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case, out of the White House ard us inm. And I llA
was sayving, I don’t know how they do it. It
must be a tremendous task to perFarm-iT a few
hours. Everybody was agreeing and Iﬁggid st
that I really don’t know how they do it. Maybe
an idea would be if, when we move cut, we
could move inmto Blair House and make it a
little bit easier. anw#sﬂ”ﬂ#“” abet
The "tiny little gun''/disappeared aquite
a lomg time ago. I had the timy little gun
when my husband was away a great deal of the

i
time and I was alone. I was advised to have a_

tiny_ littTegun.

ARm I fudging two years inm age? I might.
I haven't made up my mind yet. That’s a pretfy
good amswer, isn’t 1it? Irn Hollywood, you were
rnever over twenty five. I prooressed beyond

twenty five.

Betty Friedan:

Unfortunately, I do not think that Narcy
Reagan has dorne anythinmg to advance the cause
of women. That is a very ocinted fault or bad
mark against her, regardless of specific

pzlitics_Republicarn, Democrat. Women in the

ERs
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last twenty years have made this great
breakthrough in America. We broke thraough the
femirne mystigue. We said, "We are pecole.'" We
fought for the pefsanhood of waoman, and the
contral of cur own lives, our own vaoice., We
demanded and fought Fore eaual cpporturnity. We
aren’t finished vyet, and there’s even a
backlash against it.

We were at college together, at Smith. I
was editor of the paper and literary magazire
arnd she was an actress. She had the spirit to
go to Broadway, to go to Hollywood. As I said
to her when I went on the press bus atlseveral
conventions before she actually became First
Lady, "MNarcy, you are a Smith person, and how
can vau not be for equal rights for women? You
were one of the career women before it was
even popular." And she said, "0Oh, well, I'm

treqtment
for equal,and so is Ronnie and I'm for rights,
but I'm not for the amendment.”

Well, that?’s just speciocus. When he was
elected presidént and she became First Lady, I
went up to her at the Gridirorn Dirmer and I
shook her hand and I said, "Use vouwr oower. Be
a gaod rale model, now for womer and use your
power to keeo the door copewn, o open it wide
for women.

It just seems to me that’s her

N RTIPY
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mbligation as a woman of her gereration, at (45\
this time in history, and she hasn’t dore it.
She has not raised her voice. They say she is
now one of the most powerful influences in the
Reagan administration or on the president. Why
has she not tried to stop him from this war om
the right of women to control their own bodies
and the safe, lepal, medical access to
abartion? Why has she not tried to stoo him
whern the Reagan administration has given the
word that the laws now on the books on sex
discrimination in employment and educatiown
shouldn’t be enforced, or that affirmative
action should now be used to restore the
supremacy of the white male?

She's not a star in the soao opera. She

is the First Lady. And we expect in America

~that our First Lady somehow embody the values

of where women are g%this time. When you
think, fifty years ago, of Eleanor Roosevelt.
What a role model she would still be, even
today. You think of Betty Ford, who really was
gutsy. not only in behalf of egual rights for
women but very honest on the aquestion of
abortion and what she would do about her ocwn
daughter if there were such a rmeed. Evern being

brutally honest about her cwn orablems with

[}
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alcoholism and so on. There was a firne role
model there. { % ¥

Breathes there a woman with soul so
dead, an esducated woman in the 198@s, that
cannct identify with this great liberation of
womer: to be pecple? Maybe.way underneath, she
does. Maybe that?s what this supposed new
charnge in image is all about. Maybe she i1ust,
somehow, has to be a person and that’s why
she's movirng more, being more sericocus about
matters like drug abuse.‘

I'm not that much an expert on the life
and opersonal history of Nancy Reagan, but I dao
recall that her own stepfather was
archconservative, arch-reactionary, and she
might have had a Peaéfionary influence on
Ronald Reagpan politically.

