan involving 18 St. 
Louis County school districts, the 
exclusion of four that earlier agr<!ed to 
join a vc!untary plan could become a· 
"milestone in Amcncan consti tutiona l 
law," Foote said in a telephone 
interview from his Miami home. 

Foote, who drafted a voluntary 
interdistrict pla!1 for Hungate, said the 
"the St. Louis desegregat ion case cGuld 
well become one of those landmark 
decisions which signifies a new way of 
approachir:g old problems . . . a 

milestone in American constitutional 
law." 

HUNGATE'S ORDER did not 
l,nclude Clayton, IGrkwood, University 
City and Ritenour - the !our county· 
districts that have agreed to participate 
in a voluntary plan. That exclusion ·and 
the possibility tha t at least part of St. 
Louis desegregation will be carried out 
voluntarily makes St. Louis unique, 
according to Foote. 

"The implications are very 
important," he said. "If it is possible to · 
put aside the litigation in the name of 
those children, to cooperate and 
compromise without forcing people to 
do what they don't want tci do, then St. 
Louis is a pioneer, much more of a 
pioneer than it thinks it is. 

"There are many thousands of 
people in those four districts, many 
thousands of human beings. What I 
believe the judge has done - if I 
understand the explanation - is to 
draw a distinction (between districts 

that are willing to volunteer and those 
that are not). 

"IF THE PLAN was to be 
mandatory throughout the area, there 
would be nothing new about it," he said. 

"Those of us who have participated 
in, the nine-year case have been aware 
for many months that the case in St. 
Louis would be special in the history of 
constitutional Jaw, because of Judge 
Meredith's 12(a) (the provision for 
voluntary participation). Without that it 
is unlikely that St. Louis would try do 
what no other big city could." 

Foote said he as:lumes the situation 
"is not static," for the 18 districts under 
the mandatory plan, and that "if a 
district decided to change its pcsition it 
would be welcomed." 

Foote, former chairman of the court
appoint~ Desegregation Monitoring 
and Advisory Committee and former 
dean of Washington University Law 
School, left St. Louis in June to become 

president of the Univtrsity of Mtami in 
Florida. Informed of Hungate 's action 
by phone !,fonday night, Fqotc was 
reluctant to discuss the parlicula111 of 
the judge's decision. , 

HE ASKED THAT hi!t 'personal 
comments be taken in a "general sen~e. 
Because I am not on the scene and have 
not read the decision, 'I cann6t 
characterize the judge's decisimi," he; 
said. 

Foote said that he was pleased 
· personally that the dam-: for a 
cooperative desegregation effort was 
faft open by Hungate's move. The fact 
thi:t some voiuntary involvement was 
allowed could benefi t the students in the 
St. Louis area. 

"I have believed in Gia past and still 
believe that a cooperative settlement 
would be to the benefit of all involved, 
especially the children of the St. Louis 
area," Foote said. · 
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1\ If the . spokesmen for several 
1
1
, suburban school districts and parents 
~ groups surveyed by The Globe-

Democrat are right, U.S. District Judge 
(I Williarn ·L. Hungate's latest 
, desegregation order will spur a spate of 
legal cl;lallenges and political battles. 

:.I'll fight_ it to my grave," said 
Ronald L. Earll, member · of the 
Mehlville R-9 school board. "My kids 
have a right to attend a school down the 

: street. It's not a racial i"ssue at all." 
I 't 
_ Reacting to Huogate's order for 
]preparation of .a mandatory 
desegregation plan involving 18 of St. 

,, Louis County's 23 school districts, 
.'. William Eggers, a member of the 
\. Parkway school board, said, "Our 
', response to the voluntary plan was 
-.·- essentially that we didn't desire to 
· participate because we had not, we 

'. believed, done anything to be part 01 ,the 
· suit" 
; -~;I THINK THAT essentially will be 

our same position legally (now) and we 
will have our ttorneys defend that," he 
added. "We've done nothing wrong and 
essentially are not guilty." 

Robert Bauer, president of the 
Affton school board, said, "Just 

because I'm being sued does not mean 
I'm wrong." 

He added L'lat the board probably 
would fight the order. 

And James E. Arnac, a Hazelwood 
school board member, said, '"We're 
satisfied with our scl1ool system the 
way it is." He predicted the board 
would fig.'lt the order. 

OF THE Ii! DEFENDANT districts, 
only Wellston seemed pleased. 
"Whatever the judge \\'ants, it's all 
right with me," said Beulah Smothers, 
a board member. "If it would help the 
c.:urnmunity, I'm for it - and it probably 
will (help)." 

Wellston, which has fewer th:m 10 
' white students in all it;;_ schools, 
, opposed the voluntary plan only 

because it feared black stu:lents wou!d 
leave Wellston and whlte students 
would not replace ' them, leaving the 
school district with fewer students and 

, therefore Jess state aid, sh;:: said. 
l, Under a mandatory plan, "white 

parents would have to send their 
chiidren (to Wellston)," Mrs. Smothers 
added. "If ~e (Hungate) said it's got to 
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be done, then other children would have 
to come here and we wouldn't lose any 
money," she said. 

AT LEAST ONE GROUP fighting 
mandatory desegregation was 
disappointed that school districts in St. 
Charles and.Jefferson counties were not 
in::iuded in Hungate's order. 

"My initial reaction is, first of all, a 
bit of surpise that he (Hungate) didn't 
inch.:de Jefferson County and St. 
Charles County," said Gayle Taylor, a 
spokesman for six 11.::ighborhood groups 
opposed to busing. 

The groups, Taylor represents are 
the Association of Concerned Citizens of 
Affton, the Association of Neighborhood 
Schools of Jefferson County, the South
County Association of Neighborhood 
Schools, the St. Charles County 
Association of Neighborhood Schools, 
No-Bus and West County Association 
for Neighborhood Schools in the 
Parkway area.· 

HOWEVER, SEVERAL people 
active in desegregation were pleased 
.that the judge left out some districts 
especially the four that agreed t; 

µart1cipate under certain conditions in 
the voluntary plan. 

"I'm so glad the volunteers were left · 
- out," said Ann Carter Stith, vice 
chairman- of the Desegregation 
Monitoring and Advisory Committee, 
which met Monday r.ight. "I would hope 
that the others will be given further 
Opportunity to volunteer. I've always 
believed that a voluntary pian could 
w0rkhere. 

"It is possible that other dist,icts 
might want to join the voluntary plan 
now," aaded Joseph W.B. Clark, 
chairman of the morJtor'illg committee. 

The voluntary plan was mentioned 
by a Pa ttonville school board member. 
"I would have hoped that Judge 
Hungate wo.ild have modified the · 
original voluntary plan to meet the 
objections oi all the school districts, 
inciuding the· ones that volunteered," 
said Robert Druggmond. 

"I THINK MORE school districts 
would have been interested in the 
voluntary plan with modifications," 
such as immunity from prosecution, he 
said. · 

Severa~ . persons complained -that 
Hungate mcluded school districts that 
ha~. not practiced s~greg~tion. 
. I . must say we've got a unlque 

~1tuat10n, because this is the first t!rr.e 
m the country that parents have banded 
together to stop forced .busing befo,e it 
zt~rted. We feel that our efforts have 
paid off in delaying busing for the ,80-81 
~chool_ year, which was one of our· 
li1tent1ons," Taylor said. 

"It's ludicrous for the judge to o~der 
the fede~al government and the state 
and the city board to begin formulating 
a plan for forced busing when none of 
th1:se _districts have ever been found 

· guilty;_ And that is -· not the Amrican 
, system. You and I would wam a trial 
before. they started in with penalties," 
such as i:ossible court-ordered busing 
Taylor said. • 

STEPHEN FOLLE, A Riverview· 
~ardt117 board member, said, "I don't 
,-,el we ve done anything to cause the 
desegregation problems in the city or 
add t? them. We've got a population in 
our city that's 38 percent black already 
and I don't see h~w we could help them 
(St. Louis)." · · 

Earll, ol the !Viehlville schcol board 
said " We're not 'g-i.1ilty. Our schooi 
ciisttict has never participated in 
segregation." · _, • ;~ 

Representatives ·of several school 
boards said they could not co~ent on 
Hungate's order but thought their 
districts would fight it. :', 

"Ou1' (position) is all in the hands of 
the (school board) lav;;yer," said Garlin 
H. Kellison, a Rockwood school board 
member. "i just know the parents in 
c:.:; distr;ci. are a;\ against it, so we 
(::::hro; board rnemhers) are all against 
it." 

Sir~ILARLY, T~OMAS 
Hennenhoefer of the Pattonville school 
board snid he would have to '.'wait and 
see what happens." However, ho added 
"if we in fact have been named (a~ 
parties to the suit) ... chances are (the 
board's next acti.on) would invo:·;c at• 
least a study of op.posing it." • 

Representatives for ;Bayless, 
Brentwood, Jennings, Lindbergh, 
Maplewood-Richmond Heigj't!s, Valley 
Park, Webster G:·oves, Normandy and 
Hancock Place refused to comment. 

Ladue schonl Superintendent Dr. 
Charles D. McKenna said his board had 
supported the state's previous appeal of 
being named as a defendant. That 
position would probably be reflecU.:d in 
the board's reaction to the Hungate 
order, he sai j. 
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ACCA 
P.O. Box 4341 
St. Louis, MO 63123 

AN SJC 
P.O. Box 444 
Arnold, MC 6301 0 

NO-BUS 
P.O. !3ox 1'123 
Florissant, MO 5303 i 

SCANS 
P.O. Box 10753 
St. Louis, MO J3129 

STCCANS 
P.O. Box 1265 
St. Charles, MO 6330.1 

WCJ\NS 
P.O. Box 814 
M;inchester. 1.0 63011 

t~ANS of EASTERN iV11SSOURI 
AFFILIATE OF 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR- NEIGHBORHOOD SCHOOLS, INC. 

5815 Michigan Ave. 
- St. Louis, MO 63111 

August 19, 19 81 
Mr. Morton Blackwell 
c/o The White House; Public Liaison Office 
160 0 Pennsylvania Ave., N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 2 05 01 

Dear Mr. Blackwell: 

Cn June 3, 1981 a small group of NANS representatives met with you 
at the White House. You assured us that the Executive Branch would 
live up to campaign promises with regard to ending "forced busing", 
but indicated that legislation must initiate in Congress. In the mean
time, the Reagan administration would do nothing to cause further 
expansion of forced busing. 

Mr. Blackwell, hundreds of thousands of people voted for Mr. Reagan 
on the basis of his anti-busing promises. At this point, those people 
are deeply disappointed in the way the Reagan administration is 
behaving. 

Countless letters from all over the country have been sent to President 
Reaga n protesting the way the "Justice" Department, under his adminis
tration, continues to pursue forced busing. We are given to under
stand that lett~rs to the president are funneled to the JUSTICE DEPART
MENT. If that's true, he may never have seen even one of them. 

It is one thing to receive assurances that "the Executive Branch" will 
maintain a hands-off policy -- but it appears that President Reagan 
must take decisive steps, soon, to straighten out his Justice Depart
ment. For all practical purposes, William French Smith, etal, are 
operating exactly as they did when Jimmy Cart er was in the White 
House. We did not vote for Jimmy Carter. We elected President 
Reagan because we honestly believed he would do everything in his 
power to end forced racial balancing. Has our trust been betrayed? 

