EucexE B, Sypnor, JR.
Post OFriceE Box 1474

'660 S RICHMOKRD, VIRGINIA 23212
S |
ig\ : September 26, 1972
, « ,
= : '?'.‘.
Mr. Richard Ereault ———c

Manager of Community & Reglongl
Devslopment Group

United States Chambsr of Commercs

1615 H. Strsst, N.W.

Washington, D. C. 20006

Daear Dick:

from Lswis F. Powsll, Jr. to me dated Auzust 23, 1971
(prior to Mr. Powsll's nomination to the Court) is as
follows:

Chairman of the f£aucation Committss ol ths Chambar, I

At my raquest Mr. Powsell incorporatsd thease possibla
approachss in a msmorandum for the use of my committses.
His sugzestions covsrsd a broad ranga of possible

might consider.

Sinceraly yours,

Eugene . Sydnor,

1
i

In responss to your requaest, ths origin of the memorandum

Mr. Powsll and I have besen frisnds for ysars, and we havs
both worked in public sducation in Virginia. Wwhen I becams

discusssed with him various ways of providing for the public
a mors balancsd view of ths.Fres Enterpriss System, which
has bsen under considsrable criticism for & numbsr of years.

educational activities for study and considsration by the
Education Committes and, if desired, by the Chamber's Board.

Jdr.

T 8 gt

I felt, and still do, that ths memorandum affordsd a helpful
chacxllst of educaiondllj-orlented prozrams which the Chamber
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‘ ' September 29, 1972
- ) égéégy D
Mr. Philip L. Geyelin L

Editor of Editorial Page / Y
Washington Post : {\((ﬁ

1515 L Street, N. W.

Washington, D, C. 20005

Dear Mr. Geyelin:

Jack Anderson has done it again! Not satisfied with the Eagleton fiasco, he
has now chosen to mount an attack on Justice Lewis Powell for the most unsubstanti-
ated and trivial reasons. )

It is still not i1legal to defend the free enterprise system and the concept
of individual liberty on which this country was founded; nor, fortunately, is it
i1legal or unethical for an attorney to advise his client on courses of action avail-
able within the framework of our laws to achieve an economic or social goal acceptable
to a large segment of our citizenry.

An individual, a business, even a nation has the inherent right to fight for its
survival: survival by legal methods yes, by law and order if you will, the right to
use all legitimate means at their command to remain alive, free, viable, and of bene-
fit to the rest of society. )

Thus, it is with no question as to the correctness of the above that we ask,
"What is wrong with Justice Lewis Powell's advice to business on how to survive and
maintain its position in the American economy?" Which of the two premises is correct?
To fight for survival and against carping non-constructive criticism or to make prep-
arations for bankruptcy court.

We have been convinced for many years that the name of the game in our great
country is the profit system. Even today, the devout communist realizes that indi-
vidual enterprise and gain are of benefit to his country. So what is wrong with
fighting for what is right. ' ‘

The astute Justice has the "smarts" to clearly set forth the needs for business
to stand up for its rights. Why should the business community not be entitled to the
views of eminent counsel as to appropriate means to combat extremist fuzzy-headed con-
cepts sometimes espoused by the 1ikes of Ralph Nader and Jack Anderson. Why should
business not be able to have an input to the courts, quasi-judicial bodies, and legis-
latures on the same basis as labor, the radicals, criminals and kooks. One thing Mr.
Anderson can be sure of -- business will pay its own way and not get a free ride at
the taxpayers expsnse.

Founded 1337
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. The implication that Justice Powell advocated “censorship® of any kind is
typical of the distorted sensationalism which characterizes Anderson and lately,

to a great degree, many of the slanted articles and “reve]at1ons" appearing in the
llPOS tll

These are the types of unwarranted smears which are bringing the media in
this country to the point where no reader takes seriousiy anything he sees in the
press or hears on TV/radio -- without several grains of both salt and aspirin,

Shame on both of you.

S1n$gre1y,

g&dé//z'ﬁ’/’ /\) /f/?/

ﬁenry J CappeT]o ,

General Counsel L/

NQIIONAL SMALL BUSINESS ASSOCIATION
S

HJC/rma

cc: uéﬁ;tice Lewis Powell
.Jack Anderson

e o ]



]
s L
f e
Vo
EucENE B. SypNoR, JR.

. : PosT OrricE Box 1474
RicaMonND, VIRGINIA 23212

October 3, 1972

The Honorable Lewis F. Powell, Jr.

Associlate Justice of the Supreme Court
of the United States

Washington, D.C.

Dear Lewis:

Attached is a copy of a letter which I have written to

the Editor of the Richmond Times-Dispatch and which may
appear sooner or later depending on the wishes of Ed
Grimsley. I hope this will help to put the matter of the
Anderson articles straight as far as Richmond is concerned.

Again I regret exceedingly that there was a slipup of an
unknown nature by an unidentified staff member of the
United States Chamber of Commerce in the unauthorized
disclosure of your now famous memorandum, but at the same
time there may be a silver lining to the cloud in that
it has received wide publicity and distribution. The
Chamber has already had a number of requests for the
memorandum from individual businessmen as well as local
and state chambers of commerce, and as we discussed on
the telephone last week, there are plans for reprinting
it and distributing it on a very wide scale throughout
the country. '

Lucy Jjoins me in sending our very best wishes to you and
Jo, and we hope to have the pleasure of seeing you again
before long.

Sincerely yours,

Eugene B./Sydnor, Jr.
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Eucene B. Sypwor, Jr.
Post OrrFiceE Box 1474
RIicHMOND, VIRGINIA 23212

October 2, 1972

The Editor -
Richmond Times-Dispatch
Richmond, Virginia

Dear Sir:

Your news columns of September 29 carried a story regarding

the unauthorized disclosure by syndicated columnist Jack
Anderson of a confidential memorandum prepared for the United
States Chamber of Commerce in August, 1971 by the distinguished
Richmond attorney, Lewis F. Powell, Jr. Several months later
Mr. Powell was nominated and confirmed as a Justice of the
United States Supreme Court. 1In this memorandum Mr. Powell
outlined a number of ways in which the American business
community could effectively and also ethically and legally
defend itself against the increasing attacks by so-called
consumer advocates, ultra-liberal college professors, self-
serving politicians as well as the even more radical spokesman
of the New Left and other groups advocating far—-reaching changes
in our government.