She was a career woman bhefore it was
fashionable, when most of oﬁr classmates were
irn candamihiums, making a ecareer aout of
marriage and four children and baking their
own bread. Shé-went to Hollywood and she went
to Broadway, but now, as First Lady, she is an -
anachronism. She is somehow not only denving
her earlier reality but the reality of
Bmerican women today. What they wart to be and

what they reed to be and what I think they

would like reoresented in the First Lady, who




should représent the highest standards awnd
values for women, Republicarn and Demccrat.

There is an expectation today that a
woman can be and should be all the person that
she is capable of being. She wants armd Qalues
the choice to have children. She will be her
husband’s wife if she chooses to marry. But
she will be a person, sericusly committed to
her cwrn voice in society. We are not finished
yet in this great massive revolution of women
to full personmhoond and full egquality. She—will
. ositi ower she has in someway
ident i fytne—with—wemen. So I say to Nancy
Reapan, "Why have you not used your voice in
vour role in the White House to give a fuller
rivle maodel for younger women?

I wouldm®t fault her if she’s not the
same kind of feminist I am. She doesm't have
to be a card carrying NOW member. Noboady waould
expect that of a Republican woman, but Betty
Faord, who’s a Bepublican, was courageous and
outsooken an behalf of the basic move of womnen
to equality. Here, Nancy Reaogan, whose
husband’s administration is mountirg a
backlash against women’s rights, is rot
raising her voice apainst it.

Have her advisors told her, "Loaok,

| %"
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American women really didn't vote for vour ,Bué
husband in numbers?” !
- s S
The Madame Chain;Kai—shek role——that's

where her oress has been lately—--that she is

proppoing him up or manipulating him or
controling him. If that is so, so be it.
American women have a great hurnger for more

power. They have been too powerless, and
they?ll pet it whatever way they can. If
vou're lucky encunh to be First Lady, -srmcwour

usban oresident, you should use that role

for all it’s worth. For pood thinos. ]

only be seen as a m - niot today. It's

ot i or a woman, certainly not vight for

ari womar 11 Reagan.

I remember in the turbulent days of éhina
it came out that Madame Chaing Kai-shek, who
was Wellesley educated, I believe, was sort of
like a Dragon Lady. She was really pulling the
strings. It’s coming out that Nancy Reagan is
one of the most influential people. Well then,
in what direct;an is this influerce going?

I don’t think anybody would have
criticized Nancy Reagan forty y%ﬁé agao, for
just being a clothes howvse, for the china that
she is buying or whether she’s wearing the

clothes of this designer or that designer.

Even row, as a feminist, I am interested in

T A e T
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fashion and I think women are still interested
i fashion. She can be as fashionable as she
pleases. But there’s pot to be something more
than that. I mean, Eleanor Roosevelt was a
giant among women. We don’t have such an
-image-of Mrs. Eisenhower, but that was in the
fifties when the whole country was pulling
back from the American adventure.

Lady Bird Johnson, there was guite a
woman there. Jacogeline Hennedy, everybody went
ga—ga over her fashiorn and her decorative
style, but there was a mind there, that
brought poetry and art to the White House. I
remember thinking at the time, if she would
oniv stop using that whispery voice., You
wanted her to be more.

Betty Ford was a very interesting
example of a woman whio started out in a very
convent ional way, but she lived up to the
demands and the expectation of women. Is there
really something going to emerge in Nancy
Reagan where she senses that she could use her
pawer on issues today where women’s future is

in Jeopardy?

Dr. Barbara Kellerman:




L0146

The positions of the Reagan L
13

administration on women’s issues such as
abortion and the Eagual Rights Amendmernt has
beern somewhat hard to determine. They had had
a house feminist in that family, but it has
not really been Nancy Reagan. It has been the
president’s eldest daughter, Mauwreen Reaopan.

This has been very carefully done. It
was more articulated in the eighty four
campaign than in the eighty campaion. Nancy
Reapan’s role with repard to equal rights and
abortion has been relatively quiescent.
Intermittently, she has giveﬁ slightly mixed
signals on the subject, but she is a far cry
from her two predecessors, Betty Ford and
Rmsalynn Carter, who both came cut very
strongly for the Equal Rights Amendment. In
that sense, if you are a feminist, if you
believe in the Egqual Rights Amendment, you
would see the Reagan administration, and Nancy

Reagan in particular, as a step back.