It seems imperative now that NANS officials be granted a personal 
interview with the President. Cur mail doesn't reach him apparently. 
When members of the NAACP requested an audience with the presi
dent, they were permitted to meet him and present their views. It 

(cont.) 
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is, therefore, expected that the same courtesy would be extended 
to those of us who represent the vast majority of American citizens. 

I am enclosing a few recent articles which describe precisely 
what our complaint is. The Justice Department consistently 
denies appeal s made by Missouri's Attorney General, and appears 
to go out of its way t o help the small pro-busing faction. These 
matters mu st not be permitted to continue. We feel that the 
president should be made completely aware of what "his" justice 
department is doing, and also of how his constituents regard these 
acts. 

We are frustrated; we are angry; and we most definitely feel 
betrayed. On behalf of many thousands of NANS members here in 
Mis s ouri, I beg you to carry our message to the president; and 
if at all possible, intercede for us by arranging a personal inter
view . 

The president has a great many serious problems to face. We are 
well aware of that. However, nothing could be more urgent than 
the future and welfare of our nation's children. 

Please do anything you possibly can. If you have suggestions 
which we might follow, we will greatly appreciate hearing from 
you . In any event, we would like to know exactly what will be 
done by President Reagan to bring the Justice Department into 
line with current policies. 

a:11?U& ~ 
Ora Mae French, Chairman 
P.A. C. - NANS of Eastern Missouri 

cc: William D 'Cnofrio, President 
NANS 
1800 W . 8th St. 
Wilmington, DE 19805 
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By CHARLES E. BURGESS 
and ARTHUR J. THOMASON 
Globe-Democrat Staff Writers 

The Reagan admini stn ttJo n, 
rejecting plea rom 1ssoun offlcia.ls, 
urged the U.S Supreme Court not to 
hear an appeal of cour -ordere 
desegregation of St. Louis schools. 

"St. Louis' schools were segregated 
pursuant to Missouri law," the J ustice 
Department said in a brief flied wi th 
the court Monday 2Jl tl reported by the 
Associated Press. 

"The state has been ordered to assist 
in remedy·ng that constitutional 
violation," the brief said. " The 
decisio,s (of the lower courts) were 
squarely governed by decisions of this 
(U.S. Supreme) court. Accoi:dingly, the 
petition should be denied." 

Meanwhile, St. Louis school board 
attorneys argued in their brief Monday 
that a decision by the U.S. SUpremel 
Court to review the desegregation plan -:". 
"might seriously - disrupt · the."' 
educational program of the city ' 
schools.: •-

THE BOARD RGED the Supreme 

Co•Jrt to reject challenges by Missoun 
Attorney General John D. Ashcroft to 
Hn~cing , and interdistrict planning 
reqmrements in the plan. 

-..ranting the request for a hearing 
"would simply resurrect and 
exacerbate all the doubts and concerns 
tha~ the _community long since put 
behmd ll m uniting to make the court• 
ordered . plan work for the I city's 
schoolch1ldren," the school board's 
brief said. 

Lower court rulings that the state 
must pay half the costs of the 
~esegz:egatian plan and take a role in 
~nterdiS\rict planning were proper 
~~use the state was found to be a 

pnmary i:;onstnutional violator' ' in the 
case, the brief said. · 

I I 
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Meanwhile, St. Louis school -board 
tells j_udge there is no reason to delay 
moving toward a mandatory 
desegregation plan. 

M • : a , "rmn:znnarn1S1WR1PJ1ll-1s::-a 

ASHCR(JFT TALKED with Justice 
Department officials last week in an 
eff~r~ to persuade them to change their 
pos1t10n on the case. His efforts 
apparently failed. 

Under lower court rulings, the state 
has been ordered to pay half the costs 
of the busing plan for St. Louis schools 
a l~VY. which amounted to $11 mi)lio~ 
dunng the 1980-81 school year. 

~shcroft, in his meeting with 
_ A~s~stan~ U.S . . Attorney· Gen~ral 
,- Wllh_am l3radford ,Reynolds of I the . 
t J~~t1_ce · pepartment's , · civil · rights :· 
;, · d1v1S_10!1, ija~ asked specifically that the 

admm1str11t1on review, the questiop. of 
the state's ?bligatio~ to help pay for the 
desegregation plan. 1 • 

The administration's decision is 

"gratifying ... and comforting," said 
Paul B. Rava, an attorney with the city 
school board. "The cloud is gone over 
the outcome because their decision is 
influentia l. . . . The decision fortifies 
our position." 

BUT HE ADDED, "It's never final 
unti l the court decides ." 

Speaking to the Justice 
Department's statement that decisions 
of the lower courts "were squarely 
governed" by decisions of the Supreme 
Court, Larry R. Marshall, state 
ass1,s tant ~ttorney general , said, "We 
don t believe they I were 'squarely 
governed' - they exceeded their 
grounds." 

Ashcroft was unavailable for 
com~~nt b~t ~arshall said the Reaf';an 
admm1strat10n s action "is no gireat 
surprise. They have been an adversary 
to the state from the1 beginning - they 
·have consistently opposed ~ur 
position." 

T~E SUPREME COURT is to decide 
during its autumn t~rm, which begins 

== ezm 

in October, whether to hear the appeal 
in the St. Louis case. 

,Meanwhile, in St. Louis Monday, 
school board attorneys told a federal 
judge th~t the response by suburban 
school ~i,stricts to a voluntary 
interdistrict desegregation proposal has 
been. so ~n~nthusiastic that there is no 
i;eason I tp delay moving toward a 

i aIJdatory plan. · 
!~ava acknowledg~ that the board's 

mov~ is Jan *~e~t. to interest more · . 
<;li~tnc~ m ~~ft1pp;itmg. . i ! : '; 
.! ~~1cJ{)f1t1pn1 ·,by only f6ur, pf 39., 
~\JO~ I di~tript~ ¥1 three sub~rban. 
CrOun_tlfi;S r'.ca.f1D01t serve _ as a basjs fo:r ' 
staymg the proposed interdistrict · 
litigation," board attorneys urged U.S. 
pistrict Judge William L. Hungate. 
'I THE ATTORNEYS argued that 
Hungate, •' who had proposed the 
voluntl!-ry plan, should : 
, - Refuse any " blanket" delay on 

litigation, even for districts that have 
agreed conditionally to cooperate in the 
voluntary plan. A limited stay could be 
allow~d for a year tor ·some 
participating districts, the attorneys 
said. 

- Order 'the state to pay 
transportation costs and supplementary 
state aid, according to the voluntary 

. pian's formul~, for all suburban 
students who il)dividually are se~king 
t~ e~ter the St.I Louis system or' othi? 

1
d1stncts wh~re ,heir race is a min~ri\i. 

· - Permit lhe school board and 
National As~ociation for the 
Advancern. ent o~ Colored People to file 
~!aims, ~ndin~ since January, under 

[

vhich .dis. tricts 1n ~t. Louis, St. Charl1s 
p.d Jefff;!rson <;oupties would beFome 
ormaJ defendants jn the case. I 
I ·The chief 'condition set by districis 
,mtativelf agreeing to participate ~·n 
he plan was that they be prot1?Ct d 

f rom , 1jtigl\ti9n I over mand? to y 
!,nterdistfict busing. The districtW l,lre 
;\l laytqn , Kirkwqod, Ritenour I and 
1University City . ' I 

( c.an.t I) 
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"THE COURT PLAN would have to 
includi, a stay of litigation in some form 
or the districts I represent would net be 
interested," said attorney Bertr'-1.m W. 
Tremayne Jr., who represents the 
Kirkwood and University City districts. 

"We can have a vcluntary plan or we 
can litigate. We can·t do both at the 

same time," said John Gianoulakis, :he 
Ritenour district 's attorney. 

The board suggests the state pay all 
costs for voluntarily transferring 
students even if other portions of the 
plan are shelved. 

Under the plan·s formula, the state 
also would pay half of normal state aid 
to the home · district of each transfer 
student. The receiving district would 
get $1 ,250 for each non-resident student 
it accepts, plus half the difference 
between $1 ,250 and the actual average 
cost of educating a student. 

"IT IS TYPICAL of the St. Lcuts 
board's attempts to get money," 
Marshall said. "Now Lliat they don't 
really have any participaung districts, 
they want the state to expend money 
anyway." 

Of 5,903 applicants for St. Louis 
magnet schools this fall, about 300 are 
suburban students. Their home districts 
include 24 that have turned down the 
voi:..:itary plan and the four tentative 
participants. 

Hungate's plan had specified that 
"fiscal incentives" would go only to 
districts that agreed to participate but 

the board proposes making them 
available to non-participating districts. 

The NAACP late Monday filed 
arguments supporting those of the ci ty 
school board. Those elements of the 
voluntary plan concerning opening new 
city magnet schools, the fiscal 
incentives and the transportation costs 
shouid "be permitted to go forward," it 
said. 

BECAUSE OF THE di appointing 
reaction to the voluntary plan, no stay 
on mandatory litigation steps should be 
granted, it added. 

In a separate fil ing, the St. Louis 
board asked authorization to change 
attendance areas to reassign 100 
freshmen to Vashon High, re!ieving 
probable overcrowding at Northwest 
High. 

Also sought, at elementary level, 
was permission to reassign 26 Cook 
Branch School students to Hamilton 
Branch 2, and 40 Cook Branch students 
to Hempste:id, also because of potential 
overcrowding. 

The schools involved in the request 
are expected to have virtually all-black 
enrollments . 
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al action on 
The final rejection of 
the voluntary deseg
regation plan came 
Thursday" from Park
way, largest of the 
school districts. 
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By Charles E. Burgess 
Globe-Democrat Staff Writer 

Amot?•m seeking to resume legal steps 
toward mandatory city-suburban 

· school desegregation might be filed by . 
early next week, an attornev for a black 
parent group said Thursday.' 

"All evidence points to the conclusion 
that efforts to have a voluntary plan have 
failed," said William P. Russell, attorney 

. for Concerned Parents of North St. Louis, 
original plaintiff in the 9½-year-long 
desegregation case. 

Proponents of the plan said responses 
by Thursday's dead.line for suburban 
districts to say whether they would 
participate in a voluntary desegregation 
plan were at least a beginning. 

Four districts among 391n St. 
Louis, St. Charles and Jefferson counties 
that had been asked by U.S. District 
Judge William L. Hungate to participate 
agreed to do so conditionally. There were 
33 rejections, and two said they would 
decide after the U.S. Supreme Court 
rules on a state challenge to the 
interdistrict plan. 

The final rejection came Thursday 
from Parkway, largest of the group with 
about 22,iOO students - more than 98 
percent of them white. 

A principal aim of the plan handed 
down by Hungate July 2 wa$ to 
encourage white suburban students to 
transfer voluntarily to the 79 ~ rcent
black city system and to persuade 
predominantly white districts to accept 
black city students. 

Russell noted that only three _of the 
tentative pa rticipants - Clayton, 
Kirkwood and Ritenour - could approve 
city-surburban exchanges. n:e fourth 
tenative participant, University City, is 
predominantly black, and so could only 
arrange exchanges with predominantly 
white surburban districts. 

integra ion looms 
With the currem !:· .. '.P·1e! ,1f 

acceptance, "I don't think it would be 
possible that there wo-:.:ld be eriough 
tranfers to be noticeable," Russell said. 