. Mr. Anderson quoted extensively from this lengthy memorandum

prepared for confidential study by the Unites States Chamber,
the largest federation of businessmen, local and state chambers
of commerce, and national trade associations. In his attack

on Justice Powell, Anderson also attempted to portray the
National Chamber as the spokesman and conspirator of "Big
Business", a favorite whipping-boy of this writer. He did noct
take the trouble to learn that of the Chamber'’s 44,000 direct
business members, 85% have less than .25 employees. The Chamber
can by no stretch of the imagination be fairly pictured as
favoring Big Business, but rather it speaks for thousands of
grassroots businessmen throughout the country, be they large

or small.

Mr. Anderson's Washington Merrygoround columns of September 28
and 29 brought two wholly unjustified charges against Justice
Powell. First, he implied that Mr. Powell had wrongfully with-
held this memorandum from the FBI and the Senate Judicliary
Committee in the course of the Senate confirmation proceedings
after his appointment to the Supreme Court. However, the facts
are that as a leading spokesman for education {(as former
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i . Chairman of the Richmond City School Board and later of the

§ Virginia State Board of Education and also as a former President
§ of the American Bar Association), Mr. Powell had spoken out on

§ many occasions on a number of matters covered in his memorandum
' to the Chamber. The pubklic press not only printed news stories
about these speeches, but the Richmond Newspapers Library files
contain dozens of direct guotes and summaries of Justice Powell's
talks to many organizations on a variety of subjects; these were
readily available to the FBI and Senate Judic¢iary Committee
members. Therefore, Mr. Powell's wviews regarding the urgent need
for suitabkle and effective presentation of the American free
enterprise system were widely known by anyone who wighed to
learn of them.

In a second charge, Mr. Anderson eqguates such support of our
business economy as reprehensible to the extent that "it raises
a question about his (Justice powell's) fitness to decide any
case involving business interests." Proceeding further, Mr.
Anderson appeared to guestion whether "the battle [ for the
support of the American publiéj should be waged in the courts,
on the campuses and in the media," as Justice Powell had
suggested. However, in his own backing of liberal politicians
and consumer crusaders, Anderson has applauded their use of the
courts, campuses, and media. He therefore begs the gquestion:
What is wrong or improper for those with legitimate but
differing views using the same methods in approaching the great
questions of our day? '

Mr. Anderson attempted by his unauthorized publishing of the
confidential memorandum intended only for the use of the

United States Chamber of Commerce, to smear a highly qualified
and scrupulously ethical member of the Supreme Court. In my
opinion, the overwhelming approval of the Senate last December
(only one dissenting vote out of 90 case on the guestion of his
confirmation) speaks much more loudly than Jack Anderson about
the fitness of Justice Powell for his seat on our most important
judicial body. '

Furthermore, this memorandum was prepared after Justice Powell
and I had discussed on a number of occasions the need for
American businessmen, large and small, to wake up and tell their
story and that of the three enterprise system in clear and
forceful fashion. Unhappily many attacks upon businessmen and
the free enterprige system have come in recent years through
some 0f our schools and colleges. As Chairman of the Virginia
State Board for Community Colleges for 7 years, I found it
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refreshing to discover that college faculties and students
not involved in liberal arts, social and political sciences,

. etc. have generally a much more realistic appreciation of our
free market economy than those in the Ivory Towers of the Ivy
League and similar institutions. The Powell memorandum pointed
out the importance of college faculties being reasonably balanced
in their political and idealogical views,if their students are to
receive impartial views on the great questions facing our nation.
There is abundant . evidence that unhappily this is not true as
Jeffrey Hart in his syndicated column in the Richmond News Leader
of December 17, 1970 pointed ocut: in 1970 a widespread survey
of 60,000 political science faculty members noted "70% approved
of the emergence of radical student activism, as against 30%
who disapproved". The same proportion held when they were asked
to label themselves politically. Left and liberal drew abkout
70%, middle-of-the-road 20%, conservative 10%. At my own alma
mater Princeton in 1968 80% of the faculty members supported
Hubert Humphrey while Nixon and Dick Gregory (an ultra-liberal
black candidate of a minor party) each got 10%. It is not
difficult to imagine what the views of such a faculty will be
on the often subjective topilcs of economics, politics, and the
interpretation of history. ' '

Mr. Powell's 1971 memorandum was intended for consideration by
the Education Committee of the United States Chamber of Commerce
(of which I am Chairman);.. The evaluation of. his far-reaching
ideas has understandably required:lengthy consideration and the -
Chamber in fact has made no decision regarding their implementa-
tion. However, there is nothing improper oxr illegal in any. of
Justice Powell's suggestions for'émerican business to stand up
for our free enterprise economy. “Mr. Ander§on's attempt to
pillory a great American may well prove a blessing in disguise.
Hope fully the widespread publicity about the memorandum may

wake up businessmen all over this country to the pressing need
for prompt and effective implementation of these sound
suggestions. '

Respectfully,

. Eugene B. Sydnor, Jr.
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October 6, 1972

Dear Gene:

I so much appreciate yours of October 3, and also your spirited
letter to the Editor of the Times Dispatch.

~ T have not yet seen the editorial. I am sure that your ietter
helped to stimulate it.

I think no great harm has come of Jack Anderson's "revelations™,
although I am sure some people will agree with Anderson's smears.

With appreciation and my best to you and Lucy.

As ever,

Mr. Eugene B, Sydnor, Jr.
P. O. Box 1474 '
Richmond, Virginia 23212

lfp/ss
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Qctober 20, 1972

Bernard G.‘Segal, Esquire _
"Schnader, Harrison, Segal & Lewis
1719 Packard Building
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19102

Dear Bernie:

Enclosed herewith is the letter which I sent off to the New
York Times in re Mr. Justice Powell.

I imagine it probably will not be printed as it refers to an
article dated September 29, 1972. I had hoped to get to it
before this, but I was tied up in court trying a case in which
your partner, Bernie Smolens, was ably and imaginatively '
representing the plaintiff. : | o

Sincerely,

William T. Coleman, Jr.

WTC,JR:epe

LOUIS E. LEVINTHAL

CoynsEeL
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October 19, 1972

The Editor .- .
The New York Times
HNew York, New York
Dear Sir: .
The Times for September 29, 1972, contained a news story by

Fred P. Graham which commented upon a memorandum written by
Justice Lewis F. Powell, Jr. of the Supreme Court of the United
States at the time he was a practicing lawyer. A&According to the
story, the memorandum urged the United States Chamber of Commerce

~"to mount a campaign to counter criticism of the free enterprise

system in the schools and the news media -- particularly tele-
vision." To me, this news story carried the indirect implication
that the contents of this confidential memorandum reflected a
disposition of Mr. Justice Powell which would influence his
decision in cases involving business now before the Supreme Court.

I feel that the reference to this memorandum and the implications
of the reference in the news article are misleading. They do not
serve to advance rational discussion or an understanding of the

performance of the Supreme Court. ' a '

~Before his appointment to the Court Justice Powell, as a prac-~
“ticing lawyer, was under a professional duty to assist clients
~.which he represented. This duty might well include giving the

client, upon reguest, the kest advice possible upon a given sub-
ject, regardless of the lawyer's personal views. The history of
the Supreme Court shows clearly that lawyers appointed to the
Supreme Court, most of whom were active as politicians, high
elective or appointive government officials, law professors or
practicing lawyexrs before their appointment, have often espoused
positions in their new role as Judges which have been contrary
to the views they expressed in their previous roles. Former
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_D|LWORTH,PA_X.'%ON, KALISH, LEVY & CoLEMAN CONTINUATION SHEET No. 2 To  The Editor

October 19, 1972

Chief Justice Hughes, as a practicing lawyer, actively rep-

resented some of the most important business interests in the
country. His decisions as Chief Justice, however, were often
directly contrary to at least the short run views of the busi-.

ness comnunity at that time. The late Justice Jackson, wnile
Solicitor General, issued an opinion which could have formed a

basis for President Truman's subsequent seizure of the steel

mills. However, Justice Jackson voted with a majority of the '
Supreme Court in determining that the seizure was unconstitu- - _
tional.  Again, a lack of understanding the nature of judicial“;;;;,zi
decision is reflected in the comments of those who say that™. =
Justice Frankfurter became conservative after he became a Jus-

" tice merely because some of his votes were not controlled by .

views he had expressed when a law professor or polltlcal ad-
visor to Pre31dents ¥Wilson and Roosevelt

I dld not agree w1th every position taken by Justlce Powell

when he was a practicing lawyer, I am certain I will not agree
with every one of his positions as fa Justice of the Supreme !
Court. However, I am fully confident that as a Justice he is

and will be guided in his decisions by the facts of the case before

~ him, the legal precedents which in his view govern those facts,

and the mix of law, public policy and statesmanship which must

be applied in deciding questions of public law and constitutional
law, Mr, Justice Powell has been on the Court for less than a
full term, but instances come to mind, even for that short time,
in which his votes on the decision of a case were not such as
would have been expected from a casual review of his opinions
expressed as a practicing lawyer.

The most dramatic example relates to wiretapping.- On November 3,
1971, the Times printed an article by attorney Powell supporting
in a general way the use of wiretapping and minimizing its effect
on civil liberties. On June 19, 1972, Justice Powell authored
the unanimous decision of the Court in United States v. United
States District Court, which prohibited the use of warrantless

~wiretapping in so-called "domestic security” cases. Justice

Powell's opinion recognized the chilling effect of an unsupervised

government use of wiretapping upon free speech and other First
Amendment rights.



Biuworta, Baxson, KaLisH, LEVy & COLEMAN CONTINUATION SHEET No. '3 To The Editor

¢

. October 19, 1972 .

Let us consider another vital area of law. Attorney Powell was
counsel for various school boards in Virginia. - His name appeared.

on a friend of the court brief filed by the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia in the case of Swann v. Charlotte~Mecklenberg Bocard of
Education. That brief unsuccessfully urged the Supreme Court to
limit the power of Federal courts to interfere with neighborhood
schools and to require the busing of pupils. However, on

September 1 of this year, Justice Powell, sitting as Circuit

Justice, denied a stay of a desegregation order entered against
Richmond County, Georgia. The reguest for a stay was based on
section 803 of the Education Amendments of 1972, providing £ rgafw~f*
stays pending appeal of orders requiring busing to achieVe racial '
balance. In denying the request, Justice Powell relied chiefly
on that part of the decision in the Swann case which held that
similar language in the 1964 Civil nghts Act was not intended to
apply to orders involving "de jure" segregation. Thus, in effect,
he refused to interfere with 1mmed1ate lmplementatlon of a busmng
order., - : : S : - :

-

The Times has long performed an important public function by
reporting fully and accurately the work of the Supreme Court.
The work of that Court, as we know, often ranks in importance
with that of the President and Congress.  For this reason it is
a2ll the more important that news reporting of’the work of the
Supreme Court be fair and that individual Justices be evaluated
on the basis of their performance on the Court. This end cannot
be served by misleading inferences drawn from public pozitions

which they may have taken as advocates before their app01ntment
to the Court. o -

Very truly yours, - R

William T. Coleman, Jr.

WIC,JR:epe
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WILLIAM A, STANMEYER _ ‘//7

ATTORNEY AT LAW
2867 SHANNON CT. |
NORTHBROOK, ILL. 60062

272-1114

Oct. 23, 1972 ' Bee-m4a0D

Hon. Lewis F. Powell, Jr.
Justice '

U.S. Supreme Court

- Washington, D.C.

Dear Justice Powell:

Your August 23, 1971 memorandum, "Attack on American
Free Enterprise System," hes come to my attention.

It is simply excéllent. You deserve the highest praise
for your brilliant analysis of the problem and realistic
suggestions for practical action. o
Because of the similiarity of problem-solution analysis,
it occurred to me that you might be interested in an
article of mine, The New Left and the 01d Law, which
attempted in April 969 the same type of trailblazing
effort as yours, only for the legal profession. ..

If your busy schedule permits, I would deeply appreciate
any comments you might have on my essay. Though the matrix
of violenceé on campus has somewhat dissipated, I believe
the positive récomimendationg are still viable, since the
ideological misunderstanding of America is still quite
prevalent. 'So, if you feel the essay has any merit,
feel free to pass it on to whoever would find it useful.

Best wishes.

Slncerely, L:J’“
William A. Stanmeyer

WAS/js
Enc.
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Chamber trade mission

U.S. must avoid protectiomism,

ROME—Unless Congress equips the
U.S. Government with authority to
scck more liberal arrangements in
trade negotiations next fall, America’s
ability to maintain a high level of pros-
perity and job development will be
jeopardized over the long run.

Avoiding protectionist legislation of
the type exemplified by the Burke-
Hartke bill s not enough, warned the
executive vice president of the Na-
tional Chamber, Arch Booth.

He asserted that positive steps must
be taken by the United States to be-
come more of a trading nation and
scek accommedation with the growing
European economic community. Only
in this way can the U.S. maintain its
strength in the world economy and
thereby assure prosperity at home.

Mr. Booth expressed his views in a
statement released here at the conclu-
sion of a National Chamber mission
that took him to meetings in nine cities
in six countries to discuss trade, invest-
ment and monetary problems with
government and business leaders, both
American and European, and officials

Highlights Inside

Powell Memorandum--""Attack
on American Free Enterprise
System’ --is reprinted verbatim
starting on page 3.

Business urged to back Brock

bill to control federal spending--
see page 11.

Business confidence in the econo-
my hits new high--see page 11,
Business in 1990--still time to
register for this important con-
ference. Details on page 12.

~become better trade partner

of international organizations, includ-
ing the European Community.
Meetings were held in London,
Paris, Frankfurt, Bonn, Brussels,
Zurich, Geneva, Milan and Rome.
In a fitting climax, Mr. Booth ex-

tended his jtinerary to Madrid where’

he met and conferred with members
of 11 West European and Mediter-
ranean countries.

A report on the Chamber mission’s
findings has been requested by Presi-
dent Nixon. The report will also be
presented to leaders in Congress and
American business with - specific rec-
ommendations, Mr, Booth's statement:

“One of our major findings from
this mission is that Europeans are not
convinced that we in the United States
are serious about trade negotiations.
They would like to see concrete evi-
dence that we really mean business,
Thus, our main task is to go back to
the U.S. and secure a broad mandate
from Congress that will allow us to
participate meaningfully in trade nego-
tiations next fall,

{Turn page)

Powell Memorandum

Arch Booth is greeted by Jean Jacgues
Guerlain, president of Patronat, French em-
ployer organization . , .

N

. and confers with Dr, Ernest H. Fern-
holz, a director of DIHT, German business
organization.

Kilpatrick answers Jack Anderson

O I'm James J. Kilpatrick.

Columnist Jack Anderson recently
turned up a memorandum stamped
“Confidential” that Supreme Court
Justice Lewis F. Powell wrote in the

summer of 1971, This was about two
months before he was nominated to

For Complete Memorandum
See Page 3

the high court, at a time.when he was
Private Citizen Powell, a highly-re-
spected corporation lawyer in Rich-
mond, Virginia,

Anderson’s implication is that there
was something very wrong with what
Powell was suggesting to the business
community at that time.

My answer to Jack Anderson is,
“Nuts!™

Powell's advice was sound then and
it is sound now. Writing as a private
citizen, Powell advised businessmen to
get on the offensive against those
socialist-liberal forces whose avowed
objective is to destroy the private en-
terprise system. He specifically advised
businessmen to get into the courts.

{Turn page}
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MiSSiOH (continued)

“Until now cur main effort at home
has been to prevent protectionist legis-
lation of the type contained in the
Burke-Hartke bill. That is not enough.
We must obtain from Congress new
authority for our government to nego-
tiate more liberal trading arrangements
with other countries.

“Unless we produce evidence that
we are interested in meaningful re-
ciprocal multilateral trade talks—and
enter into serious negotiations—the
tendency of the community to make
special preferential agreements and to
follow other practices harmful to
America’s economic interests will in-
crease.

“Detailed recommendations will be
included in our report following care-
ful study. Tentatively, recommenda-
tions among the following lines seem
impcrative:

1. *“That the U.S. Congress enact
a trade bill empowering our govern-

ment to enter into effective negotia-

tions for new trade agreements next
fall. This bill should grant the Presi-

Mr. Booth discusses
trade with Emile
Noel, secretary
general of EEC, in
Brussels . . .

..i

Moore, president of AmCham France.

. and appears with David T. McGovern, left, American Club president, and Richard H.

* dent authority to negotiate tariff Te-

ductions and eliminate nontariff bar-
riers. It should include broad negotiat-
ing authority in both industrial goods
and agricultural commodities.

2. “That a system of generalized
tariff preferences on U.S. imports of
manufactured goods from developing
countries be instituted in concert with
other industrialized countries.

3. “Revise U.S. antitrust laws so as
to give U.S. companies exporting and

- investing abroad more freedom to

operate competitively.

4. “Develop a wider export con-
sciousness and improved export tech-
niques among demestic American firms
as opposed to relying largely on export
services by U.S. Government personnel
abroad.

5. “Start negotiations immediately
to harmonize national environmental
control policies so as to minimize in-
equitable effects of different national
standards on trade flows.

6. “Continue to provide a climate
for nondiscriminatory fax treatment
for American exporters and investors
overseas.”

Powell Memorandum (coninues)

“Under our constitutional system,”
he wrote, “especially with an activist-
minded Supreme Court, the judiciary
may be the most important instrument
for social, economic and political
change.”

Well, 1 would ask my Brother
Anderson: “What in the world is wrong
with that advice?”

It is perfectly true. An activist

Supreme Court has indeed become an
important instrument for social, eco-
nomic and political change. And it is
equally true, as Private Citizen Powell
said, that forces antagonistic to busi-
ness for years have been using the
courts to obtain their objectives.

Powell also suggested that business
leaders set up a committee of out-
standing independent scholars to ex-
amine textbooks in economics, politi-
cal science and sociology.

1 ask again: “What's wrong with
that?”" Every person with sense enough
to come in out of the rain knows
these textbooks are predominantly

biased against the free enterprise sys-
tem and in favor of socialism in some
degree. All Powell was urging was a
fair balance.

Powell in private life was not only
lawyer, but educator also. His dedica-
tion to true academic freedom needs
no defense, But he was exactly right
in his memorandum in saying that
businessmen and conservatives gener-
ally should use their influence to get
more conservatives on college facul-
ties. Again, all Powell asked was bal-
ance. At present the ratio of liberal to
conservative professors is about 99 to
1.

If business leaders have any sense—
and this is sometimes doubtful—they
will write to the Chamber of Com-
merce of the United States for a com-
plete text of the Powell memorandum.

It may have been written when he
was simply “Mister” Powell, but “Jus-
tice” Powell will never write a better
opinion. 'm JYack J. Kilpatrick with
SPECTRUM,CBS radio.
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UNIROYAL CHEMICAL

—— Division of UNIROYAL, Inc.
FJE@@V - ' 214 W st Rubiy Avenue!
i ubtedilac Gastania North:Carolion>28052
T04-853:3411
4509 Creedmoor Road
Suite 215

Raleigh, NC 27612

Ocltober 25, 1972

Mr. Zugene Sydnor, Jr.

President, Southern Department Stores
Richmond, Virginia

Dear Mr. Sydnor:

I have just read the August, 1971, article of Justice lewis Powell's
evaluation of our American business situation. It is the best article T
have ever read that summarizes where we stand and where we are heading.

I feel much better in knowing that President Nixon has appointed a person
of Mr. Powell's conviction to the highest court.

I am requesting a number of copies of this report to be sent to all our
distributors and cooperators in our business of providing agricultural
chemicals for crop production in the Southeast. I feel & national move-

ment is needed at all levels to make people become more aware and to CET
INVOLVED:

We, in the agricultural chemical business, are very definitely in the
situation as discussed by Mr. Powell as we continue to defend against the
Naders and others but not at the agressive pace needed. I hope our govern-
ing body in the National Agricultural Chemical Association will become more
agressive and establish stronger policies as lir. Powell relates to the total
industry picture. '

Hopefully, much of the plan as suggested by ir. Pouwell can be implemented
in the near future, and we can sece & turn-around point in our business
philosophies.

I'm sending a copy of this letter to Mr. Powell as a ''ehip' of appreciation
and hope we can get enough “chips™ to bulld a giant tree toward giving our
nation the right and deserved attitude of our greal Iree enterprise systen.

Sincerely,

NS @v%wm——f/
A. B. Rogerson

Southern Repgional Manager
Research and Development

ABR/gb

cc: Honorable Lewis F. Powell
U.S. Supreme Court
WUnechineoton.,. DO
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ARTHUR J. BRANDT, JR.
P. ©O. BOX 325
BLOOMFIELD HILLS, MICHIGAN 48013

October 26, 1972

Associate Justice Lewis F. Powell, Jr.
U. S. Supreme Court
Washington, D. C.

Dear Justice Powell:

I was interested in reading the memoxr andum you vrote for the U. S. Chamber of Commerce
and recentTy publlshed by Human Events.

I think you have done a fine job in pointing out the deficiencies of the Free Enter--
prise System, not telling its own story, and in effect participating in its own des-
truction.

I am sure you must.be aware that Alice W1dener, the publisher of U.S.A., magazine, has
documented Ralph Nader's affiliations with the Socialist.movement: %+ and they are many.
As you emphasize, Nader is probably the most effective American business antagonist,
‘but nobody goes on to say that the guy is a Socialist. I have tried in my own small
way to get General Motors to bring this out by distributing Mrs. Widener's essay on
Nader to 1ts dealershlps - but no teakers.

In the discussion of the problems to the Chamber you suggested & panel of independent
scholars to evaluate social science textbooks. It brought into mind the question as

to whether or not you are familiar to the work done by America's Future, Inc., of

New Rochelle, N. Y. They do just this, and I think very effectively. Although, it

may not be as two sided as you might suggest. In order to counter~balance the four
decades of soclalistic education fed to the students and who are now adults in America,
it is going to take & ma551ve effort on the Conservative side to change their thinkinags-

I can understand why Jack Anderson might attack you. as being unfit for the Supreme
Court, because at the time he wrote about the so-called "Confidential Memo" really.
nobody aside from Chamber off1c1als probably had seen it. Since they requested it,
it is understandsable that it should have been kept within their purview. Since he
has brought it to light, and I am sure he is & dedicated Socialist, he can make the
charge and get away with it because nobody had seen it. That is par for leftwing and
its associates. I agree wholeheartedly with what you have said, and have for many
years. I just hope somequyitakes it to heart and does something about it.

Sincerely,

—s

Afghur J. Brandt, Jr.

AJB/jar

P.S. As a matter of interest we had some legal work in Virginia several years ago,
and it was through my friend Betsy Osth of Berryville that I was led to Lucas
Phillips of Leesburg who is a member of the Virginia House of Delegates. He

2 is a fine lawyer and a very.dedicated Conservative. Perhaps you know him.

]
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LOUISVILLE & NASHVILLE RAILROAD COMPANY

- 908 W. BROADWAY « LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY 40201 « TELEPHQCNE S87-1121

October 26, 1972

PRIME F. OSBORN

PRESIDENT

Dear Mr, Justice Powell:

Just recently I had the opportunity to read
James J. Kilpatrick's article entitled, '"Justice
Powell's Private Opinion, ! and I just want you to
know that I think you have made a great statement --
I agree with you wholeheartedly,!

Sincerely,

N\
AWM

Primne . Osborn

The Honorable Lewis F. Powell
Associate Justice

Supreme Court of the United States
Washington, D. C.
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377 Madison Avenue, New York, NY 10017 Oliver M._Mendgll
Tel. (212} 922-6372 Regional vice President
The Honorable Lewis F. Powell October 30, 1972

Justice of the Supreme Ccurt
Washington, D. C.

Dear Justice Powell:
In connection with the various business magazines, banking
Jjournals, etc. that cross my desk . . . I particularly enjoyed

receiving the attached Washington Report the other day.

I was interested in reading your memorandum and of course the
comments by James Kilpatrick as per the attached.

I do believe the banner should be taken up by business and the
word gotten across to the public that we're really not so bad!

I do hope all is going well with you and your family and hope
that our paths will be cressing again before tco long ~ - either
in New York or in Lexington.

With every goocd wish,

Si ?er 1y,

01%ver M. Mendell

OMM: jb



BERNARD G. SEGAL

Law OFFICES
BSOENADER, HARRISON, SEGAL & Lrwis
1715 PACKARD BUILDING

PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19102

215-48(-0400  CABLE: WALEW

FRED L. ROSENEBLOOM DANIEL H. SILVER JOSEPH B. ERWIN

GILBERT W.OSWALD
FRANHK B.MURDOCH .
LOUIS F. FLOGE

LJAMES U LEYDEN
SAMUEL D. SLADE
BERNARD J SMOLENS
EDWARD W MULLINIX
JEROME J.SHESTACK
KIMBER E.VOUGHT
CHARLES C. HILEMAN, 1l
GEORGE H, NOFER
FHILIP M. HAMMETT
S.JAY COQKE

ROBERT L. KENDALL, JR.
JAMES A.DROBILE
SANFORD M. ROSENELCOM
WILLIAM M. BARNES

IRA P. TIGER

BARRY R.SPIEGEL

W. BRADLEY WARD
IRVING R, SEGAL
J.PENNINGTON STRAUS
ROBERT J. CALLAGHAN
THOMAS P GLASSMOYER
GEORGE P. WILLIAMS, !
J. B. MILLARE TYSON
FRANK H.ABBOTT
BANCROFT D. HAVILAND
JOHN E.LITTLETON
HERBERT S. MEDNICK
RALPH S.SNYDER

J. GOROON COOMEY
ARTHUR H. KAHN
HARVEY LEVIN

JOHN H. LEDDY
VINCENT P. HALEY
ROBERT P. OBERLY
J.ALLEN DOQUGHERTY

WILLIAM A.SCHNADER
1935- 1868
FRANCIS A.LEW:S
1935- 1845

EARL G. HARRISON
8461955

GFEORGE P, WILLIAMS, JR.
OF COUNSEL

ROBERT S. BRAMSON
CHARLES M.TAYLOR
DENNIS R, SUPLEE
THOMAS GIBSON

JACOB P. HART

MICHAEL SKLAROFF
CLINTON A.STUNTEBECK
BARRY SIMON

JOHN T. KEHNER
GERARD J, ST. JOHN
B.RUSSELL COUPLAND, I
MICHAEL J. MANGAN
JOHN H. HOUGH
ANDREW J_ SILVERMAN
RALPH G.WELLINGTON
THOMAS R.SCHMUHL
RALPH J. PLOTKIN
STEVEN R. KANES

MARTIN WALD

M. RICHARD KALTER
ROBERT A. HANAMIRIAN
JOSEPH A.TATE

JOHN J. CUNNINGHAM, Il
ALBERT W. SHEPPARD, JR.
STEPHEN J.GREENBERG
MICHAEL R.GARDNER

C. GARY WYNRGCP
MARGARET M. POWERE
RICHARD G.GREINER
DAVID §. HOFE

STERLING H. SCHOEN, JR.
JOSEPH R. MARINO
ROBERT H.LEVIN

EDwWARD L. BAXTER

DAYID 5. COHN

November 1, 1972

Mr., Justice Powell
Supreme Court of the United States

Washington, D. C. 20543

Dear Lewis:

In accordance with our conversation in Chicago, I
enclose copies of letter of October 19th from William T. Cole-
man, Jr. to the editor of the New York Times and of Bill Cole-
man's letter of October 20th to me.

It was certainly good seeing you in Chicago. EKnowing
your present pressures, I certalnly admire you for hav1ng made
the trip to be with us Friday evening and Saturday morning. As
you urged, I shall overcome my reluctance to call you for lunch
or dinner when I am in Washington, this on the basis of your
pledge to let me know without hesitation that you are too busy
or otherwise occupied.

With my warm regards,
Sincerely yours,

/ ]

Bernard G. Segal

(/”

BGS/jt
Enclosure



November 8, 1972

Dear Bill:

Bernie Segal has been good enough to send me a copy of your
letter of October 19 to the New York Times.

I write to say that I deeply appreciate your going to this trouble
and particularly your writing about me so generously.

With my best wishes.

Sincerely,

William T. Coleman, Jr., Esquire
2600 The Fidelity Building
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19109

ifp/ss

Hon. Bernard G. Segal -
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November 8, 1972

Dear Bernie;

I am delighted to have - for my perma.nenf archives - a copy

of Bill Coleman's splendid letter. This was an extremely thoughtful
thing for him to do.

I neglected to send you, as promised, copies of three editorials
which friends have sent in to me.

As ever,

Hon. Bernard G. Segal
1719 Packard Building
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19102

fp/ss

Enec.
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Law OFFICES
. SCHNADER, HARRISON, SEGAL & LEWIS
1719 PACKARD BUILDING
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19102

215-431-0400 CABLE: WALEW
BERNARD G. SEGAL

GILBERT w. OSWALD

FRED L. ROSENBLOCM
W. BRADLEY WARD

DANIEL H. SILVER
ROBERT 5. BRAMSON

FRANK B. MURDOCH
LOUIS F. FLOGE

JAMES J, LEYDEN
SAMUEL D, SLADE
BERNARD J. SMOLENS
EDWARD W, MULLINIX
JEROME J, SHESTACK
KIMBER E. VOUGHT
CHARLES C. HILEMAN, I
GEORGE H. NOFER
FPHILIP M, HAMMETT
S.JAY COOKE

ROBERT L. KENDALL,JR.
JAMES A DROBILE
SANFORD M. ROSENBLCOM
WiLLIAM M, BARNES

{RA P. TIGER

BARRY R SPIEGEL

IRVING R, SEGAL

J. PENNINGTON STRAUS
RCBERT .J. CALLAGHAN
THOMAS P. GLASSMOYER
GEORGE P. WiLLIAMS, |l
J. B. MILLARD TYSON
FRANK H. ABBOTT
BANCROFT ©. HAVILAND
JOHN E-LITTLETON
HERBERT §. MEDNICK
RALPH 5. SNYDER

J. GORDON COONEY
ARTHUR H. KAHN
HARVEY LEVIN

JOHN H. LEDDY
VINGENT p. HALEY
ROBERT P. OBERLY
J.ALLEN DOUGHERTY

WILLIAM A.SCHNADER

I935-1968

FRANCIS A  LEWIS

IB835-1945

EARL G. HARRISON

I548-1988

GEORGE P. WILLIAMS, JR,

©F COUNSEL

CHARLES M.TAYLOR
DENNIS R. SUPLEE
THOMAS GIBSCN

JACOB P. HART

MICHAEL SKLAROFF
CLINTON A.STUNTERBECK
BARRY SIMON

JOHN T. KEHNER
GERARD J. ST. JOHN
B.RUSSELL COUPLAND, Il
MICHAEL J. MANGAN
JOHN H. HOUGH
ANDREW J. SILVERMAN
RALPH G.WELLINGTON
THOMAS R SCHMUHL
RALPH J. PLOTKIN
STEVEN R.KANES

November 15, 1972.

Mr. Justice Powell
Supreme Court of the
United States,
Washington, D. C. 20543

Dear Lewis:

Thank you for sending the three editorials to me.
They were most perceptive and really hit their target. Some-
times I think that the best comment on a silly item like the
one on your memorandum to an official of the United States
Chamber of Commerce is the type of ridicule in the editorial
of the Boston Herald Traveler.

With best regards,

rely yours,

Bernard G. Segal

Cormanes

JOSEPH B. ERWIN
MARTIN WALD

M. RICHARD KALTER
ROBERT A. HANAMIRIAN
JOSEPH A.TATE

JOHN J. CUNNING HAM, 1T
ALBERT W. SHEFPARD, JR.
STEPHEN J.GREENBERG
MICHAEL R.GARDNER
C.GARY WYNKCOP
MARGARET M. POWERS
RICHARD G, GREINER
RAVID 5. HOPE

STERLING H. SCHOEN, JR.
JOSEPH R. MARINO
RCBERT H, LEVIN
EDWARD L. BAXTER

DAaVID 5. COHN




JOHN NELSON WASHBURN, PH.D., LL..B.
SOVIET AFFAIRS SPECIALIST
1823 QUINCY STREET, N.W.
WASHINGTON, D. €. 20011

(202) a82-1076

16 November 1972

The Honorable Lewis F. Powell, dJr.

Associate Justice,

Supreme Court of the United States of America,
Washington, D.C., 205L3

Dear Mr. Justice Powell:

With great interest and much concern I have
read and pondered your recently-released confidential memorandum of
August 23, 1971 to Mr. Eugene B. Sydnor, Jr. of the U,3, Chamber of
Commerce entitled "ATTACK ON AMERICAN FREE ENTERPRISE SYSTEM.!

In view of my unusual background and experience
the points you made in your memorandum had particular significance for
me, a long-time student of Soviet affairs.

Would your busy schedule permit & short visit
with me to discuss implementation of the undertakings you recommended
to the U.S, Chamber of Cormerce from the standpoint of our current United
States Government posture vis-a=vis the Soviet Union? I enclose a
curriculum vitae for your use in the hope that you might be sufficiently
interested in me to work such a visit into your schedule before Christmas,

Thank you for considering my request.

Sincerely yours,
£ A Do Lashlloton

ohn Nelson Washburn

Enclosure: curriculum vitae
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November 12, 1972

. Curriculum Vitae of JOHN NELSON WASHBURN, LL.B., Ph.D., Soviet Affairs Specialist

Personal Information:

Home-0ffice Address and Telephone: 1823 Quincy St., N.W., Washington,D.C, 20011
(202) 882-1076
Citizenship; Date, Place of Birth: American; October 11,1923, Ottawa, Kansas
Family Status: Married to Amanda Barlow Foster June 18, 1960;
Qur daughter, Deana Davis Washburn, was born October 9, 1962

Education:

Ecole Alsacienne, Paris, France, 1929-1930;
Hanover (¥.H.) CGrade School and Eigh School, 1930-1939;
The Phillips Exeter Academy, Exeter, N.H., 1939-19L1;

Dartmouth College, Hanover, N,H.,, 1941-19L2;
Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., January-June 19h3

(American GCouncil of Learned Societies, Intensive Russian Program),
Princeton University, Princeton, N,J., Jamiary-March 19LL

(US Army, Turkisn Area and Language Specialized Training Program);
Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., May-July 1SL5

(US Army, Intensive Russian Program);
Dartmouth College, Hanover, N.H., July-September 19L6

(A.B, awarded summa cum laude September 30, 1946 - Phi Beta Kappa);

Johns Hopkins University School of Advanced International Studies, 19L6-1947
(A.M. awarded May 31, 19L7);
Columbia University in the City of New York, 1947-1950
{Russian Institute Certificate awarded June 1, 1949);
University of Michigan Law School, 1955-1957
(LL.B. awarded August 30, 195?),
Columbia University in the City of New York 1957-1970
(Pa.D, awarded October 1, 1970).

Military Service:

In US Army from August 2L, 1943 to February 21, 19L6 -- honorably discharged as Plec
after infantry basic training at Ft. Benning, Ga., advanced training as French and
Russian interpreter at Cp. Ritchie, Md., and service at headquarters of 2nd En.,

32nd Inf, Regt,, 7th Inf, Div,, in Kaesong, Korea, at 38th parallel dividing Soviet
and US Korean occupation forces,’

Eduiucational Role in American Bar Association:

Upon admission to vpractice law in Kansas, February 12, 1958, I became an Attorney-
Adviser(International) in the Office of the Legal Adviser, Department of State., In
that capacity I was admitted to practice in the District of Columbia in 1961, On
Aprdil 9, 1962 I was admitted to practice in the Supreme Court of the United States
of America. After entering the Office of the Legal Adviser I joined the American
Bar Association, Having become active in its Section of International and Comparativ
Law, currently known as the Section of International Law, I was named Chairman of
the Subcommittee on Europe and Scandinavia in the surmer of 1967, Two years later

I was made Chairman of the Committee on Regional Treaty Organizations. As I start
my third year in this position, I am even more strongly committed to a program of

E! educating the American bpeople in general and the Bench and Bar in particular to very
3 real dangers to America's freedoms emanating from the Kremlin, Several of my recent
articles in the Section's principal publication - The International Lawyer - had this
varticular function, Lewls Powell's pungeént memorandum of August 23, 1971 to Eugens

Sydnor, Chairman, Education Committee, US Chamber of Commerce, points up the need for
_vigilance on this inadequately defended sector of American life.
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Experience with Publications:

. Articles of mine dealing with Soviet affairs have appeared in print from June 1947
("Russia Looks at Northern Korea," Pacific Affairs) to November 5,1972 ("8L Pound
Soviet 'Soldier'", The New York Times) - in view of my knowledge of the USSR based
in part on a long trip through that country in 1960 and three trips to Moscow(1963,
1965, 1969-1970) and in part on face-to-face dealings with Soviet military personnel,
diplomats and various government officials over 27 years, my projected future
research activity in Soviet affairs should yield at least equally useful publications,

Career History and Employment(commencing with present activity):

Free-lance writer,1972: During November-December I shall prepare a draft manuscript

" on "The Distortion of America's Image in Theaters of the USSR Over Five Decades and
During 1972" from my outline as approved by the Standing Committee on Education About
Communism and its Contrast With Liberty Under law, American Bar Association;

Department of State,1971-1972: Contract Escort Russian Interpreter,Language Services
Division, which a551gned me to be:
Bscort Officer and Hussian Interpreter for USSR Educational Delegation,1971;
Russian Interpreter for USSR Merchant Marine Delegation,1972;
Escort Officer and Russian Interpreter for USSR Micrcbiology Delegation,1972;

Earhart Foundation of Ann Arbor, Michigan,1971-1972: Grantee preparing one book and
two articles focusing on the 19686-1971 role in world diplomacy of the People's Republic
of Albania, of which one article has appeared(The International Lawyer,October 1972);

Department of State,l970-1971: Foreign Affairs Officer{(Consultant), Office of the
Assistant Secretary of State for Educational and Cultural Affairs;

Cormonwealth of Massachusetts,1967-1969: Technical Consultant for State and Federal
Regulatory Agencies, Offlce of Planning and Program Coordination, Executive OIffice
for Administration and Finance, Boston, Massachusetis;

Commmunications Satellite Corporation,1966-1967: International Agreements Specialist,
engaged to draft COMSAT positions on "definitive arrangements" for INTELSAT;

Department of State,1958-1966: Attorney-Adviser{International),0ffice of the Legal
Adviser, where my specilal assignments incliuded:
Adviser on US Delegation,United Nations General Assemhly,l1958-1560-1961.1962;
Adviser on US Delegation,Conference on the Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapon Tests,
. Ceneva, Switzerland, 1958-1959;
Escort Officer and Russian Interpreter for USSR Junior All-Star Hockey Team,19560-1961.
Legal Adviser to US Representative on UN Human Aights Commission,1961;
Adviser on US Delegation,UN Conference on Consular Relations,Vienna,Austria,l963;
Adviser on US Delegation,Diplomatic Conference on the Unification of Law Governing
the International Sale of Goods, The Hague,1%6L;
Escort Officer and Russian Interpreter for USSR Film Specialists' Delegation, 196h
Adviser on US Delegation to Tenth Sessilon of the Hague Conference on Private Inter-
national Law, The Hague, 196k
US Expert, WATO Group of lLegal Experts on Malta, NATO Headquarters,Paris,France,
Meetings of October 8 and November 12, 196L;
Special Assistant to US Expert, Special Cormittee on Divorce, The Hague Conference
on Private International Law,The Hague,1965;

Free-lance writer,1954-1955: During these months I prepared several articles published
in World Tennis as well as "Sport as a Soviet Tool,"published in Foreign Affairs;

Central Intelligence Agency,1953-195h: Intelligence Officer, Washington,D.C.;

Dartmouth College,1950-1953: Instructor in Russian,Department of Russian Civilization.




November 20, 1972

Dear Frank:
Thank you for your interesting letter of November 15.”

In view, however, of my present status as a "neutral and
detached'' judge on every subject and issue, I have consistently
declined to discuss the Chamber of Commerce memorandum
written before I came on the Court.

I wrote the memorandum at the request of Eugene B. Sydnor,
Chairman of the Education Committee of the Chamber. Iam sure
you met Gene, a prominent Virginia businessman and former mem-
ber of the Virginia Senate. He is a member of the Forum Club
which you have addressed, and a friend of Tennant Bryan and Jim
Wheat and others in Richmond whom you know. You may wish to
get in touch with Gene.

I miss seeing you and other old friends,

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank R. Barnett, President
National Strategy Information Center
130 East 67th .Street

New York, New York 10021

LFP, Jr.:pls
cc: Mr. Eugene B, Sydnor, Jr.
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November 21, 1972

Dear Mr. Washburn:
Thank you for your letter of November 16.

~ Now that I am on the Court, I no longer feel free to
discuss issues which may be deemed controversial. Accord-
ingly, I have followed the policy of not discussing my memo

to Mr. Sydnor,

With best wishes.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Nelson Washburn
1823 Quincy Street, N.W,
Washington, D. C. 20011

LFP, Jr.:pls




EuGeENE B. SYDNOR, JR. ’/,/’/ff”w ;7

PosT OrFicE Box 1474
RicHMOND, VIRGINIA 28212

November 22, 1972

Dear Lewis,

Thank you very much for sending me copies of your
recent letters to Messrs. Barnett and St. John. T
shall hope to have an opportunity to meet with them
if they are so inclined and discuss these matters.

The response to the mailing of the memorandum by the
Cjﬁhambeﬁ to its full membership has been tremendous.

— el +

I"feel that your very cogent ideas have been presented

in a manner which is most fitting and conducive to their

implementation)and all of us involved in the effort are

most grateful to you.

As a matter of fact, at the meeting of the Chamber's

Board in Washington last week a resolution expressing

our great appreciation for your -foresight and the time

and effort which you expended in the preparation of your
now famous memorandum, was unanimously’ adopted. In order
not to embarrass you, the Chamber's President or Executive
Vice President were instructed to convey this resolution
to you in an informal manner that I trust will not create
any waves with the likes of Jack Anderson!

I am delighted that the Chamber organization is now
gearing up to do something actively in this fleld perhaps
in concert with the National Council of Better BUSLness
Bureaus which has already begun to mount a campaign aimed
particularly at the consumers across the country. As you
may have heard, Henry Ford and the President of Whirlpool
Corporation are heading this effort. Apparently they have
already been successful in getting commitments for size-
able funds from business firms for their program. I trust
that the Chamber will move ahead actively in its part of
the €ffort which we feel properly should cover at minimum
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a much strengthened program of economic education at
the state and local levels together with effective
publicity in the media to the general public on the
merits of the free enterprise system.

Lucy and I enjoy very much having news of you and Jo
through Margaret Rucker, and we trust that all goes well
with you.

Sincerely yours,

Eugene B/ Sydnor, Jr.




ROBERT R. HUDSON

11012 Rosemont Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Justice Powell
Suprems Court of the U. S.
Washington, D. C. 20543
Dear Mr. Justice:

I would be most grateful if you would autograph two coples of
"tro Powsll Memorandum" which I have enclosed. One is for a friend,

Thank you so much.

Sincer 1y,

) it Db




November 29, 1972

Dear Mr. Hudson:

As T have refrained entirely from any action with
respect to the memorandum I wrote for the Chamber of
Commerce prior to coming on the Court, I rather hesitate
to autograph copies of the memorandum.

I do appreciate your interest and the spirit of your
letter., But under all of the circumstances, I think it best
not to comply with your complimentary request.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert R..Hudson
11012 Rosemont Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

LFP, Jr.:pls

P.S. Iam enclosing an autographed copy of a speech I made
at the American Bar Association meeting, as reproduced in
U. S. News & World Report.




November 29, 1972

Dear Mr. Brandt:

This is my first opportunity to
thank you for your gracious letter of October
26. :

With best wishes.’

| Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur J, Brandt, Jr.
Post Office Box 325 ‘
Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48013

LFP, Jr.:pls




November 29, 1972

Dear Mr, Stanmeyer:

This is my first opportunity to
thank you for your gracious letter of October
23, and for enclosing your interesting article
in the American Bar Association Journal,

Sincerely,

William A. Stanmeyer, Esquire
2867 Shannon Court
Northbrook, Illinocis 60062
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November 29, 1972

Dear Prime:

I do want you to know that I
much appreciated your generous note of
October 26,

Your letter also brought to
my attention, for the first time, your new
position as president of the L&N, I send
belated congratulations, although I know
that you will be missed at the Seaboard
Coast Line and in Richmond.

Sincerely,

Prime F. Osborn, Esquire

President

Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company
808 W. Broadway

Louisville, Kentucky 40201
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November 29, 1972

Dear Oiive r:

This is a belated note of thanks
for your thoughtfulness in sending me the
Chamber of Commerce Washington Report,
including the Kilpatrick article.

Best wishes,

Sincerely,

Mr. Oliver M. Mendell
Regional Vice President
Chemical Bank

377 Madison Avenue

New York, New York 10017
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