Nancy Reyncolds:

Nancy Reagan was considered a very old
fashioned, anachronistic wife in the sixties

im California. I thinmk a lat of the feminists

1@




are now wives and mothers and they may have
softened a little more. Narncy Reagan hasn’t
changed, basically. Bﬁt youl know, she’s always
felt that pecnle should do what they have to
do and she would hope that pecple would
respect how she feels.

Isn?’t it interestiﬂg that so many
feminists today are saying, "Look, it?'’s fine
if women don’t want to work and stay home for
kids. " That’s okay. But it has taken the
feminists, and I'm a feminist, a long time to
come around to saying there is a lot to be
said for women who have no interest in a
career and who feel that their career is their
family and their husbands, when they can
financially manage to make it that full time.

So I think that i# has moved on the
other side a little. Nancy Reagan hasn’t
persgﬂally changed at all. After all, she has
two very feminist daughters and she was like
all of us with our children during the
sixties. We had a lot of confrontations and
Nancy Reagan stuck by her guns about how she
felt about things. I bet if you interview the

children, you will find that they have

mellowed a great deal.

11
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Richard Allen: ~

I would say that his is a tendancy not
te be enpapged in staff difficulties and
dustups., And hers is not the ocpposite
tendancy to get involved, but certainly she's
not reluctant to voice her views.

I think she addresses the unbpleasant
tasks. Ultimately the decisions are his and he
must take the responsibility for them.

She played wno role at all in the
political infighting. There Qas a decided
campaign to have Haig and me engage. Al Haig
and I have analyzed this. There wasn’t rearly
as much substance to the fabled Allen—Haig
battles as has met the eye. There was a very
well orchestrated campaign by colleagues in
the White House to make it appear that we were
constantly embattled.

Al has a steel spring personality, and
Im not relucfént to engape, from time to
time, on issues or even on procedures. But
this was exacerbated and exacerbated
deliberately by same individuals in the White
House. And I think that the reflection of that
as it played in the newspaper came back to

Mrs. Reagan.

b
[
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Obviously, she couldn’t be happy about
discord and disharmony in the administration
under any circumstances. On top of that, we
had an administration that was trying to
devote its exclusive atterntion to domestic
affairs for the first year. The secretary of
state, Al, wanted foreign policy issues to
get a share of attention. I share the
oresident’s agenda in trying to keep foreign
pxlicy-—national security——mot inconsequerntial
but on a laow key, on the back burner. Ard that
lead to further misunderstandings. Nancy
Reagan, I think, was influential but it wasn’t
because she came to all of the judgements that
she made by herself or unassisted. She didnm't
do that unaided.

I think it was very clear at the time
when I was on a leave of absence and the
canard arnd inuendo that surrounded my case
were being investigated by the Department of
Justice—-~there were messages that I should
resign and my answer was that I certainly
Qould not resign until I knew what the acutcome
would be. Until such time, I wouldn’t address
the guestion of my future—-until such time as
] was cleared, as I knew, inevitably, I would

be cleared.




Then I was repeatedly cleared of these
really trumped up irnuwendos armd allegations. I
gather that, at one point, she j1oined some
colleagues in the White House apart from those
who were defending me and thoupht it wouldvbe
best if I left.

But I wouldn’t do it. My reputation was
at stake, my family, my future, my integrity,
my character. And until that was cleared,
there wasn’t anything that would cause me to
leave.

I have no tangible evidence of her role
excepnt what I would read in the newspapers.
Now Nancy Reagan was not talking to newspapers
but there were those in her circle who were.
Armd you couldn®t distinguish. This is part of
the oroblem in Washington, the preat anonymous
source.

I maintained a cordial relationship with
Nancy Reagan in the years after my deoarture
from the White House. I see her from time to
time, talk to‘her, and there isn’t the
slightest hint of bitterness or anything else.
I happen'to support the oresident’s agenda. I
don’t support pecple. 1 support ideas. I think
she and the president know that I do that.
Perhaps that has led to a more understanding

relationshio betweern us.

14
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It's far better to have Nancy Reagan |

behind you.

-

Michael Deaver:

I think none of us really realized the
public scrutiny or the media scrutiny that
would be put on every littie thing we did and
said. There were some nasty articles. I don’t
think it was really a lot of anti-Nancy
personal press in California. I don’t think
there’s been that here, really.

Some of those peopnle basically disagreed
with her husband’s philesaophy. And so they
might have used her to get back at Ronald
Reapnan and what his policies were.

I.stiTl think one of the turning points

was when Nancy Réagan-—aside from Fin%}}y//
sitting down with her staff and te fi;g them
that she wanted to cut o&ﬁ/;}f/:;;:‘other
business they kept tryihé to force on her and
Just concentrate oﬂ:drug abuse--came out to
the Gridirunfin'nld'clathes and sang, "Second
Hand Clophé;" to the ture of "Second Hand
Rose. VTh/e,memln"Washmg £5n chan géd their

ides about Nancy -Reagan. overnight.
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Nancy is a very direct person. She is
not one who would like to sit around and think
about an issue. She’d just as soon get it onm
the table. I know Nancy’s upset about the
whole Bitburg thing. So am I. I cén’t think of
anything I feel waorse about in my life than
that. But she’s not mad at me. If Nancy were
mad at me about this, believe me, Mike Deaver

would know it.

Lyn Nofziger:

All the criticism of her fixing up the
living guarters was 1ust outfageous hecause,
orie, she didn’t use tax money, arnd two, the
iiving quarters hadn't been fixed up in years.
The floors, for instance, had ngg;; been dore
since Harry Truman’s time., To jumpo on her for
that, for the new dishes which were
contributed by a foundation, it jJjust seemed to
me that there:were pecple cut there looking to

get her.

Stuart Spencer:

She was, to a degree, insecure, and you

16
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could see .it. The media could see it,
definitely. But I have another theory. Ronald
Reagan came in with a mandate. Rornald Reagan
WasS hof property. Ronald Reapan had a lot of
successes, and when you lock at Washington,
you look at the system we have have, where you
have the poverrnment and the press and they’re
in basically adversagggpositians. There was nn
way the media could pet at Romald Reaoan. He
wasn’t vulnerable. He was very successful., My
theory is that the media decided that every
day can’t be puff-piece day, and a job was
done on Nancy Reagan. She was more vulnerable.
She wasn’t orepared for that sort of
thing. She was in a state of shock. Being
governar of California 1s a wonderful thing,
but it?’s the minor leagues compared to the
_presidency of the United States. The capital
press in Sacramento is not the capital press

in Washington.

Richard Wirthlin:

When Nancy Reapan first came into the

White House, there was a spate of stories

17




that highliohted her spendirg. Republicans,
whether they?re coming to the White House in
1382 or 1372 or in the fifties are alwavs
viewed as the party of the more wealthy and
affluent.

The press took the china issue and made
it symbolic that this would be a repal
oresidency. They used Nancy Reapan very much
as that symbol. When we asked pecple what they
liked and disliked about Nancy, her perceived
QEhchant'ég-lik;déxpensive surroundings was
much more promivent thanm it is today.

The attack had a chilling effect on
Nancy. 5he tended to retreat, to be more
defensive, toc be more puarded. That provided
in itself some reinforcement nerhaps, at least
pérceptually, for some of the charpes that
were made.

But she's a tough, strong person. She
was not at all happy or satisfied with the way
she was being portrayed. She recognized that
she could help:both the president and a lot of
people by taking a more active or a more
public role on some things that she's always
felt very concerned about.

The perceptiorn was much more dominant
that she was scomewhat srobbish, that she was

aloof, that she was more interested in putting

18
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on a state dinner than anythinbo else, that

she was pushing for expensive china, which I

think was clearly a bum ran. But there were

reasons, far beyond Narncy Reapgarn, for those
impressions to be reinforced.

fueen Nancy was the imapge that was
beirg portrayed. She took the charge of being
fueen Nancy amd said, "How ridiculous." She
borrowed a page from the oresident’s book and
usad humor to defuse the charges: "I waould
never be amcinted. It would mess up my hair.®
She had the ability and the grace under
pressure, if you will, to rise above those

kinds of charges.

Dormnie Radceliffes

Little things\that might not have seemed
so important or monumental when he was
governor, they. felt were blown up cut of
proportion. I think there were several things,
several ways in which they got off to a bad
start. One of them, before he evern became
oresident, was a Tlurry over the choice of her
press secretary. Mrs. Reagan also made some

sort of unthinking remarks about having a gun

19




at her bedside table. There were reports that 4é7
the Reagans wanted the Carters out of the |
White House so that they couwld do the

redecorating. Whether or not any of that was

true, it started them off wrong.

The problem was that pecple felt that
Mrs. Reagah was not concerned about what the
problems of the day were, the econcomic
hardships oﬁ & certain grnupéoﬁ—peep}efin this
couhtry. For a lavish decorating orooram to be
undertaken almast immediately after the
Reagans entered the White House seemed so
frivolous. I don't think their friends helped
them very much.

There?’s a pocpular view that there has to
be a lightning raod for Ronald. Sarrv. I krow
that’s a popular view and I think it really
isn’'t an accurate one. I thimk she generated
those stories and those cpinions by her own
actions and her own attitudes.

I think Ronald Reagan did come in as an
extremely popuiar marn. He came in to
establishment Washington and immediately was
acceptable, something Jimmy Carter was not.
But in Nancy Reapan’s case, I don’t really
understand the thinking that she took the
flak for thinos that couldn’t be said about

Rim. It just doesn’t make any sense.

4 M
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Bonita Granville Wrather:

I think the criticism of her lifestyle
is erronecus. She's alwa?s been a lady who is
well dressed, has grace and style, andq}—#hfwgrﬂn
she brings that to the White Howuse. And that’s
ASter o,

very important. pWe have all the ather

countries in the world locking at us. We™vwe

the bignest—wation in the warid:—

Letitia Baldridge:

She was the governor’s wife. I've
noticed pecople who have been very big fishes
in the small seas in their home towns who deal
with the press constantly. There’s nothing
like the White House. Everything changes.
Every single movement you make, every flick of
an eyelash, is scrutinized. It is the classic
gold fish bowl. I remember in the Kennedy
yearsg, Mrs. HKennedy used to devise every route
possible to get out of the White House grounds
without being seen by the press and the

public.
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Sheila Tate:

It was the day ketchup was declared a
vegetable for school lunch oroorams that the
White House china story broke. I haven't

thought the same af ketchup since.

Maureers Reagan:

I’ve always tola her that if she was
married to anybody in the world but Ronald
Reagan, she would not be against the Equal
Rights Amendment. Nancy Reyrolds arnd I told
her that years ago, back in the seventies. You:
have to understand. Here’s a woman in this
particular relationship who has had all of the
freedaom that you can have to make all of fhe
choices. I just feel that if she had wnot had
that kind of fﬁeedam, perhaos she would be cut
o the street marching with the rest of us.

What do I say to the Betty Friedanms and
aother feminists who oriticize? I supgpest that

they go back and read their own books.

[
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CHARPTER SEVEN: Soed. llowciks-

Nancy Reapgan:

Drug abuse is a very sericus problem.
Among the youth, among the working pecole.
It's the most democratic oroblem that I krnow
of. It crosses all lines. There are no sccial,
gcaoncmic, political, calor lines. It crosses
evervthing.

I feel very strongly about marijuana. I

think it’s a good deal more harmful thanm most

dr

children I*ve been to Day po
Village in New York a few times, which I—ttrink
is doing & wondertul job. All those yaung
pexple in there started on marijuana. I asked
#hem if they were for the legalization of
marijuana. Every one of them said "no, " which
is interesting. I didrn’t really expect them to
say "rno. "

When it ;irst started out in the
sixties, this was all a brand new thing, and a
frightening thing. Nobody knew auite how to
handle it, and they were embarrassed. They
thought their child was the only child on

drugs. And some of them were too busy with

their owrn lives and they didn’t pet involved

. 0159
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with their children’s lives. They weren’t wise

erncugh to rnotice the little tell-tale sigrs

that happer. As we've progressed more into the

seventies and eighties, we’re more aware. \€f7
Parents are more aware, mnore scaréd, as well

they should be.

You can’t be pessimistic about anvthing.
You always have to be ootimistic that you can
sxlve something, anything in life. I think the
fact that these paPents/groups have sprung up
vzluntarily, all over, is a great sign that
parents are getting involved, are becoming
more krowledoeable. They?’re not only becoming
more knowledgeable, but it brings their
families closer together. There!s been a
tendarncy for the families to split apart. Now
they’re pulling together.

The administration has to cut
everything. Otherwise, we’re all going to go
down the tube. But the drug orogram can
sustain itself. The drug proogram hasw’t been
cut out of all funds. It has funds, but the
mzst important thing is that the parents and
corporations, business people, all become
imviolved, all krnow what's happening to the
pecple who are working for them, or their

children, and do something about it.
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Qh I really committed to this issue? OFf
course I am. Because it’s so dangerous.
BFecause we do stand a chance of losing a whole
gereration to drugs. It's a very, very
dangerous probler N v VS\

ang S Oro n that—we—have-

It’s rat Just our country that has this
problem. Everybody who came here to see my
husband, wher he would be havinog meetings with
the mer, I would be having coffee with the
wives, arnd the wives would always bring up
drugs. At first, I thought, maybe, it was 1ust
because they knew I was interested in the drup
orablem, but then it became obvious that they
were aware that this was happening in their
countegf They wanted to know. They were asking
for advice. Sco that was the next logircal steo.
If you could catch it for them right at the
begirming, thew, maybe, you could do a lot of
gemod.

I hope I made thém aware of the whole
global aspect of this and gave them some
suggestions a;d ideas. We've been at it langer

Yvians weos oble 4o mnmelpe,
than they have and I hope I :
lease?

Nobody warnted me to do it, the drug

isgsue. I guess they thought it was kind of a

downer. It’'s not a eeatdy cheery subject.

I think I’ve brought it to a height of

Ju
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awareness that it wasn't before. I.%hggghthat

more peocple are aware of how badi%%d?;?gﬁgdgt:u
widespread it is and how dangerous it is,

which they weren’t before. I don’t see as ﬁaﬂy

comedians, now, making jokes about it, thank er/
gocdriess. It’s riot a furny ;Dké; I see more

programs on television about it, hear more

pecnle coming forward and talking about what

it’s done to their lives, to their

ralationships, to their jobs.

It’s my understanding that there was na
money cut. There was money given to the states
in block grants, but money was not cut. That's
number one. Number two, I don't believe i1\ o idh

Pravice kol
anyfhimg tht money is the.answer. Maney
doesn’t buy lave or affection or attention ar
invalvement, all those things that there have
to be. Money doesn’t buy those things. Only
prouv de

people buy those things, and, particularly,

parents.
Dr. Barbara Kellerman:
It’s a volunteer work of a particular

kind. It tends to fall into categories that,

for lack of a better word, I would describe as




ENTR - S

being of a feminine nature. They have to do
with health. They have to do with
beautificétian. They have to do with youno
children. They’re the kinds of supportive,
nurturing, prettifyid@g tasks and roles that
have, historically, been associated with the
woman?s role in this particular culture.

Namcy Reagan’s interest oripinally was
inm the foster grandparents program. It’s rnow
in drug abuse. Rosalynn Carter, who was
irterested in hard pxlicy, still made it a
pint to become involved with mental health.
Lady Bird Johnsom was very involved with
highway beautification. Jacgqueline Kennedy
redid the White House. These tend very much to
be the same kinds of roles, women’s roles more
than anything else. It?s not jJust a guestion
of volunteerism.

On the issue of the relationship arnd the
support of their husbands, the nature of that
support really differs enormously from First
Lady to First Lady, and the nature of that
support depends on nothing as much as the
relationshio to the president.

First Ladies in gereral have rnot been
strikinglf successful in lobbying for their
causes. I?have to be careful when I say that

because, in many ways, they have drawn

Fpa]




A e N i P

attention to their causes and attention breeds
sucoess in a way that could mever have
happened unless they had focused theif
attention on these particular issues.

By the same token, when pecole look back
on First Ladies, they don’t particularly
asscciate them with their causes any lonper.
Perhaps Lady Biﬁd Johrnson and her
beautification, conservation, and wild flowers
is an exception to this. My prediction is that
unless Nancy Reagan becomes much bolder in her
apporoach to her very genuine interest in drun
abuse, and does more for it, she will not
finally be remembered for that. She will be

remembered for her tie to her husband.

Dorinie Radcliffe:

It was a seriogus effort on the bpart aof
her aides because they felt that it was
necessary for her to have a significanmt and
meaninogful project. And I do believe that she
has had a lompg standing interest Ao —Ido
Aot Rymow— oW 1intensive, in drug abuse. But I
think it sort of grew without them realizino

how successful 1t was going to become.
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I don’t tirimk she had her project well
defined when she first came into the White
House, because she was talking more about
Faster Grandbarents than she was abcout drug
abuse. I—kink By the time a year had gone by, Thewyh,
it became apparent that there had to be
something more startling, more sionificant,
for her to be involved in and her aides
realized that it could well be accomplished

throunh a project on druo abuse.

Sheila Tate:

She sits there and those big eyes focus
o a Kid and the kid finds himself telling his
Qhole life story to her, and they both sit

whed ¥t L 1cid com §y _

there and crvy, buthleaveﬂsaying, "You know,
here’s someane so important, and she cares
about me.”" And that’s the feeling they got
from that. That started building. She would go
to prevention:prngrams where she'd learn what
the problems were that they were spotting in
five, six, seven-year-old kids—--basically self
gsteem problems——and how they were dealing
with it. Anmd she was taking that camera, that

media spotlight, and she was taking it and

turning it around and focusing it on the
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issue, which is something she cared about.
That’s arother thing I can’t emphasize
enough. Her staff didn't want her involved in
that issue. We dragged our feet. We looked for
alternative orograms. We said, “This is
depressing. How will she make ari impact?" So
we came up with some upbeat things, thirgs she

could affiliate with and she'd say, "This is
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dru;. avvse 75 importamv+y amda T Laot £ énf' o valvred

mice, but/l want to get involved inm drug
Foghbs it

alpwme, and Ehen’s aur next meeting with so and
so? "

She kept putting it back on course
during that whole first year, and the smart
thing was she recognized that if she was poinn
to spend four or eight vears involved in an

issue, 1t was going to be something she cared

about.

Mary Jane Wick:

She’s always had a great corncern about
drug abuse in the world, rnot Just in this
countyy. And she feels it’s a oreat tragedy
what’s happened. She has g»eaf compassion for
irndividuals, gwgat compassion.

Imagine how terrible it is to be older
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in life and feel yaou still have something to
give but you have nobody to give it to. And to
be able to share that with scmebody younn and
also have the youro person be helped at the
same time: It’s really a wonderful program l€;q
which started during the time her husbarnd was
governor of California.

She opened the eyes of pecole all over
the world to the drup abuse of young people
because they are the future of our country and

marny lives are ruined because of that. I'm so

proud of her. I really am.

Michael Deaver:

A1l I can tell you is that I can
remember coming back here on an airplane with
Nancy Reagan during the transition period and
I said, "Have you eper thounht about what
yau?'re going to do back here?" And she said,
"Yeah, ITve afways wanted to et into the

whole teenage drug abuse problem." It was not

a last mirnwte thing. It was rnat an attenpt to
spalarivy

simply reccoup her,ratings. It was something

she felt very strongly and still does feel

vary strongly about. All you have to do is go

tm ane of those conferences.
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William F. Bucklev:

I think her drug effort is extemely
impoertant to anybody who had children who orew
up during the sixties. I saw a picture of her
in the New York Daily News centerfold and the
caption was, "Mrs. Reapan Cheers Up Rilly
Buckley 0'Reilly,"” a nephew of mirne who was
havirng trouble with drugs and was in a
rehabilitation place and she didn’t even know
we were related. I learned subsequently from
him about the warmth of that exchanpe.

You have to remember that HK’CalifDrnia
in the sixties__ag‘was the home of the drug
culture. You have to remember also that her
husband couldn’t speak at any collene in
California for three or four years when he was
governor because they wouldn’t permit him on
campus. Sz that the impact of the drug culture
arnd all that it tends to supggest in terms of
misbehavior and civil misbehavior means a
great deal to her as a result of the
pehenaomerion of her having been First Lady of
Califormnia during its most frenzied status.

I suppose that anything that any public
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figure does is subject to the charge of public

relations to improve an image. You can say

that about Florerce Nightingale, that she was

concerned about Her image. You can say that |€f\
the Queen of England has really no interest

whatscever in antigues but she feels that she

ought to every rnow and then go to am antigue

show. B\'{‘f" % F>/:f L-»aly +f¢‘7l /!4///
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Bonmita Granville Wrather:

Ambition is a wonderful thing. i think
that she has become ambitious for the good of
aur country. Certainly it took a3 great deal of
ambitiorn to plunge in zhat drug pwagram)shebg
Ldrand a lot of ambition to pet up in the
morrning and travel on planes and meet with
osychologists and psychiatrists and meet with
some of the young people who are on drugs and
talk to them. It’s been heartbreaking for her
to see them. I:think her ambition is charmeled

in a wonderful dirvection. It ism’t an ego trip

of any kind.

James Rosebush:

11



Every year, focusing aon this
international drug problem, Mrs. Reagan has
saught to narrow her focus, and in some ways
broaden her focus. It seemed very obvious ]gt
because of all the reguests she was petting
from First Ladies around the world to share
information and krowledge about what she’d
done on drug abuse, to expand it on an
international level.

It wasn’t suddenly, I arrived on the
scene, or 13982 was here and this was a brand
new plan. She made a committment to druog abuse
a couple of years before that. In fact, during
that first year she was educating herself on
drugs. Now, hindsight would say that should
have been oromoted more. Peoole should have
rnowrn that she was meeting with those people
arnd so forth. But the fact was she was doinag
the right thing//first, and that was becoming
knowledgeable about the issue. The plan was in
place all along for her to be able to get out,
get to treatment centers and so forth, and
she’d been to some treatment centers before.

We gave her the options. We came up with
places for her to visit-—treatment centers.
Our role was basically to say., "Let us be your

eyes and ears to oo out. You want to travel
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around the country. You want to talk to kids.

You want to find out about their oroblems. Quw

role as a staff is to help you do that." And _
that’s what we did. And that’s where we put )Lk
sixty thousand miles on the plare.

Watch Mancy Reagan in action. You can’t
fabricate love. You can't fabricate concern,
at least to the degree that she's shown it.
This isn’t something you can manufacture
overnight. You can’t, instantly, have the kind
2f attraction back and forth that she has with
kids. She’s like a magrnet for kids. I've been
there. 1’ve watched it. I've seen kids of all
ages drawn to her for some reason. I can’t ogut
my Tinger on it. There's a natural attraction
there.

I think there are a lot of concrete
results. