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485 SOUTH HIGHLAND • POST OFFICE BO X 11407 • MEMPHIS , TENNESSEE 3B111 • 901 323-7661 

'"'RS. lA JC Y qEAGAN 

Tl-;:: JH I TE HOUSE 

.,-,.~>-ilt-.JGTON, D.C. 

DEMR MRS. REAGAN : 

I nAVE BEEN SO PROUD OF YOU DURING YOUR FIRST 9AYS 
~ 0 MON THS AS "OUR FIRST LADY!" 

LAST OCTOBER 31 .. ~THE FRIDAY BEFORE THE ELECTION .•. 
YOU ✓ERE IN MEMPHIS AND GRACIOUS ENOUGH TO APPEAR ON 
TELEVISION WITH ME . I REALIZED YOU WERE SO WEARY FROM 
AL~ THE CAMPAIGNING AND DEBATES ... BUT THE INTERVIEW WAS 
SUPERB AND I TH~NK WE TOOK ANESPECIALLY GOOD PICTURE. 
I HAVE ENJOYED YOUR BOOK AND IT CONSTANTLY IS BEING READ 
BY OTHERS .•• INCLUDING THE PLASTIC SURGEON WHOSE FEET 
APPEAR IN THE PICTURE!!!! HE , TOO , ASKED FOR A COPY AND 
PROJDLY DISPLAYS HIS FEET WITH THE FIRST LADY! 

I ~AS BORN IN DESMOINES AND SANG ON WHO -RADIO WHEN YOUR 
HUSBAND 4AS THE SPORTS DIRECTOR . THOSE WERE THE DAYSI!!! 

ALTHOUGH vE ONLY MET FOR AN HOUR , I WILL LONG REMEMBER 
OUR Tl~E TOGETHER. IF I CAN BE OF ANY HELP TO YOU OR THE 
PRESIDE NT IN THIS AREA , PLEASE LET ME KNOW. 

~ AD !RATION , 

MARGE~~MRS. CHAS . \iHITE) 
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WHITE HOUSE 
CORRESPONDENCE TRACKING WORKSHEET 

/-;;? tJ / tf -ttJ I --
0 0 · OUTGOING 

0 H · INTERNAL 

~ I • INCOMING 
Date Correspondence r;,,, 
Received (YY/MM/00) o A / t() / OJ?' 

Name of Correspondent: ,&-,;,l,u/ ;f. ~J M./ 

□ Ml Mail Report User Codes: (A) ___ _ 

ROUTE TO: ACTION 

Tracking 

Office/Agency (Staff Name) 
Action ;,"'.:,-~. Date 
Code t: I), YY/MM/DD 

::.,., ~ 'f 

(B) __ _ (C) __ _ 

DISPOSITION 

Type 
of 

Response 

Complet ion 
Date 

Code YY/MM/OD 

ORIGINATOR ·t,1 IQ I {)tf' 

ACTION CODES: 

A • Appropriate Action 
C • Comment/Recommendation 
D • Draft Response 
F • Furnish Fact Sheet 

to be used as Enclosure 

Referral Note: 

Referral Note: 

Referral Note: 

Referral Note: 

Referral Note: 

I • Info Copy Only/No Action Necessary 
R • Direct Reply w/Copy 
S • For Signature 
X • Interim Reply 

DISPOSITION CODES: 

A• Answered 
B • Non-Special Referral 

C • Completed 
S • Suspended 

FOR OUTGOING CORRESPONDENCE: 

Type of Response = Initials of Signer 
Code = "A" 

Completion Date = Date of Outgoing 

Comments: ____________________________________ _ 

Keep this worksheet attached to the original incoming letter. 
Send all routing updates to Central Reference (Room 75, OEOB). 

I ays return completed correspondence record to Central Files. 
~e er q estions about the correspondence tracking system to Central Reference, ext. 2590. 

5/81 



RECORDS MANAGEMENT ONLY 

No. of Additional 
Correspondents: __ _ 

Prime /"?_t? 
Subject Code: C .L._L\ 

Code 

c __ 

DSP 

SIGNATURE CODES: 

Media: 

Date 

CPn • Presidential Correspondence 
n - O - Unknown 
n - 1 - Ronald WIison Reagan 
n • 2 - Ronald Reagan 
n - 3 - Ron 
n - 4 - Dutch 
n • 5 - Ron Reagan 
n - 6 - Ronald 
n • 7 • Ronnie 

CLn • First Lady's Correspondence 
n - 1 - Nancy Reagan 
n - 2 • Nancy 
n - 3 - Mrs. Ronald Reagan 

CLASSIFICATION SECTION 

L Individual Codes: 

I Secondary c.... a // _/ -
_ Subject Codes: ~ _ 2"~ 

8£ '-h __ 
r I ,/"' } ~ ---

PRESIDENTIAL REPLY 

Comment 

Time: 

Time: 

MEDIA CODES: 

B - Box/package 
C-Copy 
D • Official document 
Q. Message 
H • Handcarried 
L • Letter 
M- Mallgram 
0- Memo 
P • Photo 
R • Report 
S · Sealed 
T . Telegram 
V • Telephone 

CBn - Presidential & First Lady's Correspondence 
n - 1 - Ronald Reagan • Nancy Reagan 

X • Miscellaneous 
Y • Study 

n • 2 • Ron • Nancy 

Form 

P-

Media: __ 

• 



Octo r 15, 19 l 

Dear Dick: 

t to thank you for 1-our October 2 letter onclosing a 
Bo c rdon's correspondence re rding the President • 
or .conomic Recovery. 

Your. y b a sured that the Preoidont appreciated knowing of 
r. e rdon•s words of support and sug9 stions concerning our 

r ion's conomy. Please know that he very much welcome the 
o ,portunity to know the views of concerned citi2ens about the 
is~uo 11ich are so important to them. 

it, cordi l regard, I am 

Sincerely, 

•. ax L. Friedersdorf 
Assistant to the President 

Th Honorable Ric .ard G. Lugar 
Onited States Sen te 
~ashington, O.C. 20510 

MLF / CMP/ ASR/ las --
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 

October 2, 1981 

Mr. Max L. Friedersdorf 
Assistant to the President for Legislative Affairs 
Executive Office of the President 
The White House Office 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Max: 

I enclose a copy of an excel lent letter from Bob Reardon, 
President of Anderson College in Anderson, Indiana. 
Bob's observations relate to the need for the President 
to appear more frequently on television to address the 
American people regarding our economic situation and sell 
his programs. 

I am certain you will find it enlightening. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Richard G. Lugar 

RGL:bks 
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ANDERSON COLLEGE 
ANDERSON, INDIANA ,_6011 

OFFICE OF THE PR£SID,HT 

The Honorable Richard Lugar 
5107 Dirksen Senate Office Bldg. 
Washington, D. C. 20515 

My dear Dick, 

September 25, 1981 

I listened last night with great interest to our President 
and would like to offer a few brief observations. , , 

He is very, very good on the tube and therein lies the 
success or failure of his program. He is going to need all the 
strength he can get to carry out his program. For this reason 
I hope he will appear more frequently on television and address 
the American people again and again about the economic horrors 
which await us unless we are willing to accept the bitter medicine 
which he now prescribes. 

Truth is, the American people know very little about the 
subject of economics and the President's greatest threat is to 
be picked to death by the news media, giving broad coverage on 
how much various segments of our people are going to be distressed 
by the economies coming down the pike. 

My father used to say, "give the people the light and they 
will find the way." The light is beginning to dawn, particularly 
here in Anderson, Indiana. For what it is worth, I am behind the 
President 100% and urge him - and I cannot say this too strongly -
to put his case as often as possible before the American people. 
I think he is a leader that the country will follow, and that 
leadership needs to be shored up more intensely and more often 
if he is going to reverse the disastrous direction in which this 
country has been going. 

At Anderson College we are hurt significantly by the decrease 
in Federal Student Assistance. We are working night and day to 
try to replace it thro~gh other funds. We support the President, 
however, because we believe in the long-run his policy will restore 
fiscal integrity to a nearly bankrupt system. 

RHR:vr 



RONALD W. REAGAN LIBRARY 

THIS FORM MARKS THE FILE LOCATION OF ITEM NUMBER ____ , __ LISTED ON THE 

WITHDRAWAL SHEET AT THE FRONT OF THIS FOLDER. 

L 



MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FOR THE FILE tJ~,~1 
EXECUTIVE 

/?~/J-tt:J/ 



>. • .. 
ID # __ ~0~4~~~9~3~n __ 

WHITE HOUSE 
CORRESPONDENCE TRACKING WORKSHEET 

~ 
D O · OUTGOING 

D H • INTERNAL 

✓.: INCOMING 
Date Correspondence 
Received (YY/MM/DD) ,,f-/1 / t'J Io? C> 

Name of Correspondent: _ ....1.a(L~~-:::'.2::;'/2..:"l.~~H~ ~~ -'9-~ · :___fa~ • .___~A~~~~ 
GY"M1 Mail Report 

/) 

ROUTE TO: ACTION DISPOSITION 

Tracking Ty"pe Completion 
Action Date of Date 

Office/Agency (Staff Name) Code YY/MM/DD Response Code YY/MM/DD 
fCH 

l -r-4 ~ 
c_,$ 

NlfN j I ,/0 , j J D ORIGINATOR I c:1 1.;;ll' / 

ACTION CODES: 

A • Appropriate Action 
C • Comment/Recommendation 
D · Draft Response 
F • Furnish Fact Shaet 

to be used as Enclosure 

Referral Note: 

Referral Note: 

Referral Note: 

Referral Note: 

Referral Note: 

I • Info Copy Only/No Action Necessary 
R • Direct Reply w/Copy 
S • For Signature 
X • Interim Reply 

DISPOSITION CODES: 

A• Answered 
B • Non-Special Referral 

C • Completed 
S • Suspended 

FOR OUTGOING CORRESPONDENCE: 

Type of Response = Initials of Signer 
Code = "A" 

Completion Date = Date of Outgoing 

Comments: ____________________________________ _ 

Keep this worksheet attached to the original incoming letter. 
Send all routing updates to Central Reference (Room 75, OEOB). 
Always return completed correspondence record to Central Files. 
Refer questions about the correspondence tracking system to Central Reference, ext. 2590. 

5/81 



RECORDS MANAGEMENT ONLY 

CLASSIFICATION SECTION 

No. of Additional 
Correspondents·._ __ Media: Individual Codes: ,:Z~tJC -·--- -·--- -·---
Prime O .tJ / 
Subject Code: LIL/ ~LY.-~ L 

Code 

c __ 

DSP 

SIGNATURE CODES: 

Date 

Secondary 
Subject Codes: 

PRESIDENTIAL REPLY 

Comment 

Time: 

Time: 

MEDIA CODES: 

.. 

CPn • Presidential Correspondence 
n • 0 • Unknown 
n • 1 • Ronald WIison Reagan 
n • 2 • Ronald Reagan 
n-3-Ron 
n • 4 • Dutch 
n • 5 • Ron Reagan 
n • 8 • Ronald 
n • 7 • Ronnie 

CLn • First Lady's Correspondence 
n • 1 • Nancy Reagan 
n • 2 • Nancy 
n • 3 • Mrs. Ronald Reagan 

CBn • Presidential & First Lady"s Correspondence 
n • 1 • Ronald Reagan • Nancy Reagan 
n • 2 • Ron • Nancy 

B • BoX/package 
C-Copy 
D . Offlclal document 
Q. Message 
H. Handcarrled 
L • Letter 
M- Mallgram 
0- Memo 
P - Photo 
R · Report 
S • Sealed 
T • Telegram 
V • Telephone 
X - Miscellaneous 
Y • Study 

Form 

P-

Media: __ 
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MAYOR 

The President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 

Mr. President: 

October 6, 1981 

043930 

Please accept my sincere appreciation and support of 
your efforts in creating Radio Marti. Broadcasting 
the truth to the people of Cuba will be one of the major 
victories in the fight against communism so very close 
to our shores. 

Freedom is so much more precious to those of us who 
have been subjected to the tyrannies of Fidel Castro's 
regime. We can only hope that our brethren still in 
Cuba will some day taste the freedom we now enjoy in 
this great country of ours. 

mos 

500 ~-~- 109tly ;.uenue • ~fueetfunter, ~loridn 33174 • 221-0411 
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APR 2 3 19"'2 

Document No. pJ/1/J/J/ CS 
,. ~11.)___~ 

wmTE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM 'll c//~IJ/£--o/ 

DATE: 4/ 23/ 82 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE BY: __ -_-_-_--_-_-_-____ _ 

SUBJECT: __ F=A=C_T-=S=H:.-E_E_T_S_O_N_C-c:B.,-S_C..,,A:.:S~E_S_INV-=O:--L_V_I_N_G_T_HE_P_O_O_R _________ _ 

ACTION FYI ACTION FYI 

VICE PRESIDENT □ □ GERGEN □ 1/ MEESE □ ✓ HARPER □ 

BAKER □ ~ JAMES □ □ 

DEAVER □ JENKINS □ □ 

STOCKMAN □ r/' MURPHY □ / 
CLARK □ ✓ ROLLINS □ ✓ 
DARMAN DP ~ WILLIAMSON □ ✓ 
DOLE □ ✓ WEIDENBAUM □ ✓ 
DUBERSTEIN □ ✓ BRADY /SPEAKES □ ✓ 
FIELDING ~ ROGERS □ □ 

FULLER . □ □ □ 

Remarks: 

FOR YOUR INFORMATION 

The attached fact sheets were developed following Bill Moyers' CBS 
special on people hurt by Administ~ation budget cuts. 

Response: 

Richard G. Darman 
Assistant to the President 

x2 



DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES 

April 22, 1982 

MEMORANDUM 

TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT 

Craig Fuller 
Assistant to the President 
for Cabinet Affairs IA. 
David Newhall rfti)..1lJ 
Chief of Staff(/¥ 

Revised Fact Sheets on CBS Cases 

Office of the Secretary 

Washington, D.C. 20201 

Attached are fact sheets revised following this morning's 
meeting. They should be substituted for those attached to the 
Secretary's memorandum transmitted earlier. 

Each of the revised fact sheets shows a 11 (b) 11 in the lower 
left hand corner. 



Ohio Case 

What are the Facts of this Case? 

Larry Ham has been receiving disability benefits since 1974. 
A medical rev~ew of his case was undertaken by the Disability 
Determination Service of the State of Ohio in October 1981. 
Based on this review, it was determined that his disability 
ended in October 1981. He was informed of this decision on 
November 14, · 1981, and was given 10 days to submit additional 
evidence. On December 14, 1981, he was notified that his 
benefits would be terminated. Payments are made for the 
month disability ends and the two succeeding months. 
Mr. Ham's last check was for December 1981. He requested a 
reconsideration of his case on 4/5/82. 

What Change in Federal Policy Created this Situation? 

~sic Federal policy has not changed--there has been no 
change in the definition of disability since 1967. Disability 
benefits are paid only as long as the beneficiary continues 
to meet the requirements of the law--that is, he is unable to 
work be.cause of a severe impairment. 

The Social Security Administration (SSA) has always 
reexamined disability claims to make sure payments are made 
only to those who continue. to be disabled • . Previously, only 
certain cases were reviewed. In 1980, however, the Congress 
passed the Social Security Disability Amendments, which 
require all disability claims to be reviewed periodically. 
The reviews were required to begin by January 1982. 

What is the Justification for this Policy Change? 

The Congress enacted the 1980 provision in response to 
concerns expressed by the General Accounting ·office (GAO) and 
others that SSA was not reevaluating enough cases. SSA 
decided to begin the periodic reviews in March 1981, in a 
response to a GAO report estimating that as many as 20 
percent of disability beneficiaries, who receive about $2 
billion a year in benefits, are ineligible. In FY 1982, 
about 565,000 cases will be reviewed, rather than the 155,000 
scheduled under the old law. 

What Federal Policies Exist to Avoid Hardship in Cases like this? 

The Social Security Act and regulations provide a thorough 
appeals process to assure claims receive all due 
consideration. This includes a reconsideration within the 
state agency·, the opportunity for a hearing before a Federal 
Administrative Law Judge, appeal to the SSA Federal Appeals 
Council, and appeals to the Federal Courts. 

NOTE: No Reagan Administration policy changes caused Mr. Ham's 
disability review. In addition, Mr. Harn still has four levels 6f 
appeal left open to him. 



N~ Jersey Case 

What are the Facts in this Case? 

Mrs. Frances Cort.a, a divorced nother of three children, received. AFOC fran 1973 
until October 1981. In Septarber· 1981 she obtaine:i errploynent at $600 per nonth. 
Her 10 year-old son has a serious ·meaioal problem for which surgery was neerled. 
In Septarber 1981 she obtainerl errployrnent at $600 per nonth. Because this incone 
exceerled the State's nee:i staniard ~ 150%, she was tenninated fron assistance 
($590 is the incare o..ttoff in N~ Jersey), whim also resulted in tenninatioo of 
the Medicaid eligibility. Mrs. Corta quit her job arxi in January reapplied for 
assistance. She new receives an AFOC grant of $414 per nonth arxi is eligible for 
Me:iicaid. 

What Change in Federal Policy Created this Situation? 

The Qmibus Budget Rea:>nciliation Act, v.hich t.odc effect on October 1, 1981, 
qJ"TeOOOO the AFOC program to require States to set an overall limit, 150 percent 
of their standard of need, on the total incane a family nay have to be eligible 
fot~aid u.rrler the State plan. · The States, not the Federal Governrrent, set the 
starrlard of need against v.hich the 150 percent limit is applied. If the family 
incane before applying any "disregarded" arrounts exceeds that arrount ($590 . for a 
family of four in New Jersey), the family is not eligible for AFOC. 'lhis is the 
case ·wi.th respect to Mrs. torta. 

What is the Rationale for this Federal Policy Change? 

The incane eligibility limit of 150% of the state-determined standard of neerl was 
enacted ~ Con;ress to nake families wi. th adequate incanes ineligible for AFOC .. 
Prior to this change, in 15 States (inclu:Ung N~ Jersey), families of four with 
ino::rnes over $15, 000 per year were eligible for AFOC. Prior law also penni tted 
AFOC recipients who obtaine:! errployrnent to receive, through wages a.n::l continued 
AFOC benefits, significantly nore ino::me than v.0rking families v.bo never received 
AFOC. In addition, the evidence was that the prior law penni.tting AFOC families 
to receive significant ino::rne wi.thout losing .AF!C eligibility did not result in 
nore AFOC families obtaini.n; errployrrent. Preliminary indications fran States are 
that the vast najority of families \o.hose eligibility for AFOC was tenninaterl ~ 
the Reconciliation __ Act changes are not leaving jol:lS to return to the AFOC rolls. 

What Ferleral _Policies Exist to Avoid Hardships in Cases of this Kirrl? 

The hardship in Mrs. Cort.a' s case arises fran excessive medical costs asscx:iated 
with her son's condition. Federal safety net .policies provide t,.,o nechanisms to 
avoid hardl?hi~ in cases of this kirrl: 

1) States, not the Federal gover!1}"1l:mt, set the AFOC standard of nee:i 
in:iividuals in that ~tate, against whidl the 150% cap is applied. 
is free to raise the standard applicable to New Jersey residents. 
States hav~ raised their respective standards of need since the 
Reconciliation Act changes becane effective. 

for 
New Jersey 
'lwenty-one 

---2) · ·· umer the Merlicaid program,· States nay'·establish medically -neerly prcgrans ·to 
provide ~icaid eligibility to lON incx:::rre families v.hich, although not 
eligible for AFOC due to their incorres, have special medical needs. Although 
New Jersey does not have a nedically neerly program, 33 States do·. 

NOI'E: In. this case, Mrs. Corta was protected by the "safety net." She did receive 
the Merlicaid assistance far her soo's operaticn · that she neederl. 

, 
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Wisconsin Case 

What are the Facts of this Case? 

o Carrie Dixon, age 13 became eligible for Supplemental 
Security Income (SSI) in 1979. In addition, the Dixon 
family is AFDC eligible and thus categorically eligible 
under Medicaid. 

o In January 1982, Carrie was institutionalized at 
Central Wisconsin Center for the Developmentally 
Disapled, an intermediate care facility for the 
mentally retarded (ICF/MR). Prior to that time, she 
received various services at home under the Medicaid 
program. Apparently, Mrs. Dixon decided to move Carrie 
to the institution because the State of Wisconsin would 
no longer pay for some over-the-counter drugs and her 

· fear that there might be cuts in the visiting nurse 
'~ome health services program under Medicaid in 

·wisconsin. 

What Change in Federal Policy Created this Situation? 

o There have been no chang~s in the provision of Medicaid 
home health service benefits, such as visiting nurses, 
in the Wisconsin program during this Administration. 
The only reduction in services made by Wisconsin that 
relates to this case is a limit on some non-prescrip­
tion drug services. This change became effective 
November 1, 1981. 

No change in Federal policy required Wisconsin to alter 
its drug coverage policy. Historically, drugs have 
been an optional State service under Medicaid. 

What is the Justification for this Policy Change? 
. . . - . . - .. 

State option under Medicaid. 

What Federal Policies Exist to Avoid Hardships in Cases 
like this?. 

The Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 provides 
waiver authority to the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services under Medicaid for home and community-based 
services in lieu of more costly institutional care. We 
understand Wisconsin has developed a waiver submission 
to HCFA. 

NOTE:. ~here is no Reagan Administration policy or 
requirement preventing Carrie Dixon from being cared for at 
home at any time. 
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DATE: 4/23/82 

Document No. V JJ-J/;j J / t.f 
. ~o ~ 

WIHTE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM / / 1 CJ 
//4ol£--tJI 

ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE BY: --------~ £0/fJ / 
£-z'oLJ/f 

SUBJECT: _.....;F.,..A_C.,...T_ S_~..._EE=T=S_O_N_C_BS_C_A_S-=E::....S_IN_V_O_L_V_I_N_G_T-=H=E=---P...:..O...:Q=R=-- - -----~ 
rGt'J2.,h 

ACTION FYI ACTION FYI 

VICE PRESIDENT □ □ GERGEN □ :;: 
MEFSE □ ✓ HARPER □ 

BAKER □ ~ JAMFS □ □ 

DEAVER □ JENKINS □ □ 

STOCKMAN □ rs/ MURPHY □ / 
CLARK □ ✓ ROLLINS □ ✓ 
DARMAN OP ~ WILLIAMSON □ ✓ 
DOLE □ ✓ WEIDENBAUM □ ✓ 
DUBERSTEIN □ ✓ BRADY /SPEAKES □ ✓ 
FIELDING □ ~ ROGERS □ □ 

FULLER □ □ □ 

Remarks: 

FOR YOUR INFORMATION 

The ttached fact sheets were developed following Bill Moyers' CBS 
s ecial on peo le hurt by Administration budget cuts. 

Response: 

Richard G. Darman 
Assistant to the President 

x2 2 
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' • I THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 

CABINET AFFAIRS STAFFING MEMORANDUM 

DATE: April 23, 1982 NUMBER: 0444MA -----1-.- DUEBY: ___ n_/_a ___ _ 

SUBJECT: Fact Sheets on CBS Cases Involving the Poor 

ACTION 

ALL CABINET MEMBERS □ 

FYI / 

✓ 
ACTION 

Baker □ 
Vice President □ □ 

Deaver □ 
~~ □ □ Clark □ 
Treasury □ D 
Defense □ □ 
Attorney General □ □ 
Interior D □ 

Darman (For WH Staffing) □ 
Harper □ 
Jenkins □ 

Agriculture □ □ 
Commerce □ □ 
Labor □ □ 

Gray □ 
□ 

HHS D □ □ 
HUD □ D 
Transportation □ □ 
E~ru □ D 

□ 
□ 

Education □ □ □ Counsellor □ □ 
0MB D D □ 
CIA □ □ 
UN o o 
USTR D D CCCT/Kass □ .......... ~; ............................... ................ ~ .............. ✓- CCEA/Porter □ 

CCFA/Boggs □ 
CEQ D D 
OSTP □ □ 

□ □ 

CCHR/Carleson □ 
CCLP /Uhlmann □ 

□ □ CCNRE/Boggs □ 

REMARKS: 

The attached fact sheets from HHS may be of interest. They were 
developed following Bill Moyers' CBS special on people hurt by 
A.drninistration budget cuts. 

RETURN TO: /4LFuller 
Assistant to the President 
for Cabinet Affairs 
456-2823 

90: £ d £Z MdV Z8. 

□ Becky Norton Dunlop 
Director, Office of 
Cabinet Affairs 
456-2800 

FYI 

□ 
□ 

- ~~ 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

CABINE'f AFFAIRS STAFFING MEMORANDUM 

DATE: April 23, 1982 NUMBER: 0444~ A ---- - ,+-- DUE BY: ___ n_/a ___ _ 

SUBJECT: Fact Sheets on CBS Cases Involving the Poor 

ACTION ACTION FYI 

ALL CABINET MEMBERS □ Baker □ □ 

Vice President □ □ 
Deaver □ D 

State D D Oark D 
Treasury □ D Darman (For WH Staffing) D 
Defense □ D Harper D □ Attorney General D □ 
Interior D □ Jenkins D □ 
Agriculture D D Gray □ □ Commerce D □ 
Labor □ □ D □ 
HHS □ D D □ 
HUD □ □ □ □ Transportation D □ 
Energy □ □ □ D 
Education □ D □ □ Counsellor D D D □ 0MB D □ 
CIA D □ 
UN ······························································································· 

□ □ 
USTR D D CCCT/Kass D 

···························································································· . CCEA/Porter D 

CEA □ CCFA/Boggs □ 
CEQ D □ CCHR/Carleson D 
OSTP D D CCLP /Ublmann □ □ □ 

□ □ CCNRE/Boggs □ 

REMARKS: 

Tne attached fact sheets from HHS may be of interest. They were 
developed following Bill Moyers' CBS special on people hurt by 
Administration budget cuts. 

RETURN TO: ~ I.Fuller 
Assistant to the President 
for Cabinet Affairs 
456-2823 

□ Becky Norton Dunlop 
Director, Office of 
Cabinet Affairs 
456-2800 

D 
D 

□ 
□ 
D 

□ 



DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH&. HUMAN SERVICES 

April 22, 1982 

MEMORANDUM 

TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT 

Craig Fuller 
Assistant to the President 
for Cabinet Affairs \ 

David Newhall vI~~t 
Chief of Staff ¥ 

Revised Fact Sheets on CBS Cases 

Office of the Secretary 

Washington, D.C. 20201 

Attached are fact sheets revised following this morning's 
meeting. They should be substituted for those attached to the 
Secretary's memorandum transmitted earlier. 

Each of the revised fact sheets shows a "(b)" in the lower 
left hand corner. 





., . 
.. . Ohio Case 

What are the Facts of this Case? 

Larry Ham has been receiving disability benefits since 1974. 
A medical rev~ew of his case was undertaken by the Disability 
Determination Service of the State of Ohio in October 1981. 
Based on this review, it was determined that his disability 
ended in October 1981. He was informed of this decision on 
November 14, 1981, and was given 10 days to submit additional 
evidence. On December 14, 1981, he was notified that his 
benefits would be terminated. Payments are made for the 
month disability ends and the two succeeding months. 
Mr. Ham's last check was for December 1981. He requested a 
reconsideration of his case on 4/5/82. 

What Change in Federal Policy Created this Situation? 

~asic Federal policy has not changed--there has been no 
change in the definition of disability since 1967. Disability 
benefits are paid only as long as the beneficiary continues 
to meet the requirements of the law--that is, he is unable to 
work because of a severe impairment. 

The Social Security Administration (SSA) has always 
reexamined disability claims to make sure payments are made 
only to those who continue to be disabled. Previously, only 
certain cases were reviewed. In 1980, however, the Congress 
passed the Social Security Disability Amendments, which 
require all disability claims to be reviewed periodically. 
The reviews were required to begin by January 1982. 

What is the Justification for this Policy Change? 

The Congress enacted the 1980 provision in response to 
concerns expressed by the General Accounting ·office (GAO) and 
others that SSA was not reevaluating enough cases. SSA 
decided to begin the periodic reviews in March 1981, in a 
response to a GAO report estimating· that as many as 20 
percent of disability beneficiaries, who receive about $2 
billion a year in benefits, are ineligible. In FY 1982, 
about 565,000 cases will be reviewed, rather than the 155,000 
scheduled under the old law. 

What Federal Policies Exist to Avoid Hardship in Cases like this? 

The Social Security Act and regulations provide a thorough 
appeals process to assure claims receive all due 
consideration. This includes a reconsideration within the 
state agency, the opportunity for a hearing before a Federal 
Administrative Law Judge, appeal to the SSA Federal Appeals 
Council, and appeals to the Federal Courts. 

NOTE: No Reagan Administration policy changes caused Mr. Ham's 
disability review. In addition, Mr. Ham still has four levels of 
appeal left open to him. 



.. ' New Jersey Case 

What are the Facts in this Case? 

Mrs. Frances tort.a, a divorced nother of three children, received AFOC fran 1973 
until October 1981. In Septarrer-1981 she obtainerl enploynent at $600 per rronth. 
Her 10 year-old son has a serious ·neaical problem for which surgery \o.eS needed. 
In Septarber 1981 she obtainerl enploynent at $600 per nonth. Because this incane 
exceerled the State's neerl starrlard by 150%, she was tenninated fran assistance 
($590 is the incare rutoff in Ne,/ Jersey), which also resultoo in tenninatiCX1 of 
the ~icaid eligibility. Mrs. tort.a quit her job arrl in January reapplied for 
assistance. She new receives an AFOC grant of $414 per rronth an:1 is eligible for 
MErlicai.d. 

What Change in Federal Policy Created this Situation? 

The Qmibus Budget Reconciliation Act, which took effect on Octo'ber 1, 1981, 
a,rrerrled the AFOC program to require States to set an overall limit, 150 percent 
of their starrlard of neerl, on the total incone a family nay have to be eligible 
foi ~ai.d urrler the State plan. · The States, not the Federal Goverrurent, set the 
staooard of need against which the 150 percent limit is applied. If the family 
incare before applying any "disregarded" anounts exceeds that arrount ($590 for a 
family of four in New Jersey), the family is not eligible for AFOC. '!his is the 
case with respect to Mrs. torta. 

What is the Rationale for this Federal Policy Change? 

The incare eligibility limit of 150% of the state-detennined starrlard of need was 
enacted by ConJress to rrake families with crlequate incanes ineligible for AFOC. 
Prior to this change, in 15 States (inclu:Ung New Jersey), families of four with 
incares over $15,000 per year were eligible for AFOC. Prior law also pennitted 
AFOC recipients who obtained errployrrent to receive, through wages arrl continued 
AFOC benefits, significantly nore incane than v.e>rking families who never received 
AFOC. In crldition, the evidence was that the prior law pennitting AFOC families 
to receive significant incane without losing AFOC eligibility did not result in 
nore AFOC families obtaininJ errployment. Preliminary irrlications fran States are 
that the vast rrajority of families W1ose eligibility for AFOC was tenninated by 
the Reconciliatio~ .Act changes are not leaving jobs to return to the AFOC rolls. 

What Federal ~olicies Exist to Avoid Hardships in Cases of this Kirrl? 

The hardship in Mrs. tort.a' s case arises fran excessive medical costs associated 
with her son's corrlition. Federal safety net .policies provide tv.o rredianisns to 
avQid hardships in cases of this kirrl: 

1) States, not the FErleral governnent, set the AFOC stamard of need 
irrlividuals in that State, against which the 150% cap is applied. 
is free to raise the starrlard applicable to New Jersey residents. 
States have raised their respective starrlards of neerl since the 
Reoonciliation Act changes becarre effective. 

for 
New Jersey 
'lwenty-one 

- 2) Urrler the Medicaid program, States m:1Y-,·establish medically · needy prograrrs to 
provide M:rlicaid eligibility to lCM incane families which, although not 
eligible for AFOC due to their incorres, have special medical needs. Although 
New Jersey does not have a rredically needy program, 33 States do. 

OOI'E: In this case, Mrs. tbrta was protected by the "safety net." She did receive 
the Medicaid assistance for her son's c:peratioo that she needed. 



Wisconsin Case 

What are the Facts of this Case? 

o Carrie Dixon, age 13 became eligible for Supplemental 
Security Income (SSI} in 1979. In addition, the Dixon 
family is AFDC eligible and thus categorically eligible 
under Medicaid. 

o In January 1982, Carrie was institutionalized at 
Central Wisconsin Center for the Developmentally 
Disapled, an intermediate care facility for the 
mentally retarded (ICF/MR}. Prior to that time, she 
received various services at home under the Medicaid 
program. Apparently, Mrs. Dixon decided to move Carrie 
to the institution because the State of Wisconsin would 
no longer pay for some over-the-counter drugs and her 

· fear that there might be cuts in the visiting nurse 
'~ome health services program under Medicaid in 

Wisconsin. 

What Change in Federal Policy Created this Situation? 

o There have been no changes in the provision of Medicaid 
home health service benefits, such as visiting nurses, 
in the Wisconsin program during this Administration. 
The only reduction in services made by Wisconsin that 
relates to this case is a limit on some non-prescrip~ 
tion drug services. This change became effective 
November 1, 1981. 

No change in Federal policy required Wisconsin to alter 
its drug coverage policy. Historically, drugs have 
been an optional State service under Medicaid. 

What is the Justification for this Policy Change? 

State option under Medicaid. 

What Feder~! Policies Exist t6 Avoid Hardships in Cases 
like this?. 

The Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 provides 
waiver authority to the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services under Medicaid for home and community-based 
services in lieu of more costly institutional care. We 
understand Wisconsin has developed a waiver submission 
to HCFA. 

NOTE: ~here is no Reagan Administration policy or 
requirement preventing Carrie Dixon from being cared for at 
home at any time. 



THE SECRETARY OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 

WASHINGTON , D. C . 20201 

April 22, 1982 

MEMORANDUM FOR CRAIG FULLER 

FROM : 

SUBJECT 

Richard S. Schweiker 
Secretary 

CBS' "People Like Us" 

Attached are fact sheets pieced together overnight on the three 
cases featured last evening and some general comments on the 
production. 

I. GENERAL TALKING POINTS 

* 

* 

* 

This program was mistaken on many of the facts, 
misdirected in much of its criticism and misguided 
in all of its outrage. 

The fact that CBS explicitly refused to give the 
Administration an opportunity to provide information 
or least the names of the featured recipients even 
as it touted the program in advance via other media, 
and the fact that the Administration was denied a 
timely opportunity to respond speak volumes about 
the polemical bent of this "news" production. 

Mr . Moyers was most blatantly wrong in his running 
theme and bottom-line conclusion: that because of 
Reagan Administration policies, the "safety net" 
somehow failed each of the three individual cases 
cited. Indeed, in each case, the "safety net" was 
there -- or potentially there. 

II . SPECIFIC POINTS ON THE THREE CASES 

1. The Larry Ham case 

--Moyers implied that the Social Security Disability 
Insurance program was designed to aid the "truly 
needy." 

Not true. Congress wrote the law to be blind to 
economic need. It looks~ at the severity of 
disability. The issue is: can the person perform 
~ gainful work? If so, we have no choice but to 
find that person ineligible. 
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--Moyers effectively implied that the Reagan Administration 
was solely responsible for the current crackdown on 
ineligible Disability Insurance recipients, mentioning 
the Congress only once in an offhand way. 

Not true. The Congress (and Carter Administration) 
initiated the crackdown in 1980 legislation, ordering 
us to begin reviewing each on-going case every three years 
beginning in January, 1982. We moved the starting date 
up nine months in direct response to a March, 1981 GAO 
recommendation that we "redirect existing resources" in 
a crash effort to reduce the estimated 20 percent 
ineligibility rate that is costing the Trust Funds more 
than $2 billion a year. 

--Note that of the first 94,000 cases found ineligible 
during the first half of the FY 1982, only about 46,000, 
or less than half, chose to appeal the decision. This 
gives a general indication that the program is indeed 
targetting on ineligible cases. 

--Moyers said that Mr. Ham had no recourse but to appeal 
to an Administrative law judge and would have to wait as 
long as four months for a hearing. 

Not true. Every recipient has immediate appeal rights 
to reconsideration of his case (including any new 
evidence) by the State Disability Determination agency 
that initially found him ineligible. Recipients have 
60 days to file (most do so immediately) and decisions 
are usually rendered well within 60 days. 

In this case, the State can find no record that Mr. Ham 
chose to file for such reconsideration until April 5, 
1982 -- 112 days after the original decision. 

--Moyers concluded that this family had fallen through 
the "safety net. 11 

Not true. Mr. Ham has no fewer than four appeal levels 
open to him: the State Agency, an SSA administrative 
law judge, the SSA Appeals Council and the Federal courts. 
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-- Moyers failed to note that Ohio is one of 22 States 
that provide welfare benefits for intact families such 
as the Ham's, for which the Federal government reimburses 
at least 50 percent of the costs. If the Ham's are 
eligible by dint of lack of income and resources, there 
is no reason why they could not receive such help from 
this most basic of the "safety net" programs. 

2. The Dorta Case 

--Moyers implied that the Reagan Administration welfare 
reform program (enacted by the Congress) was solely 
responsible for this recipient's circumstances, effectively 
charging that we have removed a "safety net" in all such 
cases. 

Not true. First, any State is free to set its "needs 
standard" at any level it chooses, one of the policies 
at issue in this case. Had New Jersey set its standard 
slightly higher, Ms. Dorta would have remained eligible. 
Second, any State is free to operate a "Medically Needy" 
program for low-income workers with Federal Medicaid 
reimbursement which is precisely aimed at such cases. 
New Jersey is one of only 17 States which have not begun 
such a program. 

--The bottom line in this case is that the "safety net" 
was indeed there. Ms. Dorta resorted to welfare which 
entitled her and her family to full Medicaid services. 

3 . The Dixon Case 

--Moyers effectively implied that the Reagan Administration 
program was responsible for everything that happened in 
this case. 

Not true. First, Ms. Dixon says she moved her daughter 
to the institution because she "feared" that visiting 
nursing services might be cut . We have made no such cuts. 
Second, it was the State of Wisconsin, not the Federal 
government, which opted not to continue to reimburse for 
over-the-counter drugs under the Medicaid program. 

-- Was the "safety net" there in this case? Yes. Not 
only could Ms. Dixon continue to have received home-care 
services (if remaining eligible under State policies), 
but t he Federal government is, right now, paying 50 
percent of the cost of her daughter ' s care in the 
institution, with the State paying the other half. 
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Moreover -- an important point Moyers ignored -- this 
Administration has signed into law a major change in 
Federal Medicaid policy permitting States to offer a 
wide array of in-home Medicaid services, at their option, 
precisely to obviate any need to institutionalize cases 
such as Ms. Dixon's daughter and actually to encourage 
currently institutionalized patients to return home. In 
other words, we are moving in the opposite direction 
from what Moyers implied. We understand Wisconsin is 
now preparing to seek our approval of such a plan. 



.. Ohio Case 

What are the Facts of this Case? 

Larry Ham has been receiving disability benefits since 1974. 
A medical review of his case was undertaken by the Disability 
Determination Service of the State of Ohio in October 1981. 
Based on this review, it was determined that his disability 
ended in October 1981. He was informed of this decision on 
November 14, 1981, and was given 10 days to submit additional 
evidence. On December 14, 1981, he was notified that his 
benefits would be terminated. Payments are made for the 
month disability ends and the two succeeding months. 
Mr. Ham's last check was for December 1981. He requested a 
reconsideration of his case on 4/5/82. 

What Change in Federal Policy Created this Situation? 

Basic Federal policy has not changed--there has been no 
change in the definition of disability since 1967. Disability 
benefits are paid only as long as the beneficiary continues 
to meet the requirements of the law--that is, he is unable to 
work because of a severe impairment. 

The Social Security Administration (SSA) has always 
reexamined disability claims to make sure payments are made 
only to those who continue to be disabled. Previously, only 
certain cases were reviewed. In 1980, however, the Congress 
passed the Social Security Disability Amendments, which 
require all disability claims to be reviewed periodically. 
The reviews were required to begin in January 1982. 

What is the Justification for this Policy Change? 

The Congress enacted the 1980 provision in response to 
concerns expressed by the General Accounting Office (GAO) and 
others that SSA was not reevaluating enough cases. SSA 
decided to begin the periodic reviews in March 1981, in a 
response to a GAO report estimating that as many as 20 
percent of disability beneficiaries, who receive about $2 
billion a year in benefits, are ineligible. In FY 1982, 
about 565,000 cases will be reviewed, rather than the 155,000 
scheduled under the old law. 

What Federal Policies Exist to Avoid Hardship in Cases like this? 

The Social Security Act and regulations provide a thorough 
appeals process to assure claims receive all due 
consideration. This includes a reconsideration within the 
state agency, the opportunity for a hearing before a Federal 
Administrative Law Judge, appeal to the SSA Federal Appeals 
Council, and appeals to the Federal Courts. 

NOTE: No Reagan Administration policy changes caused Mr. Ham's 
disability review. In addition, Mr. Ham still has four levels of 
appeal left open to him. 



New Jersey Case 

What are the Facts in this Case? 

Mrs. Frances Dorta, a divorced rrother of three dlildren, received AFOC fran 1973 
until October 1981. Her 10 year-old son has a serious rrmical problem for which 
surgery was neErled. In Septanber 1981 she obtainErl employrrent at $600 per rronth. 
Because this incare exceErlErl the State's neErl starrlard by 150%, she was 
tenninated fran assistance ($590 is the incx:rne rutoff in New Jersey), whidl also 
resulted in tennination of the Medicaid eligibility. Mrs. Dorta quit her job arrl 
in Jaruary reapplied for assistance. She nON receives an AFOC grant of $414 per 
rronth arrl is eligible for MErlicaid. 

What Change in Federal Policy Created this Situation? 

The Qmibus Budget Reconciliation Act, which took effect on October 1, 1981, 
arrerrled the AFOC program to require States to set an overall limit, 150 percent 
of their starrlard of need, on the total incare a family may have to be eligible 
for aid under the State plan. '!he States, not the Federal Goverrinent, set the 
starrlard of neErl against which the 150 perC'eilt limit is applied. If the family 
incx:rne before applying any "disr0:3arded" arrounts exceeds that arrount ($590 for a 
family of four in New Jersey), the family is not eligible for AFOC. This is the 
case with respect to Mrs. Dorta. 

What is the Rationale for this FErleral Policy Change? 

The incx:rne eligibility limit of 150% of the state-determined starrlard of neErl was 
enacte:i by Con:3ress to rra.ke families with adequate incomes ineligible for AFOC. 
Prior to this dlan::Je, in 15 States (including New Jersey), families of four with 
incares over $15,000 per year were eligible for AFOC. Prior law also pennitte:i 
AFOC recipients who obtainErl anployment to receive, through wages and continue:i 
AFDC benefits, significantly rrore incare than working families who never received 
AFOC. In aidi tion, the evidence was that the prior law penni tting AFOC families 
to receive significant incare without losing AFOC eligibility did not result in 
rrore AFOC families obtaining employrrent. Preliminary indications fran States are 
that the vast majority of families whose eligibility for AFOC was tenninatErl by 
the Reconciliation Act dlan::Jes are not leavin:3 jobs to return to the AFOC rolls. 

What Federal Policies Exist to Avoid Hardships in Cases of this Kirrl? 

The hardship in Mrs. Dorta's case arises fran excessive rredical CXJSts associated 
with her son's corrlition. Federal safety net policies provide two rrechanisms to 
avoid hardships in cases of this kirrl: 

1) States, not the Federal goverrrnent, set the AFOC starrlard of need for 
irrlividuals in that State, against which the 150% cap is applied. New Jersey 
is free to raise the starrlard applicable to New Jersey residents. 'lwenty-one 
States have raised their respective starrlards of neErl since the 
Reconciliation Act dlan::Jes became effective. 

2) Under the Medicaid program, States nay establish rredically needy programs to 
provide ~icaid eligibility to lON incare families which, although not 
eligible for AFOC due to their incx:rnes, have special rredical needs. Although 
New Jersey does not have a rrmically needy program, 33 States do. 

NOI'E: In this case, Mrs, Dorta was protected by the "safety net." She did receive 
the Medicaid assistance for her son's cperation that she needed. 



•• 
Wisconsin Case 

What are the Facts of this Case? 

o Carrie Dixon, age 13 became eligible for Supplemental 
Security Income (SSI) in ·1979. In addition, the Dixon 
family is AFDC eligible and thus categorically eligible 
under Medicaid. 

o In January 1982, Carrie was institutionalized at 
Central Wisconsin Center for the Developmentally 
Disabled, an intermediate care facility for the 
mentally retarded (ICF/MR). Prior to that time, she 
received various services at home under the Medicaid 
program. Apparently, Mrs. Dixon decided to move Carrie 
to the institution because the State of Wisconsin would 
no longer pay for some over-the-counter drugs and her 
fear that there might be cuts in the visiting nurse 

\home health services program under Medicaid in 
Wisconsin. 

What Change in Federal Policy Created this Situation? 

o There have been no changes in the provision of Medicaid 
home health service benefits, such as visiting nurses, 
in the Wisconsin program during this Administration. 
The only reduction in services made by Wisconsin that 
relates to this case is a limit on some non-prescrip­
tion drug services. This change became effective 
November 1, 1981. 

No change in Federal policy required Wisconsin to alter 
its drug coverage policy. Historically, drugs have 
been an optional State service under Medicaid. 

What is the Justification for this Policy Change? 

State option under Medicaid. 

What Federal Policies Exist to Avoid Hardships in Cases 
like this? 

The Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 provides 
waiver authority to the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services under Medicaid for home and community-based 
services in lieu of more costly institutional care. We 
understand Wisconsin has developed a waiver submission 
to HCFA. 

NOTE: There is no Reagan Administration policy or 
requirement preventing Carrie Dixon from being cared for at 
home at any time. 
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HARPER □ □ SMITH □ □ 
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~1ALOLEY □ □ □ 
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I. PURPOSE 

THE W HITE HOUSE 

W AS HIN GTO N 

October 15, 1981 

TAPI r; SESSIO J 

IMS 

DATE: October 19, 1981 
LOCATION: Library 
TIME: 4:15 PM 

FROM: Mark Goode 

Audio taped interview with Jim Zabel of WHO 
~..,~ ,$1,;/ ..,.j - "':.. ~ ~ 

II. BACKGROUND 

/?£01£-0/ 
~/200?-o/ 
/?go;/ 
/Zca10 
/l/JOJL 

Des Moines, Iowa. 

The first football game the President announced for WHO radio was 
the Iowa-Minnesota game of 1932. On October 24, Iowa will play 
Minnesota. This interview is to discuss the President's days of 
Iowa football sportscasting for a pre-game and half-time show on 
WHO October 24. 

III. PARTICIPANTS 

The President 

Jim Zabel - Interviewer and sportscaster for WHO. 

IV. PRESS PLAN 

none 

V. SEQUENCE OF EVENTS 

After the conclusion of the other tapings scheduled in the Library, 
we will proceed with the 15 minute interview. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

October 14, 1981 

MEMORANDUM TO HELEN DONALDSON 

FROM: JANN MAHAN 

This is the request I was talking 
with you about. 

It was canceled because Jim Zabel, 
the man doing the interview couldn't 
come to Washington on the designated 
date. 

They haven't contacted me for an 
alternative date, but since the 
show on which they want to use 
the interview on is October 24 
we should probably do it during 
the October 19th session. 

Please give me a confirm or decline 
in advance since the interviewer 
has to make plans to come to D.C. 
from Des Moines, Ia. 

Thanks for your help. 



THE \".'HITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

TO:,(~ 
FROM: MICHAEL K. DEA VER 

Assistant to the President 
Deputy Chief of Staff 

D Information 
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INTERVIEW: 

DATE: 

PURPOSE: 

FORMAT: 

CABINET 
PARTICIPATION: 

FIRST LADY 
PARTICIPATION: 

SPEECH MATERIAL: 

PRESS COVERAGE: 

STAFF: 

RECOMMEND: 

OPPOSED: 

PREVIOUS 
PARTICIPATION: 

BACKGROUND: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

With Jim Zabel, Sports Director of WHO in Des 
Moines, Iowa. 

Second or third week of September 

To discuss his days of Iowa football sports­
casting for a pre-game and half-time show on 
WHO radio, the station for whom he did the 
broadcasts for five years. 

Oval Office 

The President 
Jim Zabel.,.. WHO Radio 

15 minutes 

None 

None 

None 

None 

Larry Speakes 

Larry Speakes 

The President has also been requested to do a 
30-second taped message to be used at the half­
time of the Iowa-Nebraska football game (submitted 
in separate schedule proposal.) 

The first football game the President announced 
for WHO Radio was the Iowa-Minnesota game of 1932. 
On October 24 Iowa will play Minnesota this year. 
v7HO will do a pre-game show and a half-time show 
detailing the President's broadcast days, and the 
information from this interview will be used in these 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WA SHI NGTON 

September 10, 1981 

MEMORANDUM FOR GREG NEWELL 

~ Larry Speake·~ 

The attached schedule proposal originated from the 
President's brother, Moon, who wrote Mike Deaver. 
Mike and Senator Jepsen have recommended that we do it. 

Th e thirty-second message we taped on September 4 was in 
lieu of our being able to do a full interview while the 
President was in California in August. The original 
request, a 15-minute interview~- the one approved by 
Deaver -- is still pending. 

I know the President wants to do this. 

cc: Mike Deaver 
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:-rc~-:ORANDUM 

'2•): MARK GOODE 

I
! THE WHITE HOU SE 

WASHINGTON 

}'.'.S-.Cm: G;;..EG°.# NE~·7ELL 

S ~ic.,7: A.PPP.OVED PRI:Sl:DI:3'IIAL AC'rIVITY. 

9/15/81 

PLE;,SE D'lPLEMEN'l' THE FOLLOWING AND NOTIFY 1'1ND CLEAR ALL 
?A!'-'l'ICI?ANTS. SUBr-lI':' ':'HE BRIEFING PAPE!! AND RE1-1AR:·(S TO 
2ICEA.P.D DAR.HAN BY 3:00 P • .M. OF THE PRECEDI'NG DAY. 

Taping Session {WHO Interview) and 
{Roy Acuff Anniversary Special) 

T.i' ·r ·~•<.:,.-,, - ..,_.,._,.:) -- Ll\iY{ 

M. Ciec:~ve.r 
E. D•:>~~ 
:: • D·:nluldso:ri 
M. Ev-ans 
IL Fisch2r 

September 24, 1981 

3: 3 0. pm 

20 mins 

JS /.-lTUUIE'.S /~J'U(.)le,J 

,S-;tz)flldz'-~. ---. 

To be determined 

No 

D . Ger';er:· 
C . Gcr:ra1.·.:i 
P. r.lcC:.)y 
!..! ., ~1oiz iger 
:, • Speak2 s 
~t=:,2echwr i 1:.in9 ar:c Re sear.ch 
8, Studde.i::-t 
1-,. Jrsorna.rs(; 
n. WilU.a .mson 

,J. 'E-' i t.zge.r.c:1.ld 
)I. Fr~.8dei.:-sc:.crf 

;_'l. No::-I'.1::,er 
i•!l-i2;~ A:.iC i •:; 1''1 i. s ua]. 
·w:rc,\ Ope. r.a tior1 s C~. F~1ilcr 

E. Hickey 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON , D .C. 20554 

.6 IN REPLY REFER TO: 

?-'r . Carl A. Gosline, Vice . resi er1t 
v1ee smoke, L~c . 
222 Franklin ,.venue 
·~llits, Ca ~fo nia 95490 

car 'r. Gosli e: 

8330- Z 
Cll-67 

our Octob r 2 "'I, 1 - 1, letter to ~ r . :.dwin 'F . 'eese has cen forward d to t is 
of<fice or r 1 • rn your letter, you expreFJs your concern regarding the 
ppl'cation o· t~c FairneRs ·octrine ' to tia number of ' so- called ' 

docume .t r·ies . " You state that the e docur1entarie.,, " re cond cted in such a 
f t. iat r.1pposi· views are not presented exc-.,pt in sucl. a way thflt th 

audience . as no chance to evaluate the merits of the o ,,posing points 
For ex le , it does little good to witness a >rogram in which on 

s i e of .an issue • • • is presented , and t.1en to be tol that t hre~ weeks 
ater the opposing point of view WAS nrcsente' ... You cite a sc0 uent 0£ the 
BS prol"ram, "Sixty Minutes ," which you de cribe as a "' so- called ' docuru nt ry 

concern!.n llution of the Niagara 'iver . " You claitA th-1: a view oint .. as 
pr senteu which asserted that "chemicals ere poisoninu people ." xou state 
t1 t tis a.ssi?rtion was "a Llata.nt atte!llpt to incorrectly influence pu .L1C 

thinking ." You also state that f cts presented on the "Sixty !inuteo" progr 
·ere incorrect in regard to the csuGC of the nbreakdown ," which you state was 
cause hy "hydraulic overload" rather then chemicals , and lu regard to 
"treat e.nt regulation£ ." 

U der the Fairness a b~oadcaster oust afford reasonable 
for th at o. f cvntrs i oi ts i it over 11 

,rograr ing once ·t presents one of a controver ial is uc of public 
ortance . Yot apparently object to the fact th ta contrastin3 vielpoint 

e presentetl at a time ther t'rn contemporar.eous to the pr sentation o 
initial viewpoint . A ponnlar understanding of the Fairness Doctrine is 

t at f irnes" each side ets the sn e tr atment . !,owever , the Fairnas 
and or this proposition . The purpose of th doctrine is 
infor ed ublic on controversial issues of public 

u inhibite1 debate on broa<lca t facilit es . s the 
e encl sed 1974 Fairnesn Resort : 

octrine will not insure perfect balance in 
Furth ~ore , since the Fairness octrln toe not 

requi balance _ individual prograr;is or series of pr osra- s , 
u - only in ,'l station ' overall programmi ng , there is n 

assurance that a listener who hears an initial present tio 
111 al o hear re ttal . • • • However , if 11 statio 
re enti , pro in" relating to a controversial i sue of 
ublic mportance ke an effort to round out their cover a e 
ith contrasting viewpoi ,ts , these various poi ts of vie~ il - . . 



Ur . Carl A. r.oslinc , Vice 1?rcsic1.ont 

. ec~usc of the Firot Amen r.'1ent freedom of speect1 gunranteos , a licensee has 
tho i<-cret:f.on to decide how beat to preeent contrastillf; view oi..1tu in ito 
overall pror.,ramming . The CorJJ:Jiooio1\ will review that dete , !nation for 
reasonal lcnesn only when we receive n pritMl facie conplai11t -m.-t.c . alleges thnt 
the 1 icensee has not acted re::rnonably in fulfilli•1g 5.ts Fairneso octrino 
ob1iga.tiono . We cannot tleter .. line from the inforuution contained in your 
letter that C:S has not presented a contrasting viewpoint on a controversial 
iGsue of public importance in its overall programnin,z . We arc aluo cuclosing 
ior y ur information , Broadcast .Bureau Publication 8330- !!u , which czplains the 
Fairncs::1 Doc tr"' nc n!l<l p-•·oce<lures ·or filing li'airneoG Doctrine compl.:li, ts . 

our etter nlso cont~ndo that '' Si:~ty i nutes" presented facta th.nt were not 
accur..,ta . Un er the Co·•,· .unical:iona Act , the Cor1oisziou cannot di4'ect 
ro Ac tern in the selection or prcoentatiou of specific p~ogr.c ~ung . As a 

h ic trustee , the broadco·ter n.ay not engnge in intentional and delib rate 
lsi"'ication of the newa . '!:hereforc , the Commission <loes a.ct appropriately 

ubl·· c nterest .:tn this important respect where m huve 
ex.tr5nnic vidcnce of intentional falsificution . By extrinsic 

nee t e Co-'" ission t;cnerally L.1eano evidenc1~ outside the content o .: the 
In t:he absence of extrinsic evidence , the Comrisaiou has otrcs ... c 

.t c...,nnot ropcrly intervene . In a der.1ocr.acy , dependent upon the 
d menta ri hts of fre{! spocch and press . t.e FCC cannot authenticate the 

nctm ti at is broadcast nor should it try to do so . The Commiasion is 'I.lot th.e 
ational arbiter of the " trut " of a. ne\rn e·..rcnt or the judge of tho wisdom , 

o.ccur c· or "'dcquncy with mich :1.t may have ccn handled on the ail· . For your 
ur er infor. <1tion on this topic , ·uc are enclosing Broadcast Bureau 

Pu· lication 310- O, c11titled "Complninta About: nroadcast Jom:MH. 1." 

Ye tru t that the ahov infona.atlon will explain the Co ,lission ' s role und the 
ro cast licensee ' s oblication in these rw.ttaro . 

clos es 

3incer~ly, 

-- J\1~~~Std-~~~ 
.... c11aro J . .:> ,u .. :-c•1 
Chief , Broadcaat uureau 



222 FRANKLIN AVENUE WILLITS, CALIFORNIA 95490 

October 20, 1981 
(707) 459-6219 

.:0 
i h 

1. ·•) 
Mr. Edwin F. Meece 
Counsellor to the President 
The White House 

_.-. , 

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Meece: 

04 ~ s~ :·r 
~ 

There is a growing concern in my mind as to the appropriate appli­
cation of the Fairness Doctrine. It seems to me that there are 
a number of "so-called" documentaries that are conducted in such 
a fashion that opposing views are not presented except in such a 
way that the viewing audience has no chance to evaluate the merits 
of the opposing points of view. For example, it does little good 
to witness a program in which one side of an issue, e.g. Equal Rights 
Amendment is presented, and then to be told that three weeks later 
the opposing point of view was presented. I think this is intellec­
tually dishonest and garbage thinking. 

The most recent example of this was Sixty Minutes's "so-called" 
documentary concerning pollution of the Niagara River. The pre­
selected spokesman's assertion that chemicals were poisoning people 
was a blatant attempt to incorrectly influence public thinking. 

The facts of the matter are that the New York State Authority, in 
several scientific panels, have shown that the Love-Canal landfill 
has not caused, and never did cause, any health problems. The juxta­
position of comments over "toxic chemicals in Niagara waters being 
the fault of the new Niagara Falls Treatment Plant" is a blatant 
attempt to create the impression that the chemicals caused the break­
down. That is not true. The breakdown was caused by hydraulic over­
load. Moreover, the producers totally ignored the fact that there 
are six treatment regulations which specify quantities, not compo­
sition, of discharges into the influent that goes to the city 
treatment plant. Thus, those discharges are regulated, contrary 
to the statements made on the show. 

There is no point in continuing with this extensive recitation. 
It seems to me that the Federal Communications Commission might 
well commence to assess the meaning of the word "fairness". For 
example, I applaude the position of the chemical industry spokesman 
who refused to participate in the program on the basis that the 
producers would "pick and choose" the words of the chemical industry 
and presentation to the audience. 



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

Mr. Edwin F. Meece 
Counsellor to the President 

Page 2 
October 20, 1981 

I view the segment as scurrilous, scandalous, and verging on libelous, 
and I hope that positive action is taken by the industry in opposi­
tion to this ever-growing, one-sided, phony documentary presentation. 

CAG:lq 

cc: Robert A. Roland 

p. s. 

Sincerely, 

KLEENSMOKE, INC. 

~t7-•~ 
Carl A. Gosline 
Vice President 

I have not seen our mutual friend Erwin Piper for some time, but 
I understand he is enjoying his retirement. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
/ _£ 0 I t-OI l-::··;::::»:»·· ;!!~ ; : 

WASHINGTON 

October 2, 1981 

Mr. Charles Wick 
Di rector 
International Communications 

Agency 
1750 Pennsylvania 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Charlie: 

Avenue 
20547 

On Monday, October 26th, Peter Weinberg is coming 
t o work at the White Ho use in conjunction with 
t he te l evision seri es to be hosted by Mrs. Reagan 
and t he President, "Young Artists In Performance 
At The White House. " Would any member of your 
st aff be interested in meeting with him at 
that time to explore the possibilities of having 
these television shows broadcast by satellite 
to Europe through the Voice of America? Let 
me know your thoughts and we can arrange a 
meeting between your colleagues and Peter Weinberg 
whi le he is here that day at the White House. 

My ·very best \'Ii shes to you and to Mary Jane 
and hopes to see you very soon. 

Very sincerely yours, 

Mabel H. Brandon 
Social Secretary t o 
the White Ho use 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

October 2, 1981 

?'t ·//~'7/t,-()/ 

/f~ 
/~ rP-.1% t... 
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Mr. Charles Wick 
Di rector 

Foo~foJ:~ 
(!t') () ()/ - 0 S'F.''" 

International Communications 
Agency 

1750 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Washington, D.C. 20547 

Dear Charlie: 

On Monday, October 26th, Peter Weinber is coming 
to work at the White House in conjunction with 
the television series to be hosted by Mrs. Reagan 
and the President, "Young Artists In Performance 
At The White House." Would any member of your -
staff be interested in meeting with him at 
that time to ex lore the ossibilities of having 
these televisions ows broadcast by satel ite 
o urope through_ the Voice of America? et 

me now your thoughts and we can arrange a 
meeting between your colleagues and Peter Weinberg 
while he is here that day at the White House. 

My ·very ·best wishes to you and to Mary Jane 
and hopes to see you very soon. 

Very sincerely yours, 

Mabel H. Brandon 
Social Secretary to 
the White House 
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November 2, 1931 

Dear Dan: 

Thank you for your letter of October 20. 

I appreciate your advising me of your interest in the 
President's participation in your efforts to dramatize 
interest in reading and the family. I have forwarded 
your letter to Greg Newell, Special Assistant to the 
President for Appointments and Scheduling, for his 
information and attention. I am sure that he will be 
in touch with you as soon as he has had an opportunity 
to discuss your invitation with the appropriate members 
of the 'lhi te Bouse staff in light of the President• s 
long-range schedule. 

Thank you once again for your interest in bringing this 
special program at the Library of Congress to my attention. 

X 

Sincerely, 

Ja,.es A. Baker, III 
Chief of Staff and 
Assistant to the President 

The Honorable Daniel J. Boorstin 
The Librarian of Congress 
Washington, o.c. 20540 

Greg Newell--Routine, but please be sure to respond in 
the near future 
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October 30, 1981 
-TR- /lf CJ /{, -0/ 

Dear Mr. Boorstin: 

Mr. Baker has forwarded to me your invitation o the 
Pr~sident to participate in the Centef *for the Book's 
program to promote reading. 

While the President certainly appreciates the Center's 
efforts to encourage reading, and share the Center•s 
interest in promoting reading as a family activity, 
unfortunately, given the demands of the President's 
official schedule in the upcoming weeks, we do not anti­
cipate hi.s being able to join you in your special 
Christmas-season project. 

Because of }It.rs. Bush's particular interest in reading, I 
am forwarding your letter to her for her attention. 

With the President1 s best wishes, 

sincerely, 

Gregory J. Newell 
Special Assistant 
to the President 

x 
The Honorable Daniel J. Boorstin 
The Librarian of Congress J 
Washington, o.c. 20540 

cc w/inc: Susan Porter Ro_se 
GJN:paer:emb-28a 
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J_ * * <, 

October 20, 1981 

Dear Jim: 

An opportunity has arisen for the Center for the Book in the 
Library of Congress and for the President to dramatize interest in 
reading and in the family at the coming Christmas season. The Center 
for the Book, established by an Act,,, .of Congress to promote reading in 
our country, has •taken as a theme this year "Reading and Successful 
Living: The Family-School Partnership." 

At a meeting of the Center's Executive Board, it was suggested 
that there would be no more effective way to bring the message to the 
family than for President Reagan, in the coming Christmas season, to 
read aloud a selection of his choice to a gathering of family members 
which might include children of the Cabinet members and White House staff. 
The broadcast of this on television would help us promote reading in our 
country and especially remind us of the pleasures of family reading. 

The President might choose a Christmas story to be broadcast on 
Christmas eve or Christmas day when family members might gather together. 
Reading aloud in the fami],.y is an ol-cC-American tradition which we should 
revive and encourage. Of course, we would ~e glad to assist the President 
and his staff in planning such a project. 

Enclosed are a brief de'sc'r!iption of the Center for the Book and 
its activities and a list of its Board members. 

Enclosures 

The Honorable 
James A. Baker 

'Sincerely, 

Ill_ 
Daniel J. Boorstin 
The Libr~rian of Congress 

Chief of Staff and Assistant to the President 
The White House 
Washington, D. c. 

cc: Muffie Brandon 
Michael Deaver 

20500 

✓ 



THE LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS 

WASHINGT0N,D.C. 20540 

October 20, 1981 

Dear Jim: 

An opportunity has arisen for the Center for the Book in the 
Library of Congress and for the President to dramatize interest in 
reading and in the family at the coming Christmas season. The Center 
for the Book, established by an Act of Congress to promote reading in 
our country, has taken as a theme this year "Reading and Successful 
Living: The Family-School Partnership." 

At a meeting of the Center's Executive Board, it was suggested 
that there would be no more effective way to bring the message to the 
family than for PresJ,.den.t .Reagan, in the coming ~Christmas season, to 
read aloud a selection~ of'""his choice to a gathering of family members 
which might include children of the Cabinet members and White House staff. 
The broadcast of this on television would help us promote reading in our 
country and especially remind us of the pleasures of family reading. 

The President might choose a Christmas story to be broadcast on 
Christmas eve or Christmas day when family members might gather together. 
Reading aloud in the family is an old American tradition which we should ' 
revive and encourage. Of course, we would be glad to assist the Presiden 
and his staff in planning such a project. 

Enclosed are a brief description of the Center for the Book and 
its activities and a list of its Board members. 

Enclosures 

The Honorable 
James A. Baker 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Daniel J. Boorstin 
The Librarian of Congress 

Chief of Staff and Assistant to the President 
The White House 
Washington, D. c. 

cc: Muffie Brandon 
Michael Deaver 
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The Center for the Book in the Library of Congress 
A Report Prepared for the Third Meeting of the 

National Advisory Board, April 8, 1981 
lryjohn Y. Cole 

ExeculiI 'e Di rector 

April 1910 

"To keep the book flourishing" is the goal of the Center for the Book in the Library of Congress. Established 
in October 1977 by P.L. 95-129, the center exists to help organize, focus, and dramatize the nation's interest in 
books, reading, and the printed word. At a planning meeting held shortly after the apprO\·al of P.L. 95-1 '..!!1 . 
Librarian of Congress Daniel J. Boorstin explained why the Center for the Book should be at the Libra n 
Congress: 

As the national library of a great free republic , we haYe a special interest to see that 
books do not go unread, that they are read by people of all ages and conditions, that books 
are not buried in their own dross , not lost from neglect or obscured from us by specious 
alternatiYes and synthetic substitutes. As the national library of the most technologically 
ad,·anced nation on earth, we have a special duty, too, to see that the book is the useful , 
illuminating servant of all other technologies, and that all other technologies become the 
effective. illuminating acolytes of the book. 

The Center for the Book serves as a catalyst among authors, publishers, booksellers, librarians. educator~. 
business leaders, scholars. and readers-everyone who has or should have an interest in books and readin g. 
Working with other organizations, the center strives to 

• Heighten the general public's "book awareness" 
• Cse new technologies and other media to enhance books and reading 
• Promote the study of books, reading, and the printed word i 
• Encourage the international flow of books and printed materials 
• ImprO\·e the quality of book production . 

With help from a large National Advisory Board that includes representatives from the book, education al. 
and business communities, the center carries out an active program of lectures, symposia. projects. and 
publications. George C. McGhee, former U.S. Ambassador to Turkey and to the Federal Republic ofGermarn. 
is board chairman. The center's interests include the educational and cultural role of the book, nationalh· an d 
internationally; the history of books and printing; the future of the book especially as it relates to ne,, 
technologies and other media; authorship and writing; the printing, publishing, care, and preservation ot 
books ; access to and use of books and printed materials; reading; and literacy. 

While the Library of Congress provides administrati,·e support, as authorized by P.L. 95-129. the center·, 
program and publications are supported primarily by tax-deductible contributions from individuals and 
organizations. True to its catalytic function , the center has a full-time staff of only two people. During its li rst 
three years of existence, the Center for the Book received financial donations from 42 indi,·iduals an d 
corporations. The major unrestricted gifts have come from Mrs. Charles W.Engelhard. McGraw-Hill. Inc.. and 
Time, Inc. Other notable contributions were from Franklin Books, Inc. (to support programs that promote the 
book internationally), from Exxon Education Foundation, and from the U.S. National Institute of Education 

The Center for the Book's programs and publications are supported by private funds. Contribution~ 
from individuals and organizations are needed. They are tax deductible and can be sent to The Center for the 
Book in the Library of Congress, Washington, D.C. 20540. Gifts ofany amount are welcome. Contributors ot 
$1,000 or more become "Companions of the Book"; those who donate $2,500 or more are recognized a~ 
"Patrons of the Book." Companions and Patrons recei,·e limited edition publications commissioned bv the 
Center and are given special opportunities to participate in its work. 



(to support symposia on textbooks and on literacy). Principal Center for the Book programs and projects are 
outlined below. 

Reading Development and Promotion 

The center's April 1978 symposium on "Television, the Book, and the Classroom," sponsored with the U.S. 
Office of Education, brought two "technologies"-television and the book-together to explore their comp­
lementary features. The symposium helped inspire the U.S. Office of Education's research program on critical 
television viewing skills and led directly to the Library of Congress/CBS Television "Read More About It" 
project. This project provides information-both on the air and in prepared lists-about books related to 
certain CBS network presentations. Immediately following the telecast, a performer from the program makes a 
30-second spot announcement to encourage viewers to seek books about the subject of the program at their local 
libraries and bookstores. The lists are published in advance in the American Library Association 's Booklist, the 
American Booksellers Association's Newswire, and in other library and trade publications. "Read More About It" 
has been well received: 7V Guide called it "a welcome idea for those who believe that television can and should be 
the natural ally of reading,·· and in October 1980 the project received an a~hievement award from the American 
Council for Better Broadcasts. Television, the Book, and the Classroom, a volume based on the symposium, was the 
center's tirst publication. 

"Books Make A Difference," an oral history project scheduled for completion in mid-1981, is another 
reading promotion endeavor. More than 300 citizens in more than 50 communities throughout the United 
States have been interviewed about books--and other reading-that helped shape their lives. Excerpts from the 
inten·iews will be made availabie to libraries, bookstores, and the media for use in reading promotion projects at 
the community level. 

Friends of Libraries USA and the Center for the Book were hosts of a forum in early 198 l on "Good Ideas 
for Friends' (~roups." A major discussion topic was the most effective way for friends' groups to become involved 
with projects such as "Read More About It" and "Books Make a Difference." 

The Book Industry Study Group, Inc. (BISG) and the Center for the Book presented an October 1978 
program that examined the results of the BISG's survey of adult reading in the United States. Some of the 
su n ·ey lindings--for example, that readers are active people, that pleasure is one of the prime motivations for 
reading, and that reading seems to decline rapidly after age 50-may form the basis for future Center for the 
Book projects. R eading in Ameri.ca 197 8, a volume based on this program, also includes a summary of the survey. 

In November I Y8 l , the center will hold a national symposium on "Reading and Successful Living: The 
Family-School Partnership." The program will highlight the importance of the family-school partnership in 
reading de,·elopment and provide program ideas for the symposium 's other sponsors: the National PT A, the 
International Reading Association, the American Association of School Administrators, and the American 
Association of School Librarians. 

The Book in Society 

The Center for the Book is concerned about the role of the book and the printed word in our society-past, 
present, and future . On the historical side, one of its most important programs is the Engelhard Lecture on the 
Book, a commissioned, public lecture by a prominent scholar. The Engelhard lecturers, thus far, have been 
l\icolas Barker and Ian Willison of the British Library, Elizabeth Eisenstein of the University of Michigan, 
librarian, collector, and scholar Philip Hofer, Edwin Wolf 2nd of the Library Company of Philadelphia, and 
Princeton Cniversity professor Robert Darnton. Engelhard lectures are published in the Quarterly journal of the 
Lilmuy of Congress and eventually will be gathered together in a separate volume sponsored by the Center for the 
Book. For six months in I Y79 , Engelhard lecturer Elizabeth Eisenstein served as the center's first resident 
consultant. 

The center also sponsors other lectures, as well as symposia and specific projects concerned with the 
re lationship of books and printing to the development of our society. Speakers have included book designer 
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Adrian Wilson. author and collector Anthony Hobson , typographers and book designers John Dreyfus and 
Hans Schmoller in a joint lecture, and Ian Willison discussing "On the History of Libraries and Schola rship.·· 

The center's 1980 "Rosenwald Symposium on the Illustrated Book" honored the magnificent collectio n 
given to the Library of Congress by Lessing J . Rosenwald and paid special attention to the collection's scho larly 

Publications Sponsored by the Center for the Book 

The following publications may be ordered pre­
paid (postage included) from the Information Of­
fice , Box A, Library of Congress, Washington , 
D.C. 20540. 

Television, the Book and the Classroom. 1978. 
128 p. S4 .95. Edited by John Y. Cole, executive 
director of the Center for the Book. Brief papers 
on the possible uses of television in the classroom 
and on tele,·ision 's effects on culture and learning, 
presented at a symposium on April 26 and 27 , 
1978. A summary of the discussion that followed 
each paper is provided. Includes opening remarks 
of Librarian of Congress Daniel J. Boorstin and 
U.S. Commissioner of Education Ernest L. Boyer, 
keynote talks by Mortimer J. Adler and Frank 
Stanton, and a guide to further information on the 
subject. 

Reading in America 1978. 1979. 98 p. $4.95. 
Edited by John Y. Cole, executive director of the 
Center for the Book, and Carol S. Gold, manager, 
marketing research, John Wiley & Sons. A sum­
mary of selected findings of the Consumer Re­
search Study on Reading and Book Purchasing, 
conducted by Yankelovich , Skelly and White, Inc. , 
for the Book Industry Study Group, Inc. This 
inquiry into the reading and book-buying habits 
and moti\'ations of the American public covers the 
united States population age 16 and over. In­
cludes highlights from discussions held at the Li­
brary of Congress on October 25 and 26, 1978. 
Contributors include Barbara Tuchman; W. 
Thomas Johnson, president, Los Angeles Times; 
and economist Charles B. Weinberg. 

The Circle of Knowledge: An Exhibition in the 
Great Hall of the Library of Congress, December 
7, 1979-March 16, 1980. 1979. 47 p. $2.50. An 
illustrated exhibit catalog prefaced by two essays : 
"Encyclopedias Past and Present," by James M. 
Wells of the Newberry Library, and "Encyclo­
pedias in the Library of Congress," by John Finzi 

of the Collections Development Office of the Li­
brary of Congress. The exhibit notes describe 38 
encyclopedias, from a 13th-century vellum manus­
cript to a new encyclopedia of science and technol­
ogy. "The History of Encyclopedias: A Selected List 
of References" by Ruth S. Freitag, Office of the 
Director for General Reference in the Library of 
Congress, concludes the publication. 

The Textbook in American Society. 198 1. 68 p . 
$5.95. Edited by John Y. Cole, executive di rector of 
the Center for the Book, and Thomas G. Stich t of 
the National Institute of Education. Brief papers 
and discussion about the state of our knowledge 
about the textbook in American education and soci­
ety, presented on May 2-3 , 1979, at a symposium 
sponsored by the Center for the Book and the C .S. 
National Institute of Education. The emphasis is on 
research needs, the textbook in the elementary and 
secondary school curricula, and current issues in 
textbook publishing. Contributors include educa­
tor Jeanne S. Chall; John H . Williamson , president. 
Silver Burdett Company; and Frances FitzGerald. 
author of America R evised. 

Responsibilities of the American Book Commun­
ity. 198 1. 88 p. $7. 95 . Edited by John Y. Cole. 
executive director of the Center for the Book. 
Gathered together here are papers from two semi­
nars held at the Library of Congress on April -l-5. 
1979, and April 23, 1980, selected statements of 
prominent authors and publishers before the I ~HO 
C .S. Senate hearings on concentration in American 
publishing and bookselling, and a report "Can 
Books Survive the Book Business," based on the 
January 1980 PEN symposium . These pape rs and 
reports focused on current trends in book publ ish­
ing and bookselling, and especially on charges that 
through corporate takeovers the publishing busi­
ness has become dominated by purely commercial 
concerns. The authors speak to the question b, 
historical and personal accounts, by explanation . 
and by analysis. 



potentia l. Ten scholarly papers were commissioned for the July 1980 meeting on "Literacy in Historical 
Perspecti\e,"' which brought together historians and U.S. Government policy makers to learn from each other. 
The January 1981 symposium celebrating the completion of the 755-volume National t.;nion Catalog: Pre-1956 
l111J11 ·i 11t, focused on scholarly uses of this unique bibliographical tool. With help from the American Printing 
Histon Association. the center is planning an inventory of printing and publishing archives. The center 
~pomored the publication of The Circle of Knowledge, an important Library of Congress exhibit about the 
h 1storical de\·elopment of the encyclopedia. 

\\.hat is the future of the book in this electronic age~ This question has been discussed by many speakers 
participating in Center for the Book lectures or symposia dealing with the role of books and reading in today's 
~ociel\. Answers are \·aried and complex but. not unexpectedly, tend to be so positive on behalf of the book that 
the question usually is changed: How will the "book" be redefined in the future? 

.\lajor symposia ha\·e addressed broadcasting books to young audiences on radio and television, the role of 
textbooks in American society, and the responsibilities of American publishers, booksellers, and authors. 
\ ·olumes based on two of these meetings, The Textbook in American Society and Responsibilities of the American Book 
( 11111111111,it.·. are now a\·ailable. Public lectures about the book in contemporary society have included "The Book" 
ll\ Barbai·a Tuchman. "The Audience for Children's Books" (Elaine Moss and Barbara Rollock), and the ·'State 
ol the Book \\'arid 1980" (Alfred Kazin. Dan Lacy, and Ernest Boyer). "Gresham's Law: Knowledge or 
I nlormation~:· an address by Librarian of Congress Daniel]. Boorstin at the I 979 White House Conference on 
Libraries and Information Services, was published by the center as both a pamphlet and a broadside. In February 
1 q8 J. the center sponsored a forum at which publishers, paper manufacturers, and research librarians 
exchanged \·iews about producing paper for book longevity. 

The International Role of the Book 

The Charter of the Book, set forth in 1972 during UNESCO's International Book Year, emphasizes the 
importance of the free flow of books between countries and the essential role of books in promoting interna­
tional understanding. The international side of the center's program is carried out in the spirit of these 
principles. Symposia topics have included 'The Book in Mexico," "Japanese Literature in Translation,'· 
and .. The International Flow of Information: A Trans-Pacific Perspective," and, in 1979, typographer and book 
designer Fernand Baudin presented a public lecture on "Belgian Books, 1830-1980." The symposium on "The 
International Flow of Information: A Trans-Pacific Perspective," held in Hawaii , was followed by visits to Los 
. ..\ngeles. Calif.; J\iew York City; Washington, D.C.; and Corsicana and Dallas, Tex., by 17 symposium partici­
pants from 12 Pacific rim nations. These visits, the programs in each city, and a follow-up meeting in New 
Zealand in early 1981 were organized by the Center for the Book and sponsored by the l.i .S. International 
Communication Agency. Another major project is the compilation, under the auspices of the Center for the 
Book. of a directory of international book programs sponsored by the C.S. Government and by selected private 
organizations. Finally, the center is participating in the planning for CNESCO's World Congress on Books, 
\1hich \1ill be held in 1982. 
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