Hungate on June 23 denied the parent 
group's motion to discontinue efforts for 
a voluntary pian. The group said the . 
judge should proceed with consideration 
of whether suburban districts should be 
named formal defendants in the case and 
order resumption of a feasibility study on 
mandatory interdistrict desegregation. 

Russell said he would refile the motion 
as soon as it is clear that the judge 
intends to grant no further time for 
responses on the voluntary plan. 

Susan Uchitelle, interim director of 
the coordinating committee for the 

voluntary plan, said she felt that 
explanations of some districts for their 
refusals, including Pattonville's late 
Wednesday, indicate considerable 
interest remains in participation. 

St. Louis school board attorney Paul 
B. Rava said, "It's in the hands of the 
judge, but it 's a step forwa¢ from zero 
to four." 

Meanwhile, the Kirkwood district, one 
of the four conditional participants, filed 
a request with Hungate for "relief from 
further litigation" aimed at mandatory 
desegregation. , 

This protection should be assured 
for all participating districts, Kirkwood 
attorney Bertram W. Tremayn~ Jr. told 
the judge. 

Missouri Assistant Attorney General 
Larry R. Marshall noted that all the 
conditional acceptances contain a similar 
proviso. 

"The state has said all along that it 
will be difficult to get districts to 
participate when there's a threat of 
mandatory action," he said. 

Richard B. Fields, attorney for the 
National Association for the Advancemnt 
of Colored People, said only, "Our 
motion is before the judge, and all we can 
do is wait for him to act on it." The 
motions to make the suburban districts 
formal defendants was filed in January 
by the NAACP and city school board. 

In a separate matter, the first 
challenge was filed to a voluntary 
vocational education student exchange 
plan between the St. Louis system and 
the Special School District of St. Louis 
County. 

Anthony J. Sestric, attorney for 
the anti-busing group Concerned Parents 
_ for Neighborhood Schools, filed notice 
that the agreement, approved June 11 by 
Hungate, would be appealed. During 
hearings, Sestric contended the plan was 
unfair to white city students who would 
not be allowed to transfer to Special 
District vocational high schools. 

Parkway board President William C. 
Eggers, in a six-page letter to Hungate on 
reasons for the rejection of the voluntary 
plan for regular districts, said the board 
w<dd like an opportunity to respond to 
any modifications Hungate makes. 

Eggers said the plan should contain 
...,,.,.;,..nces of protection for participating 
districts agains t litigation, and 
safeguards for local autonomy. 

The Clayton board, deciding to 
participate after a three-hour closed 
session late Wednesday, stressed th:i.t its 
will ingness "to work towa rd the 
impl.ementation of the goals" of the 
voluntary plan was contingent on 
assurance of similar protection. 

"Commendably, the court's plan 
provides for the inclusion of additional 
school systems in future years. This 
prospect warrants _ proceeding on a _ 
voluntary basis at this time," Clayton 
board attorney George Bude told 
Hungate. 

The Special School District asked 
Hungate_ to clarify whether it . is 
considered liable for any action for non
participation in the voluntary plan for 
regular districts. 

Attorney Burton M . Greenberg 
pointed out that the agreement on 
vocational programs already is in effect. 
He asked for an order excluding the 
district from the other plan, or a hearing 
if there is any "lingering doubt" on the 
question. 
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Shaded areas show school districts that have refused to 
participate in the voluntary plan. No shading indicates condi
tional approval, and cross hatching shows the districts 
awaiting U.S. Supreme Court action on the case. 



., 
f2A Wed., Auf. 5, 1981 ST.LOUIS POST-DISPATCH 

tate's h.litv To av . 
esegregation Cos s By Robert Goodrich . 

Post-Dispatch. Jefferson City Bureau 
', JEFFERSON CITY - State1officia ls 

q~estion whether the state can afford to 
help finance St. · Louis-area school 
desegregation as a federa_l court has 
ordered . 
· "We are very hard pressed," State 

Treasurer Mel· Carnahan said Tuesday. 
He said he does not know how the state 
will respond to a specific federal_ court 
order 10 pay the bill for more 
desegregation costs. 

"I'm curious about that personally," 
he said. "Our projected cash flows a re 
very tight for the next few months. Our 
reserve is low, and our expenditures 
come almost before our income. 

"The idea that people can think up 
solutions to things, and just send the bill 
oyer to the state is strictly short-range, 

because the revenues are just not going 
to be there for that purpose." 

Last yeai· U.S. District Judge James 
H. Meredith ordered the state to p:iy 
$8.5 million, half the cost of 
desegregation in St.. Louis . Although 
Attorney General John D. Ashcroft told 
the state treasurer to write the check, 
he has gone to the_ U.S. Supreme Court 
in an effort to overturn Meredith's 
order. No decision is expected until at . 
least next spring - if the Supreme 
C-0urt takes the case. 

This year the state expects a similar 
order - and a bill for about $11 million. 

And a plan fo r voluntary 
metropolitan desegregation issued by 
U.S. District Judge William L. Hungate 
calls for the state to pay much of the 
cost. 

A school district receiving a transfer 

student would get $1 ,250 from the state 
plus 50 percent of the difference 
between $1 ,250 and the distr ict's 
average cost for each pupil. A district 
losing a transfer student still would 
.receive half of its state aid for that 
pupil. 

In add1t10n, Hungate last Friday 
ordered the St. Louis School Board and 
the state to share equally in related 
costs, including those of the program's 
court-appointed interim director, its 
coordinating committee and other 
expenses. · 

Tomorrow is the deadline for the 40 
eligible school districts in St. Louis and 
St. Louis, St. Charles and Jefferson 
counties to report whether they will 
participate. 

No money 'has been included in the 
state budget to pay either voluntary or 

mandatory desegregation costs . 
Both House Budget Chairman 

Marvin E. Proffer, D-Jackson, and 
Senate Appropriations Chairman 
Edwin L. Dirck, D-St. Ann, have made 
it clear that they do not intend to 
include such an appropriation in the 
future .. 

The Legislature refused to include 
any mention of such funds in the budget 
so that there could be no legal 
recognition of the issue by the state or 
documented evidence of how the state 
might be able to afford the cost, they 
said. Any such mention might weaken 
Ashcroft's appeal to the Supreme 
Court, they said. 

The $8.5 million came from the 
state's operating cash reserve, which 
D1rck last mouth estimated to contain 
aoout $80 million. 

But Carnahan said the reserve fias 
now sun_k to a dangerous level - below 
$60 m1ll10n - with bills from the fiscal 
year that ended June 30 still arriving A 
year a?o, the state started its· fis~al 
year with a $230 million surplus and a 
ye_a~ before that, the surplus w;s $287 million. 

There has long been disagreement 
over ~ow much is needed in the 
operatmg cash reserve to allow the 
state to_ pay its monthly bills . " Safety 
would dictate $85 million to $100 million 
minimum," Carnahan said. · 

Commissioner of Administration 
Stephen C. Bradford said a shrinking 
cas h rese rve r equires careful 
management. "We're watching our 
cash-flow situation very closely, almost 
on a daily basis," he said. "Mel is 
correct that our cash position is below 
$60 million." 

Bradford and Carnahan agreed that 
an order from someone like a federal 
judge to make a payment for which 
there is no appropriation raises serious 
constitutional questions. 

Bradford said it forces the extraction 
of cash from the reserve or an 
administrative decision that some state 
program will have to suffer. 

Some state officials are talking 
about asking Hungate to include in any 
order for payments by the state 
instructions on what fund to take the 
money from. 

Assistant Attorney General Larry 
Marshall, who is handling the state's 
appeal of previous desegregation 
payments, said additional orders for 
state payment would automatically be 
covered by his appeal. 

Questioned 
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ANSJC 
P.O. Box444 
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P.O. Box 1123 
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AFFILIATE OF ~ 

NATI ONAL ASSOCIATION FOR NEIGHBORHOOD SCHOOLS, INC. ) 

Mr. Morton Blackwell 
Office of Public Liason 

August 19,1981 

Room 191, Old Executive Office Bldg. 
White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Mr. Bl ackwe 11 : 

This letter confirms and follows my long distance telephone 
conversation with Kathy Christianson yesterday. We of N.A.N.S. 
are very upset by the way in which the Justice Department 
is being allowed to interfere in the St. Louis area Forced 
Busing situation. We are led to conclude one of two things: 

l. the President is ineffective in controlling 
his people 

or 

2. he is not interested in Stopping Forced Busing. 

Attached or copies of two recent news articles appearing in 
St. Louis papers. On August 14th we read that President 
Reagan is personally interested in our case . But, on August 
18th it was reported that 11 The Reagan administration ... 
urged the U.S.Supreme Court not to hear an appeal of court
ordered desegregation of St. Louis schools. 

Note that it was William Bradford Reynolds, of the Just i ce 
Department, who made that statement, but i t was the Reagan 
administration that is credited with the action. When the 
cat is away (in California) the mice (in Washington) will 
play. 

We implore you to convey to the president our fears that 
he and the Republican Party are not interested in keeping 
their family oriented promises that demand support for 
neighborhood schools. 

The president may say he's going to do something. 

I'm from Missouri! 

Sincerely, 

d'½-'£ /(/4_,fuy~ 
Chairman, Pro Temp 

cc: see attachment 



Mrs. Elizabeth Dole 
Office of Public Liason 
Washington, DC 20000 

Mr. William French Smith 
Attorney General 
Washington, DC 20000 

Mr. Terrell Bell 
Secretary of Education 
Washington, DC 20000 

List of Addressees For Copies 

Mr. Christopher S. Bond, Governor 
State of Missouri 
Jefferson City, MO 65101 

Mr. John Ashcroft 
Attorney General 
State of Missouri 
Jefferson City, MO 65101 

Mr. Morton Blackwell 
August 19, 1981 



Reagan Closely Watching St. Louis School CaE 
By William Frelvogel 
Post-Dispatch Washington Bureau 
( :opyri!!:hl 1981. St. Louis P<N!t•Dispatcb 

WASHINGTON - President Ronald 
Reagan has taken a personal interest in 
t he St. Louis public schools 
desegregation case, p-residential 
counselor Edwin Meese III says. . 

Meese and Missouri Gov . 
Christopher S. Bond also disclosed in 
interviews Thursday with the Post
Dispatch that they had talked about the 
case in several recent conversations. In 
fact, Bond said, he reminded Meese in a 
rneeting Thursday in Kansas City about 
the state's strong opposition to forced 
:chool busing. 

of the federal court order · requiring 
desegregation of the St. Louis schools . 

On Thursday, Meese said he had 
talked to Reagan about the St. Louis 

·. case, and the president had expressed a The Post-Dispatch reported • two 
weeks ago that the department was 

fAIMill11,1,1::~,i,w,,Wiolilloo..--------- considering support of part of the 
But Meese did not give any details of state's appeal to the Supreme Court . 

hat steps Reagan had ordered or Specifically, the department may 
ommended. recommend that the Supreme Court 

Missouri Attorney 
General John D. Ashcroft slipped 
unannounced into Washington on 
Thursday to urge top U.S. Justice 
Department officials to support part or 
all of the state's appeal of the St. Louis 
desegregation ruling to the Supreme 
Court. 

The Justice Department has until 
Monday to respond to the state's appeal 

■ FROM P~GE ONE 

V. Wilson Jr. confirmed that Ashcroft 
had talked to Reynolds about the 
response the department might make to 
the state appeal. 

One possibility raised was for the 
department to make no response at all , 
Wilson said. That would mean the 

· government was taking no position on 
the state's appeal. 

Wilson said no decisions were made 
~ at the meeting. Another Justice 

D~partment source said it was still 
,. possible that the department would 

continue to adhere to its past position 
and flatly oppose the state's position. 

Thursday's session was the second 
~ "!eting that Ashcroft is known to have 
had with top Justice Department 
offi c ials about the St. Louis 
desegregation case. In late May, Meese 
arranged for Ashcroft to meet with U.S. 
Attorney General William French 
Smith. 

Meese arranged the meeting after 
Bond had protested to him about the 
Justice Department's handling of the 
case. 

At the time of the May meeting 
between the attorneys general, Meese 

consider whether the state should be 
forced, as ordered by the U.S. District 
Court in St. Louis, to pay half the cost of 
the desegregation effort, department 
sources said. 

Until now, the department has 
consistently argued that the state is 
liable to pay for part of the . 
desegregation plan now in effect In St. 
Louis. Consideration of a shift in 

and Bond disclosed that they had talked 
on the telephone and in person about the 
St. Louis case. 

Bond said Thursday that the 
conversations have continued. He said 
he talked with Meese in June as well. 

Bond brought up the matter in 
'several discussions with Meese over the 
last three months, sources said. In 
addition, there have been contacts with 
other White House officials, the sources 
said. 

Meese said that the review of the St. 
Louis case being conducted by the 
Justice Department was a 
comprehensive one. 

Ashcroft, Bond and Reagan are all 
Republicans , Former Justice 
Department officials who handled the 
St. Louis case, like Temple University 
professor Robert Reinstein, have 
criticized the Reagan administration 
for allegedly permitting politics to 
enter into Justice Department decision
making. 

Robert Goodrich of the Post
Dispatch staff contributed information 
for this story. 

position is partly a result of Ashe 
lobbyi ng of Justice Depart , 
officials, the sources said. 

Ashcroft 's meeting Thursday 
William Bradford Reynolds, the he 
the department's Civil Rights Di\ 
was a imed a t encouraging 
department to support part of 
state's appeal, sources said. 

Ashcroft himself evaded com• 
on the meeting. Justice Depart , 
sources said he had hoped the me 
could be held secretly. The depart • 

. confirmed that the meeting had 
held only after a reporter already 
learned details of it. 

Justice Cepartment spokesman 
See SCHOOLS, Page 7 
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State 
Integration Appeal 

ByCHARLESE.BURGESS 
and ARTHUR J. THOMASON 
Globe-Democrat Staff Writers 

. The Reagan administration 
rejecting pleas from Missouri officials, 
urged the U.S. Supreme Court not to 
hear an appeal of court-ordered 
desegregation of St. Louis schools. 

"St. Louis' schools were segregated 
pursuant to Missouri law," the Justice 
Department said in a brief filed with 
the court Monday and reported by the 
Associated Press. 

"The state has been ordered to assist 
in remedying that constitutional 
violation," the brief said. "The 
decisions (of the lower courts) were 
squarely governed by decisions of this 
(U.S. Supreme) court. Accordingly, the 
petition should be denied." 

Meanwhile, St. Louis school board 
attorneys argued in their brief Monday 
that a decision by the U.S. Supreme 
Court to review the desegregation plan 

1 , "might seriously disrupt th e 
educational program of . the city 
schools." 

THE BOARD URGED the Supreme 

Meanwhile, St. Louis school board 
. tells judge there is no reason to delay 
moving toward a _mandatory 
desegregation plan. 

Court to reject cnallenges by Missouri 
Attorney General John D. Ashcroft to 
financing and interdistrict planning 
requirements in the plan. 

Granting the request for a hearing 
"would simply resurrect and 
exacerbate all the doubts and concerns 
that the community long since put 
behind it in uniting to make the court
ordered plan work for the city's 
schoolchildren," the school board's 
brief said. 

Lower court rulings that the state 
must pay half the costs of the 
desegregation plan and take a role in 
interdistrict planning were proper 
because the state was found to be a 
"primary constitutional violator" in the 
case, the brief said. 

ASHCROFT TALKED with Justice 
Department officials last week in an 
effort to persuade them to change their 
position on the case. His efforts 
apparently failed. · 

Under lower court rulings, the state 
has been ordered to pay half the costs 
of the busing plan for St. Louis schools, 
a levy which amounted to $11 million 
during the 1980-81 school year. 

Ashcroft, in his meeting with 
Assistant U.S. Attorney General 
William Bradford Reynolds of the 
Justice Department's civil rights 
division, had asked specifically that the 
administration review the question of 
the state's obligation to help pay for the 
desegregation plan. 

The administration's decision is 

"gratifying . . . and comforting," said 
Paul B. Rava, an attorney with the city 
school board. "The cloud is gone over 
the outcome because their decision is 
influential. . . . The decision fortifies 
our position." 

BUT HE ADDED, "It's never final 
until the court decides." 

Speaking to the Justice 
Department's statement that decisions 
of the lower courts "were squarely 
governed" by decisions of the Supreme 
Court, Larry R. Marshall, state 
assistant attorney general, said, "We 
don't believe they were 'squarely 
governed' - they exceeded their 
grounds." 

Ashcroft was unavailable for 
comment but Marshall said the Reagan 
administration's action "is no great 
suwtse. They have been an adversary 
to e state from the beginning -~ 
bave consistently oppose~Qur 
position." 

THE SUPREME COURT is to decide 
during its autumn term, which begins 

Continued on Page llA 

,, 



·· U.S. ·opposes state desegregation appeal 
Continued from Page lA 

in October, whether to hear the appeal 
in the St. Louis case. . 

Meanwhile, in St. Louis Monday, 
school board attorneys told a federal 
judge that the response by suburban 
school districts to a voluntary 

• 'interdistrict desegregation proposal has t been so unenthusiastic that there is no 
· reason· to delay moving toward - a 

1) mandatory~an. 
Rava ac owledged that the board's 

move is an attempt to interest more 
districts in participating. 

Participation by only four of 39 
school districts in three suburban 
counties "cannot serve as a basis for 
staying the proposed interdistrict 
litigation," board attorneys urged U.S. 
District Judge William L. Hungate. 

THE ATTORNEYS argued that 
Hungate, who had proposed the 
voluntary plan, should: 

- Refuse any "blanket" delay on 
litigation, even for districts that have 
agreed conditionally to cooperate in the 

· voluntary plan. A limited stay could be 
allowed for a year for some 
participating districts, the attorneys 

;,, 
I 

said . ' 

- Order the state to pay 
transportation costs and supplementary 
state aid, according to the voluntary 
plan's formula, for all suburban 
students who individually are seeking 
to enter the St. Louis system or other 
'districts where their race is a minority. 

- P~rmit the school board and 

./ 

National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People to file 
claims, pending since January, under 
which districts in St. Louis, St. Charles 
and Jefferson counties would become 
formal defendants in the case. 

The chief condition set by districts 
tentatively agreeing to participate in 
the plan was that they be protected 
from litigation over mandatory 
interdistrict busing. The districts are 
Clayton, Kirkwood, Ritenour and 
University City. 

"THE COURT PLAN would have to 
include a stay of litigation in some form 
or the districts I represent would not be 
interested," said attorney Bertram W. 
Tremayne Jr., who represents the 
Kirkwood and University City districts. 

"We can have a voluntary plan or we . 
can litigate. We can't do both at the 
same time," said John Gianoulakis, the 
Ritenour district's attorney. 

The board suggests the state pay all 
costs for voluntarily transferring 
students even if other portions of the 
plan are shelved. · 

Under the plan's formula, the state 
also would pay half of normal state aid 
to the home district of each transfer 
student. The receiving district would 
get $1 ,250 for each non-resident student 
it accepts, plus half the difference 
between $1,250 and the actual average 
cost of educating a student. 

"IT IS TYPICAL of the St. Louis 
board's attempts to get money," 
Marsh~II said. "Now that they don't 

:~ 

really have any participating districts, 
they want the state to expend money 
anyway." 

Of 5,903 applicants for St. Louis 
magnet schools this fall, about 300 are 
suburban students. Their home districts 
include 24 that have turned · down the 
voluntary plan and the four tentative 
participants. 

Hungate's plan had specified that 
"fiscal incentives" would go only to 
districts that agreed to participate but 
the board proposes making them 
available to non-participating districts. 

The NAACP late Monday filed 
arguments supporting those of the city 
school board. Those elements of the 
voluntary plan concerning opening new 
city magnet schools, the fiscal 

. incentives and the transportation costt. 
should "be permitted to go forward," it 
said. 

BECAUSE OF THE disappointing 
reaction to the voluntary plan, no stay 

. on mandatory litigation steps should be 
granted, it added. 

In a separate filing, the St. Louis 
board asked authorization to char.ge 
attendance areas to reassign JOO 
freshmen to Vashon High, relieving 
probable overcrowding at Northwest 
High. 

Also sought, at elementary level, 
was permission to reassign 26 Cook 
Branch School students to Hamilton 
Branch 2, and 40 Cook Branch students 
to Hempstead, also because of potential 
ove~t._fowding. 
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THE LAST FEW YARDS 
ARE THE HARDEST 
As you will read in this bulletin, we are closer than ever to crossing the pro-businij "goal 

line" and scoring an end to forced busing. The opposition is digging in for a vicious goal 
line stance." Our "ball carriers" (those friends of ours in Congress who are the strongest 
anti-busers) may be stopped in their tracks because of weak spots in a "front line" composed 
of the majority votes we need (and should have) among their colleagues. The opposing "team" 
of pro-busing senators and congressmen, fanatic although outnumbered, is being ~oaded into 
further efforts by the shrill screaming of its "fans'' in the liberal media and civil rights" 
stands. Our "front line" is nervous and intimidated. Meanwhile, what should be a strong 
section of our own "fan" support - the Reagan Administration - which came to the ~ame vowing 
to root our team on is not vocal enough and appears intimidated by the other sides "fans.'' 
BUT WE STILL HAVE THE LARGEST ROOTING SECTION - you and I and all the rest who oppose forced 
busing. We must root louder and stronger. We must make our voices heard! 

NANS CONTINGENT IN WASHINGTON JUNE 3-4 
On the morning of June 3 NANS president Bill 

D'Onofrio testified before the Constitution Sub 
committee of the Senate Judiciary Committee on 
the negative effects of city-suburbs forced 
busing in New Castle County, Delaware. Also 
testifying, at NANS request, was Thomas Curtis, 
a black educator, lawyer and author. Anti
busing Professor Curtis is on the editorial 
board of the conservative quarterly, The Lin
coln Review, and writes for the conservative 
American Enterprise Institute. The hearings, 
chaired by Senator Orrin G. Hatch (R-Utah), 
were a preliminary to the emergence of anti
busing legislation from the committee. 

That afternoon, NANS secretary Kaye C. Cook, 
board member Jim Venema, NANS St. Louis acti
vists Ora Mae French and Barbara Mueller, 
Missouri state representative Jean Matthews 
(who also testified before the subcommittee) 
and NANS Washington lobbyist Clarence B. Randal 
Jr. joined D'Onofrio and Curtis as the contin
gent met with Special Assistant to the Presi
dent, Morton Blackwell, a movement conserva
tive who serves as a liaison between groups 
like NANS and President Reagan and his inner 
circle of advisors. The fruits of this meeting 
will be further meetings between NANS and key 
Administration people with the busing issue, 
coordinated by our lobbyist. 

That night D'Onofrio was the guest on a 
lively hour-long radio talk show hosted by out
spoken conservative author and commentator Jef
frey St. John. D'Onofrio and St. John blasted 
away on the busing issue, especially at teach-

pres;dent's office 

1800 W 8th St. 

Wilmington, DE 19805 

communications office 

3905 Muriel Ave. 

Cleveland, OH 44109 

ers who were asked by St. John to call in and 
defend their union's advocacy of forced busing. 
St. John exclaimed that the busing discussion 
"lit up" his program's switchboard. The ground 
work was also laid for a possible future appear
ance by Professor Curtis on the program to dis
cuss opposition to busing from a black per
spective. 

On the morning of June 4 NANS was informed 
that a group of some 300 Pittsburgh suburban
ites, about to come under a federal court's 
city-suburbs busing order, had traveled to 
Washington to picket the Department of Justice 
and meet with Department spokesmen. Cook and 
D1 0nofrio went to mingle among the picketers, 
introducing them to NANS and our strategy on 
the issue. The group's leadership, however, 
remains highly suspicious of an "outside 
force" such as NANS and unconvinced that they 
can not stop forced busing "locally" Mean
while, pro-busing "community leaders" in Pitts
burgh have circulated the idea that NANS is 
affiliated with the Ku Klux Klan. 

Early that afternoon, D'Onofrio, Cook, 
Mueller, French, Curtis and lobbyist Randall 
met for over an hour with Secretary of Educa
tion Terrel Bell in what turned out to be a 
worthwhile effort. The Secretary insisted 
that his Department would not be involved in 
the insidious types of programs coerced by its 
predecessor Department of Health, Education 
and Welfare, including forced busing. He 
asked D'Onofrio to inform him of deviations 

membership office 

4431 Okell Rd . 

Columbus, OH 43224 

(cont. page 2) 

STOP FORCED BUSING 

e 



BULLETIN ti 25 -2-

NANS IN WASHINGTON (Cont.) 
from the Reagan Administration's announced 
policies by entrenched bureaucrats within his 
Department. On the other hand, Bell candidly 
laid out for us the difficulty the Department 
of Justice, headed by Attorney General William 
French Smith, has had harnessing the continued 
pro-busing zeal of liberals locked into their 
jobs by the civil service system and the dif
ficulty Bell has had convincing Smith himself 
to take an absolute anti-busing stance. 

NANS closed out its two-day foray as French 
and Mueller from St. Louis, along with Cook 
and D'Onofrio, met with "moderate" Missouri 
U.S. Senator John Danforth, who, before the 
advent of vigorous NANS activity in the St. 
Louis area, had a poor anti-busing voting 
record. However, at this meeting, we obtained 
a firm commitment from Danforth, albeit a ner
yous one, to "support any (anti-busing) 1~ · -
~at:io1rrepo-rted out or the Senate Juaiciary 
Committee." That's the "NANS way." 

FROM "UNCONSTITIJTIONAL" TO JUST NOT "RIGHT" 
--In a recent letter to Se~ Majority 
Leader Howard Baker (R-Tenn.) opposing impend
ing anti-busing legislation in the Congress, 
Herbert Hoffman, director of the American Bar 
Association's governmental relations office, 
warned that such legislation would "drastical
ly restrict" the powers of the courts to act 
in what he called "school desegregation cases.' 

Said Hoffman, "The issue is whether as a 
matter of policy and constitutional permissi
bility, this nation is going to adopt a policy 
whereby each time a decision of the Supreme 
Court or lower federal courts offends a major
ity of both houses of Congress, the jurisdic
tion of the federal courts to hear that issue 
will be stripped away." (F.mphasis ours) 

Well now! Read that one again! Here we 
have an admission from the prestigious law
yer's association that Congress can set a no
busing policy and not permit forced busing-
under the Constitution by stripping the fed
eral courts of jurisdiction to order forced 
busing and to do so by simple majority legis
lation! 

For a long time, those opposed to the idea 
of Congress using its powers under Article II 
of the Constitution to stop forced busing by 
removing federal court jurisdiction to order 
such "remedies" used as the basis of their 
arguments the claim that such congressional 
action would be "unconstitutional. 11 

We in the anti-busing movement knew better 
We knew that Congress has the clear power to 
do just that. We knew that those who said 
otherwise were either ignorant of the Consti
tution or out-and-out liars. 

Now, with the absolute constitutionality 
of such congressional power becoming more wel 
known due to increased public debate and citi 
zen action and a series of congressional hear 
ings on the subject, all resulting in an in
creased awareness, candor and determination 
by previously hesitant congressmen, the op
position is reduced to whining that such leg
islation wouldn't be "right." 

JULY - AUGUST 1981 

Lawyers like Mr. Hoffman don't like major
ity rule. They would rather have lawyers and 
judges control our government. Hoffman com
r.lains of a majority of Congress being 
'offended" by court busing decisions while 
ignoring the fact that it is an overwhelming 
majority of all Americans who are offended by 
such fudicial tyranny and that the Congress is 
final y beginning to react to pressure under 
our representative system of government. 

In this regard, a nationwide poll conducted 
earlier this year by Sindlinger & Co. for the 
Heritage Foundation found that 81.37. of those 
polled favored "congressional efforts to with
draw federal court jurisdiction over cases in
volving issues such as busing." Only 14.67. 
said they opposed those efforts. 

REAGAN APPOINTMENTS FAIL TO IMPRESS 
- ---'Th e-me-s-t--i-ml)&r~ a t-meve s by Pr-e-s--i de.-A--f'-H:pJt-lHl-1~ -l 

to date as they affect the issue of forced bus
ing have been his appointments to the key Jus
tice Department posts of Attorney General, 
Deputy Attorney General, Assistant Attorney 
General to head the Civil Rights Division, and 
his nominee to succeed retired Supreme Court 
Justice Potter Stewart. 

In assessing the possible impact of such 
appointments before their own actions gives a 
clear picture of their position on the busing 
issue, one need only pay attention to what the 
"other side" says or doesn't say as the appoin
tments are made. The silence of the NAACP, 
the ACLU and other pro-busing crazies has been 
deafening. The reaction of the liberal media 
and left-leaning groups and politicos has 
either been without criticism or of clucking 
approval. 

William French Smith, a Reagan associate 
and wealthy California lawyer, was made Attor
ney General (head of the Justice Department). 
To date, Mr. Smith appears to be content with 
merely continuing the anti-busing rhetoric of 
the Reagan campaign. The naked truth is that 
the Department of Justice, now under Reagan 
as it was under Carter, is still pursuing bus
in-g- orders . -·--/my clrange-o-f -di-rec ti-on is- a llJl()-ff 
imaginary or merely "promised." 

Edward Schmultz, of no known anti-busing 
conviction, was made Smith's Deptuy Attorney 
General. 

Perhaps the key Justice Department post as 
concerns the anti-busing movement is that of 
Assistant Attorney General for Civil Rights -
head of the Justice Department's Civil Rights 
Division. This is the post that is really re
sponsible for implementing busing issue policy 
for the Administration. 

Pushed hard for this post was Lino A. Grag
lia, professor of Constitutional Law at the 
University of Texas, long-time friend of NANS, 
impeccably-credentialed, the best bet in the 
legal community to bring "civil rights" ques
tions back on an even keel, and armed with a 
strong conviction that the courts have stood 
the Constitution on its head. Backing Graglia 
were Senators Strom Thurmond (Chairman of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee) and John Tower, 
the conservative think-tank Heritage Founda-

(cont. page 3) 
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REAGAN APPOINTMENTS (Cont.) 

tion, The Conservative Caucus, and other con
servative officials and groups. 
. In a March interview, Smith and Schmultz 
told Graglia that his writings and position 
•formed the foundation of the Administration's 
position" on the busing issue. Then, incred
iblf, they expressed their concern for Grag
lia s "credibility with blacks" Schmultz even 
wanted to know if "there was a liberal (pro
buser) who would endorse Graglia's appointmen~ 

Meanwhile, in the New York Times and on 
television, black "civil rights""""Teader David 
Tatel, a top pro-busing attorney under the 
Carter Administration, slanderously bellowed 
"Graglia's anti-busing rhetoric was tantamount 
to saying 7.ou wouldn't want your sister to 
marry one. ' 

Lacking political courage and pandering to 
Tatel and his ilk, Smith rejected Graglia and 
the crucial post went to William Bradford Rey
nolds, a Washington attorney of no real "civil 
rights" experience. Reynolds' father, a prom
inent attorney, and his mother, a duPont, are 
residents of Greenville, De., a bastion of 
wealthy moderate-liberal Republicanism and 
where Reynolds was raised. 

The chickens came home to roost early. At 
his confirmation hearing Reynolds said he was 
"fully sympathetic" with members of Congress 
opposed to busing. He then strongly voiced 
his opposition to legislation that would pro
hibit the Supreme Court from hearing busing 
cases. Said Reynolds, "In my personal view, 
it's a bad idea for Congress to try to do it. 
I have a lot of trouble when one of the three 
branches of government begins to cut back, 
modify the powers of another." 
Supreme Court Nomination 

With the retirement of moderate Justice 
Stewart, President Reagan had his first chance 
to begin restructuring the Supreme Court with 
appointments of the needed conservative per
suasion. To follow through on his own pro
nouncements, the President would have had to 
nominate a person several shades to the right 
of the retiring Stewart. He nominated Sandra 
Day O'Conner, an Arizona judge. 

Among the first to jump on Mrs. O'Conner's 
bandwagon were some of the most radical (and 
pro-busing) liberals in Congress, including 
Senators Ted Kennedy and Alan Cranston, House 
Speaker Tip O'Neill and Congressman Mo Udall. 
Kennedy was "heartened" by the nomination. 
Cranston said that Democrats as a group would 
endorse the nomination and that "the only op
position will come from Republicans." O'Neill 
said the nomination "is the best thing he 
(REagan) has done since he was inaugurated." 

Rejoiced Udall, "She's about as moderate a 
Republican rou'll ever find appointed by Rea
gan. If we re going to have Reagan appoint
ments to the Court, you couldn't do much 
better." Liberal newspapers are cooing over 
the nomination, as are the likes of pro-abor
tion forces, the radical National Organization 
for Women and the top left-wing political 
action group the Americans for Democratic 
Action, heao;d by the radical priest Robert 
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Drinan. Meanwhile, the Pro-Lifers, the anti
ERA forces and the Moral Majority are being 
blasted for their opposition. The NAACP and 
the ACLU are ominously silent. 

As an Arizona state senator, Mrs. O'Conner 
is reported to have once voted for a resolution 
asking Congress to stop busing, a rather weak 
state legislative initiative. However, she 
strongly opposed legislation that would have 
given Arizona parents a say on psychological 
testing and behavior modification schemes 
(read mind control) in public schools. Although 
her stance on abortion is being played down in 
the media, she sponsored legislation to permit 
abortions on minor girls without the permission 
of their parents. And as a person purportedly 
opposed to judicial intervention in legisla
tive matters, she supported the Equal Rights 
Amendment, the bottom line of which is to allow 
the Supreme Court to "interpret" matters per
taining to sex. 

With Mrs. O'Conner's record and r.osition on 
the busing issue rather vague, her 'social 
issues" record as outlined above is not encour
aging. You won't find too many officials who 
are in favor of abortion and ERA and yet 
strongly opposed to forced busing. By the 
same token "moderate" Republicans (as Mrs. 
O'Conner is) who oppose busing strongly enough 
to do us any good are the exception rather 
than the rule. 

Approval by the Senate of Mrs. O'Conner's 
nomination is a cinch, and the Supreme Court 
goes back in session in October. We'll find 
out soon enough what Rea~an did with his first 
chance at "restructuring' the Supreme Court. 

ANTI-BUSING ACTIVITIES IN CONGRESS 
--If you're confused o~r what's been going 
on in the Congress on the busing issue over 
the past several weeks, we'll try to clear 
things up. 

Earlier this year Senator J. Bennett Johns
ton (D-La.) introduced his S 528 which we de
scribed in an earlier bulletin. The bill, 
using Congress' powers under Sect. 5 of the 
14th Amendment to the Constitution to define 
remedies courts may use for "violations" of 
that Amendment, would limit court-ordered bus
ing to five miles or 15 minutes one-way from 
the school a child would normally attend. It 
did not touch on the matter of court juris
diction. 

On May 14,"courtesy" hearings were held on 
S 528 before the Separation of Powers subcom
mittee (Sen. John East, Chairman) of the Sen
ate Judiciary Committee. At the request of 
Sen. East and Sen. Orrin Hatch, NANS submitted 
a critique which stated our non-support of the 
weak measure. With stronger anti-busing leg
islation being formulated, the idea was to 
allow the Johnston bill to "die" in committee. 

On June 9 the House, for the fourth year 
in a row, passed the Collins amendment to the 
Justice Department Appropriations prohibiting 
that Department from ~oing to court seeking 
busing orders. As we ve pointed out, this 
language would not stop private parties or the 

(cont. page 4) 
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ANTI-BUSING ACTIVITY IN CONGRESS (Continued) 
NAACP and ACLU from getting courts to order 
busing. It was this language that Jimmy Car
ter vetoed last year. 

The Collins amendment passed the House by 
a whopping 265-122 margin even though 29 
strong anti-busing congressmen were absent. 
As further evidence of the way we are picking 
up steam, 61 of the 75 freshman congressmen 
voted for the measure and some 30 veteran con
gressmen with formerly poor anti-busing record 
voted for it. As one can see, we have the 
makings of a strong anti-busing House majority 
when we get around to stronger legislation in 
that body. 

Later in June, the Senate took up the Jus
tice Department Appropriations and Senator 
Jesse Helms moved to amend that body's version 
of the bill with language identical to that of 
Collins. Senator Lowell Weicker, the radical 

- -Connectieut Repub-1--i-can, as he tried to do h11rt 
year, moved to "gut" this Helms amendment by 
adding an amendment making it void when "vio
lations of the 5th and 14th Amendments to the 
Constitution" were being pursued. As an indi
cation of our strength in this new Senate, the 
pro-busing Weicker amendment was crushed, 45-
30, despite the absence of up to a dozen prett 
fair anti-busers. 

Enter Senator Johnston. Miffed that his 
bill was being held up in coI1111ittee, he re
solved to attach it to the Justice Department 
measure by adding it as an amendment to the 
Helms amendment, which now became the "Helms
Johnston Amendment." Despite urging by other 
anti-busing senators to wait instead for 
stronger legislation to flow from the Consti
tution subcommittee (which held extensive 
hearings on such prospective legislation May 
14-June 4), Johnston was adamant. He did 
dress up his language a bit by adding in Con
gressional powers under Sect. One of the Con
stitution's Article III to limitthe juris
diction of lower federal courts and by applrin 
his time anddistance allowances to a child s 
residence instead of a child's "normal" 
school. 

Senator Weicker thenbegan a "mini-filibus
ter" against the Helms-Johnston amendment up 
to the Senate recess for the 4th of July 
holidays. 

When the Senate went back in session, 
Weicker was loaded for anti-busing bear. He 
and 11 other pro-busers-~Republicans: Specter 
{Pa.) Chafee (R.I.), Mathias (Md.), Percy 
(Ill.S, and Hatfield (Ore.) and Democrats: 
Moynihan (N.Y.), Mitchell (Maine), Kennedy 
(Mass.), Bradley (N.J.), Hart (Colo.) and 
Matsunaga (Hawaii)--had sent "dear Colleague" 
letters advising the anti-busing forces to ex
pect a whale of a floor fight. A Weicker-led 
filibuster began in earnest. THEN, joining in 
pledging their support for the filibuster were 
still three more pro-busing senators: Cohen 
(Maine), Cranston (Calif.) and Metzenbaum {Oh) 

To stop a filibuster, 60 votes are needed 
under Senate rules. This is cal led "invoking 
cloture." On July 13 the cloture attempt 
failed, 54-32 - six shy of the required 60. 
However, at least five of the 14 absent sena
tors are anti-busers. Fifteen of the 32 sena-

tors voting to continue the filibuster were 
Republicans - from the Party whose 1980 plat
form proclaimed "there must be no forced 
busing." Only one of the 32 was a real sur
prise - alleged conservative Alfonse D'Amato 
from New York. 

Senate majority leader Howard Baker then 
announced that the anti-busing amendment (which 
bear in mind, NANS does not support because of 
its time and distance allowances)would be 
pulled from the floor to make way for other 
types of legislation, including the tax-cut 
bill. 

Meanwhile, the Constitution subconnnittee of 
Senator Hatch is still working on the kind of 
legislation we are looking for, legislation 
designed to stop all busing for racial balance. 
Further input froiiilfANS (in addition to our 
testimony on June 3) was requested and sup
plied to the subcommittee, and we received 

-trelp tn c:to1:ng so- from- anti-ous-ing constitutio-n
al law professors Lino A. Graglia and Charles 
E. Rice. This legislation will either re
place the "Johnston amendment" or will reach 
the floor as a separate piece of legislation. 
Either way, the filibustering Weicker and his 
pro-busing cronies will be waiting. 

As an example of what we're up against 
here, consider the statement attributed to 
Max Friedersdorf, head of the White House con
gressional lobbying efforts, in the July 13, 
1981 Time as concerns the so-called "social 
issuevr-(which includes busing): "Those 
issues are so emotional, are of such deep per
sonal belief, that they are difficult for the 
White House ••• to lobby on. It is an area we 
are wise to stay out of." Liberal Republican 
senators make up nearly half of the minority 
of the full Senate who favor busing. We can
not allow our efforts to be stymied by a fili
bustering minority. You can add Friedersdorf, 
spouter of liberal euphenisms and buzzwords, 
to the list of curious appointments by Reagan. 

Depressing? Yes, but the question is 
whether we are going to keep fighting or roll 
over and play dead! We choose to keep going 
right at them! THOSE LAST FEW YARDS ARE 
ALWAYS THE HARDEST. 
___ : res ent eagan as emons ra e 
that he can play political hardball with the 
Congress and whip them into line. Let him 
know you expect him to do the~ thing on 
the busing issue. His administration said 
nothing during the Weicker filibuster des
cribed above. The GOP cannot allow 15 or more 
of its senators to continue their pro-busing 
ways. We should have the votes on the Senate 
floor to pass the legislation we are looking 
for. We have come !,2,£ far to be st~ied .!rt. !. 
filibuster. YOUALL KNmlWHAT TO 007 Pressure 
Reagan. Pressure the Republican National 
Committee. Pressure your own Senators. If 
they are pro-busers, expose them. If they are 
anti-busers, pressure them into dealing 
strongly with their pro-busing colleagues. 
Make your views known to Senate Majority 
Leader Howard Baker. Each 1erson must do t hese 
things. Do !lQl_ put them of • Do not "'!et __ _ 
Joe do it:-"" 
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LA TEST NANS AFFILIATE 
Parents for Neighborhood Schools of East 

Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana, is the latest 
NANS affiliate. Stephan Van Osdell heads the 
new group, composed mainly of suburban par
ents whose children are about to be subjected 
to a federal judge's city-suburbs busing 
order. 

NANS president Bill D'Onofrio spent the 
weekend of June 26-28 in Baton Rouge meeting 
with community antf-busing leaders and the 

' areas congressman, W. Hinson Moore, and ad-
dressing an anti-busing rally held in front 
of the State Capitol following an orderly 
but spirited, march by 300 parents, child~en 
and grandparents. 

Welcome aboard, Parents for Neighborhood 
Schools. 

-5-

A CLEAR PERSPECTIVE 
Lino Graflia, at the urging of NANS presi

dent Bill D Onofrio, submitted a letter to the 
NANS lobbyist re'.garding his position ori the 
busing issue. In it he made the following 
observations: 

"• •• Unfortunately, it is not enough that 
the nominee (for Assistant Attorney General 
for Civil Rights) be opposed to busing. A 
large part of the difficulty with this issue 
is that nearly everyone claims to be opposed 
to busin~ in principle or theory and to be 
seeking viable alternatives" to busing. This 
was certainly the stated position of the Car
ter administration ••• it would appear that lit
tle or nothing has changed. The need is not 
simply for someone against busing, but for 
someone who understands the history, rationale 
and application of the busing requirement in 
specific detail, someone totally knowledge
able with every development and experienced in 
responding to every argument and maneuver of 
proponents of busing. The major proponents of 
busing have been people ••• for example, 8rew 
Days ••• not only highly competent and articu
late, but also totally immersed in the sub
ject. Throughout the history of busing, a 
major disadvantage of school authorities and 
other busing opponents is that their lawyers 
and spolesmen have not been comparably know
ledgeable and experienced in this incredibly 
complex and difficult area of constitutional 
law ••• they have simply been unable or unwill
ing to make their best arguments although they 
have often had both law and fact on their side. 

"The sad and almost incredible fact is that 
the busing requirement has largely been im
posed by means of what is little more than a 
verbal subterfuge, by the assertion--legally 
and factually mistaken--that existing school 
racial separation is "segregation" and there
fore :.n violation of Brown and requiring "de
segregation," which almost always means bus
ing. An effective opponent of busing must 
understand and refuse to play this verbal 
game. For example, it does no good to announ
ce that a city with racially "imbalanced" 
schools mus1 be "fJesegregated" and must end 
"racial iso ation and to propose "innovative 
plans--which turn out not to be innovative-
that will 'work and work now.' 'Work' to do 
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what, one must ask. To end unconstitutional 
segregation where there is no such segrega
tion? Simply to compel greater integration 
when there is, at least in theory, no such 
constitutional requirement? 

" ••• Busing is in essence an attempt to 
create racially balanced schools despite the 
fact that people don't live in racially balan
ced neighborhoods. This cannot be done with
out excluding children from their neighborhood 
schools and transporting them to distant 
schools on the basis of race. But there is no 
constitutional or statutory requirement that 
this be done. An effective opponent of busing 
must be willing to say that the 'viable alter
native' to court-ordered busing is no court
ordered busing, the assignment of children to 
their neighborhood schools. Racially imbal
anced schools will continue to exist, but this, 
everyone agrees, is not prohibited by the Con
stitution; and, as Professor Thomas Sowell has 
said, the ultimate insult to a racial or eth
nic minority is to argue that a school predom
inantly of that minority is therefore inferior~• 

THE LOBBYING FUND 
-The NANS lobbying fund continues to be sup 
ported mainly by a small percentage of NANS 
affiliates and members. READERS - DID YOU 
EVER STOP TO CONSIDER WHAT WOULD HAPPEN IF 
EACH AND EVERY NANS MEMBER DONATED JUST A 
COUPLE DOLLARS EACH MONTH? LET'S TRY IT! 

SAME OLD RHETORIC 
We have senators and congressmen who, even 

after agreeing that forced busing is impracti
cal and unworkable, etc. will still say in the 
next breath, "I do not feel it is appropriate 
to attempt to take away the Court's Constitu
tional power to order busing where no other 
practical remedy exists." These senators and 
congressmen talk about seeking "alternatives." 

Their arguments pre-suppose that the Con
stitution of the United States requres racially 
balanced schools. 

We ask these senators and congressmen how 
this nation can provide quality education for 
all children until its government ends the 
racist practice of determining one's position 
in society and in school by the color of his 
skin, a practice which has all but destroyed 
quality education. 

These senators and Congressmen would use 
racism and discrimination to end racism and 
discrimination. They would destroy quality 
education to provide quality education. 
How insane~ 

Will we elect them agiin? We must find 
the~icTes to aoeguate y inform those who 
did elect them. The public not involved in 
forced busing must first be informed as to 
what exactly "forced busing" is, and second 
to the position and voting record of these 
"representatives." 

READERS: What have you done today? And 
What will you do tomorrow? 
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IMPORTANT NEW~ AVAILABLE 
Dr. Ralph S. ScottJr., a NANS founder and a 

courageous social scientist who dares to be 
candid on the negative effects of forced bus
ing on black children, has published an impor
tant new work, "Black Achievement and Desegre
gation: A Research Synthesis" In this latest 
effort, Dr. Scott examines every major "scien
tific" study to date on the effects of forced 
busing on black student achievement. 

Using the cutting edges of truth and common 
sense, Dr. Scott has skillfully examined the 
efforts of those who, either out of blind ad
vocacy of forced busing or timidity, have 
either riresented distorted and deliberately 
skewed 'findings" or have meekly diminished 
their findings with weak conclusions out of 
fear of ostracism by their peers. 

Copies of the book are available without 
charge (Please limit the number you request) 

- from the~publisher, American Education Legal 
Defense Fund, Suite 328, 206 N. Washington St., 
Alexandria, Va. 22314. Attn. Mrs. Sylvia 
Crutchfield. 

AVAILABLE BROCHURE EXCELLENT 
An excellent brochure entitled "How Is Jud

icial Supremacy Affecting You and Your Family" 
is available from Pro-Family Forum, P.O. Box 
14701, Fort Worth, Texas, 76117. The cost is 
$9.00 for 100; $5.00 for 50. There is $1.00 
handling charge on orders of $5.00 or less and 
75¢ for each additional $5.00 or part thereof. 
Texas residents add 5% sales tax. 

DISCHARGE PETinONS - IMPORTANT 
Congressman John Ashbrook has introduced 

his discharge petition on HR 1180. It is Dis
charge petition I 4. All readers are asked to 
follow all usual procedures and efforts on 
grass roots legislative action. Be sure peopl 
are aware that we are now pushing~ discharg 
petitions in the U.S. House of Representatives. 
Discharge petition 11 on the Mottl amendment 
(HR 56) and #4 on the Ashbrook bill (HR 1180) 

In a person-to-person conversation between 
President Reagan and Congressman Ron Mottl on 
April 23, 1981, Reagan promised to support 
Mottl's proposed amendment. 

MORE GOOD TESTIMONY 
----ii~ost unpopular, least successful, and 
most harmful national policy since Prohibition' 
is how David J. Armor, a Rand Corporation re
searcher . and-distinguished social scientist, 
described court-ordered busing of school child 
ren as he testified before the Senate Judiciar 
committee in mid-May. 

(St. Louis Globe-Democrat, 5/16-17/81) 

ACTION IN OHIO ON JUDGES 
Readers will remember that the Ohio GOP put 

together last year a conference on the excess
ive power of federal judges and extensive dis
cussion took place on moves to stop this power. 
At that time NANS urged readers to meet with 
GOP officials in other states urging similar 
action. 

State senator Paul Matia of Ohio has intro
duced a resolution calling for the Congress 
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of the U.S. to amend the Constitution to 
eliminate the virtual lifelong terms of tne 
uffice of, and deal with the terms of office, 
qualifications, method of selection and powers 
and authority of federal, circuit and district 
court judges. 

Matia also proposed a resolution for Ohio 
to call for a constitutional convention for 
the limited purpose of passing an amendment to 
the constitution to abolish forced busing. 
His bill passed the Ohio Senate by a wide mar
gin and is now in the House. 

Ohio state senator Gary Suholdolnik's bill 
to amend the Ohio constitution making forced 
busing illegal and forbidding state funds 
being used for any court ordered busing, also 
passed the Ohio state senate by an even wider 
margin and is now in the House. 

(What is your state government doing? One 
state's voice Ls na..t_e_naugh! 

CONSTITUTION IS SUPREME 
In a column in the Washington Post (5/3/81) 

Senator Orrin Hatch reminds that "E'fieu.s. Con
stitution specifically obligates Congress to 
check the judiciary when it steps beyond Con
stitutional limits. In the famous~ parte 
Mccardle case concerning a habeas Corpus 
petition following the Civil War, the Court 
itself branded the course of conduct it had 
pursued for nearly a century as •~n unconsti
tutional assumption of power." If the Court, 
by its own admission, had unconstitutionally 
assumed authority for almost 100 7.ears, "Con
gress is justified," says Hatch, 'in asking 
what it might not yet have confessed." 

Hatch further reminds that the "Supreme 
Court once ruled that a black man is not a 
person (similar to the ruling about unborn 
children) and could be regarded as property. 
More recently, the court decided that Japanese 
Americans could be incarcerated during World 
War II, r.imply on the basis of their national 
origin. 'If a future court wanted to return 
to these precedents," Hatch warns, "we would 
all be more secure knowing that Congress could 
halt the legal abrogation of rights." 

"The federa 1 judiciary has been courting con
stitutional disaster by reading its own predil
ections into the nation's foundational docu
ment," says Hatch. "The Supreme Court is the 
body charged with policing the bounds drawn by 
the Constitution. When the policeman violates 
the law a higher authority must undertake to 
protect'freedoms. 'llle Constitution is that 
higher authority and has outlined the means to 
prevent orerreaching." 

"The Constitution is supreme, not the 
Court," reminds Hatch. 

LEADING LIBERAL MAGAZINE FEATURES 
ANTI-BUSING ESSAY 
----:.r'he New R~ic, a leading liberal maga
zineofpublic opinion, included in its Feb. 
28 issue a scholarly essay by John H. Bunzel 
entitled "The Wrong-Way Bus Ride." 

Bunzel, former president of San Jose State 
University in California, now a senior re
search fellow at the Hoover Institution in 

(continued on page 7) 
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in Stamford, has this to say: 
"Although the landmark (Brown) decision up

held the constitutional principle of school de 
segregation, it did not call for affirmative 
integratio~. Nor was"Tt intended to promote a 
particular level of integration, much less 
judge-made policies of school assignment." 
Bunzel points out that this understanding of 
the Brown decision was reflected in the speci
fic language of the 1964 Civil Rights Act: "De 
segregation means the assignment of students t 
public schools without regard to their race, 
color, religion or national origin, but deseg
regation shall not mean the assignment of stu
dents to public schools in order to overcome 
racial imbalance." 

"It is not necessary to believe that 'the 
voice of the people is the voice of God' to 
recognize that in a representative democracy 
public opinion is and should be an important 
force in politics and has always been relevant 
to the purposes of public policy," says Bunzel. 

" ••• busing has become part of a major dis
tortion which has occurred in the liberal tra
dition of equal opportunity .•• The court is not 
empowered to define our legitimate or even ob
ligatory egalitarian goals and the means by 
which they should be attained." 

Quotin~ Oliver Wendell Holmes Jr., Bunzel 
reminds, Legislatures, jist as much as the 
Courts, are the guardians of the liberties and 
welfare of ·the people. "Congress," says Bunzel, 
should confront the critical issue of how e
quality in the U.S. derives its meaning •• " 

"Congress," Bunzel says, "could begin re
asserting its own powers and responsibilities 
by modifying the direction the Court has takerl' 

TO DO •••• TO DO ••.• TO DO •••• TO DO 
In addition to those items already mention• 

ed earlier and which are outlined in the bulle
tin! each reader is urged to immediately do the 
fol owing items: 
1. Get your state legislature to pass the ALEC 

(American Legislative Exchange Council) sug 
gested concurrent resolution asking Congres 
to pass legislation removing federal court 
jurisdiction to order forced busing. ALEC 
makes this reconmendation in its 1981-82 
"The Source book of American State Legisla
tion," of which most state legislatures 
receive a copy. 

2. Get your congressman to sign Discharge Pet• 
ition I 1 to bring the proposed Mottl 
amendment to the floor and Discharge Petit
ion 14 to bring the Ashbrook Bill to the 
floor. 

3. Projects to raise money for lobbying effort 
4. Your own donations for lobbying effort 
5. A NANS mem~ership drive going in your area. 
6. Get your state GOP to sponsor a Task Force 

on the excessive power of federal judges 
(as was done in Ohio last year) 

7. Flood letters to Congressmen, Senators, the 
President, and state representatives. 

8. Keep NANS news releases, letters to the 
editor, forums etc. flooding into your 
local media (Don't give up) 

(continued next column) 
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TO DO ••• TO DO ••• TO DO (Continued) 
9. Set up regular NANS meetings in your area 

to insure growth of your affiliate 
10. Keep your own NANS membership renewed 

FROM AROUND THE NATION 
Baton Roufe, La.: The big news there is the 

new affi iate, of course (see page 5) 

Boston, Mass; NANS director Nancy Yotts gets 
the prize for getting over fifty former mem
bers of NANS to rejoin. 

ST. LOUIS: Since mid-September 1980,(and not 
counting May, June, or July) the St. Louis 
area has supplied the following to NANS: 
Memberships, $6 995 . 00; Lobbying Fund 
$4,309.50. Total $11,304.50. All this in 
just eight months~ And s i nce May when these 
figures were available, they have continued 
to grow by leaps and bounds. 

Dallas, Texas: The Dallas school board has 
proposed a plan to u.s. District Judge Taylor 
which would end forced busing of some 14,000 
pupils, reopening neighborhood schools in 
all geographical areas of the city. The 
NAACP, of course, is fighting for more busing 
instead of less busing. 

What is exciting and encouraging, however, 
is that leaders representing many of the most 
distinguished black organizations in the city 
are among those going to court in support of 
the school board. 'These black leaders for
mally coalesced as the Black Coalition to 
Maximize Education (BCME), and much of the 
school board plan is based on their recoamen
dations. Among groups comprising BCME are 
the Dallas Black Chamber of ColIDllerce, the 
Dallas branch of the National Urban League, 
the Dallas section of the National Council 
of Negro Women, the Dallas Black Business 
and Professional Women, the Ministerial 
Alliance, the Committee of One Hundred (black 
corporate and government officials), the 
Dallas Black Parents and Ci t izens and several 
other black community or gani zat ions. 

Dallas school board President Kathlyn 
Gilliam, a one-time supporter of court-order
ed busing, testified recently that busing has 
been a negative experience for the Dallas 
black community which no longer believes it 
is an effective desegregation tool. 

Mrs. Gilliam said the controversy surround
ing busing has shifted attention away from 
what should be the most important objective 
of schools, equal education for all child
ren. "A bus won't teach you one thing," she 
said. "Black parents want to end busing of 
their children and reopen neighborhood 
schools." 

Mrs. Gilliam once worked for Dallas Lega 
Services which fil ed the current desegrega
lawsuit in October 1970. 

Benton Harbor, Mich: The school districts f 
Benton Harbor (majority black), Coloma and 
Eau Claire have been ordered by a federal 
court to adopt a "voluntary" plan. 'tvolun
tary" teacher reassignments, enticed by 
$1,000 bonuses are ordered until a lO't quoca 

(cont. page 8) 

., 
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AROUND NATION (Cont.) 
of black teachers in the majority white dis
tricts is reached. The court-appointed "de
segregation" expert said there will be "no 
room" for teachers "not committed to making 
the plan work." "Racially biased material" 
is to be eliminated from all teaching mater
ials, methods and textbooks. Black pupils 
will be allowed to transfer to majority white 
schools and white students to majority black 
schools. The "voluntary" plan will not be 
considered to have worked unless each school 
in Benton Harbor winds up within 10'7. of the 
black-white ratio for the entire district. 
The "voluntary" plan also closes some peri
pheral schools, bringing about the involun-
1!!:I. transfer of children attending them. 

Cleveland, Ohio: Th.e NAACP is seeking contempt 
of Court charges against the Ohio Department 
of Education for "undermining~' ...the court bJ.Js.-_ 
ing order by helping two Cleveland private 
schools, formed as an answer to the busing 
order, with state accreditation and financial 
aid. However, the state had revoked the 
charter of one of the schools when it was pur 
chased by an anti-buser, who is suing educa- ! 
tion officials for harrassing as truant child 
ren attending the private school. 

The Cleveland Magazine, which has ignored 
the existence of our NANS affiliate there, 
editorialized that "There is no school board 
(in Cleveland) in the traditional sense and 
that the real school board is Federal Judge 
Battisti. Blasting the push by Cleveland 
newspapers for a new school board, the maga
zine compared such a push to the baseball 
Cleveland Indians attempting to solve their 
losing ways by getting a new batboy "be
cause this school board is, after all, noth
ing more than a batboy for ••• Battisti." The 
magazine advised the newspapers instead to 
cover "the disintegration, the decay and the 
backroom pilfering of the schools by greedy 
carpetbaggers ••• " 

Another Cleveland school board member was 
appointed by a judge (to replace a member who 
recently died). The new board member has 
pledged to support desegregation. 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR 
NEIGHBORHOOD SCHOOLS, INC. 

COMMUNICATIONS OFFICE 
3905 MURIEL AVENUE 

CU:VE'I.AND, OHIO 44109 

~ SToP FORCED-BUSING 
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Columbus, Ohio: A report from :co,lumbus Public 
Schools to District Judge Duncan reveals that 
from October 1979 to Octobe1 1980 a total of 
8,963 students transferred out of Columbus 
Public Schools and enrolled in other school 
districts. (Since 1972-1973 over 65,000 pupils 
have withdrawn and entered other school dis
tricts.) The percentage of students scoring at 
or below grade level in citywide testing pro
grams in reading vocabulary increased 55% from 
1978 to 1980. In reading comprehension, there 
was a 60.5% increase in those scoring below 
grade level in the sixth grade, 78.2% more in 
the 7th grade and 70.5% more in grade 8 who 
scored below grade level. 

The Columbus Foundation has created "A 
Center for Pub lie Education" an advisory com
mittee formed to address problems ranging from 
financing public schools to implementing •~e
segregation plans in Cleveland and Columbus." 
~t ofcneTiiaividuals on this connnit:cee are 

known pro-busers. (Think of all the donations 
made to this foundation by people unaware) 

Federal illil_g__e Battisti has asked the state 
school boarat'o"draw ~ guffilines for private 
schools""Tnohio by mia~August. niep°fans are 
to include their guidelines for reducing racial 
isolation in private schools (for purposes of 
future granting of accreditation and aid) 

Lubbock, Texas: The Federal Judge has ruled that 
more busing is necessary, including a junior 
high for the first time. 

Nashville, Tenn: Unable to maintain the "proper 
racial balance" after 8 years of forced busing, 
the Nashville Board of Education went back to 
court in 1978. The Court has now approved a 
plan to close 9 elementary schools and create 
29 neighborhood schools in grades K-4; middle 
schools for grades 5-8 and closing two high 
schools with their students assigned elsewhere. 
The plan includes a county-wide magnet high. 

New Castle County, De: Here where busing "works" 
Federal "judge" Schwartz lambasted school of
ficials for lack of public confidence and 
warned they would be left with only children 
whose parents could not afford to remove theI:I. 
In truth school officials have fallen all over 
themselves to please Schw rcz. · F--=-=--=----------
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Dear Ms. Dole , 9/23/81 
We are parents very much opposed to forced busing of our eons. 

We moved from i h~w• with a 2 yr. mortg. left on it, to a 
home with a 30 yr. mart. to ggt aa eetter education for our 

sons and one in schools nearerour home. Ol dest .son- who is 
in 9th rad as on t go out our back ate& 30 ft. & he is 

on the Hlg. Scno l g ounds he eaves at 7 .ain and llks to 
S •• ool. ~u--i=,vO~- -~ .... - .j,.d it do hirn O bused to a nei hbor. 
with lower educational opnortunities and one hal~ kay acros~ 
town? 'What can he learn on a bus???? My wife does not drive 
so the children must be near enough for herso reach in case 
of accident or illness . Pres. Reagan has promised the Amer. 
people that he would stop this waste of time & moe.ey & tax
ppyers hard-earn d iomlars. Please encourage him to keep 
his word to us. The 9lacks & whites do not want busing, it 

does nothing for the.education of our children. 
· P OUR CHIIDREN IN THE SCHOOL DISTRICT WHERE WE PAY OUR. 

TAXES •••••• 



H. E. MCDONALD JR. Ii! 
' 1264 VISITATION DR ~ 

ST WUIS, MO. / 
,i 63125 
.. _________ ,. 

Ms . Elizabeth Dole 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Jive. ,N .W. 
Washington, D. C. 

20500 
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OFFICERS & DIRECTORS: 

Pres ident Wm D O'Onofno. 
W 1lm1n9ton De 

1st V P.. Rober1 DePrez. 
Lou1sv1lle ky 

2nd VP. Rober1 Shanks. 
C leveland. Ohio 

Secretary: Kaye C. Cook. 
F redencksburg Va 

Treasurer. Earl Stauffer, 
Columbus. Onoo 

George Armstrong. 
Lou1sv1Ue. Ky 

Noreen Beatty 
Pittsburgh Pa 

U ll1an OanntS. 
Warren ~ IC'h 

Joyce DeHaven. 
Dallas Texas 

Mary Erse! 
Omaha braska 

Marlene Farr ell . 
N ashY1lle T e.nn 

Ruth Glascott. 
Bayonne, N_J 

Joyce Haws. 
Cleveland_ Oh,o 

J rm Kelly. 
Bos1on, Mass 

W rllram Lynch, 
Austin. Texas 

Jackte LeV1ne, 
Los Ange~s Cat 

Libby Rull 
Tucson. Ar~:,n.a 

Don Schlipp 
Eau Cla11e Mich 

Dan Seale 
Lubbock Tex.as 

Dan Shapiro 
Los Angeles. Ca. 

Frank Southwonh. 
Denver Colorado 

Ed Stud ley 
Boston . t..'as:. 

Jarr,es Ver,ema 
Ne,... Cast1e De 

Nancy Yons 
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president 's office 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR NEIGHBORHOOD SCHOOLS, INC. 

October 10, 1981 

Robert A. McConnell, Esqo 
Assistant Attorney General 
Office of Legi slative Affairs 
U. S. Departnent of Justice 
Constitution Ave . and 10th St., H. \-.1 . 
:ashinston DC 20530 

Dear Mr . McConnell: 

Thank you for your letter of October 6 , 1981, informing me 
that :r. ~ia.x Friedersdorf, Assistant to the President for 
Legislative Affairs, had forwarded to you my letter to him 
as well as a copy I had sent to him of my testimony before 
the Senate's Constitution Subcommittee. I appreciate your 
sharing those materials with the appropri~te officials in 
the Department. 

I am enclosing for your perusal a copy of my forthcoming 
testimony before the House's Civil and Constitutional Rights 
Subconmittee . It is updated and some-what more comprehensive 
t han y Senate testimony and also in~ludes statistical tables 
docume:iting statements made in the text. William Bradford 
Reynolds, head of the Civil ~i ghts Division, already has a 
copy of t his l a tter testimony. 

It is -:ny understanding that you are a le gislative lobbyist 
fort e ~epart ent . It is also my understanding that you 
had to be restrained by the Administration from lobbying 
the Congress in favor of the policy of forced busing . 

I hope my testimony will contribute to at least a moderation 
of your views and activities on this issue, especially as 
they mi ght counter the announced position of the Administration. 

Co~m d D. D'O rio, President 
National Ass o a ion for Neighborhood Schools 

cc: Hon. William French Smith 
Uilliam Bradford Reynolds , Esq. 
Mr. Max Friedersdorf 
I1r . Morton Blackwell 
Other interested parties 

membership office 
STOP FORCED BUSING 

1800 W. 8th St. 

Wi lmington, DE 19805 

communications office 

3905 Muriel Ave. 

Cleveland, OH 44109 

4431 Okell Rd . 

Columbus, OH 43224 8 



Mr. Morton Blackwell 
128 Executive Office Building 
Was hington, D.C . 20501 

Dear Mr . Blackwell: 

January 4, 1982 

I want you and President Reagan to know that I oppose the 
current l eg i sl ative attack on school desegregation . Court 
ordered desegregation and an aggressive governmental position 
against segregation fn public supported services is essential 
to creating a more open society . 

The l egi slation introduced by Senators East and Hatch are 
all dangerous . Not only do they signal a retreat from civil 
rights enforcement, but threaten the basic balance of powers that 
make this system of government work. 

Court ordered desegregation has done a great deal to open up 
public education in the state where I live. While the success of 
this remedy cannot be judged in terms of irronediate educational 
gains, I am happy t o say H has already resulted in such gains 
in some colTllluniti es. Furthermore, there are many other important 
ethical and social payoffs that result from this effort. 

School desegregation has been a positive force in public 
schools where I live and I oppose the present legislative attempts 
to limit this activity. 

Sincerely, 

~~#~ 
/ 

Susan C. Kaeser 

2697 Euclid Heights Boulevard 
Apartment #5 
Cleveland Heights, Ohio 44106 
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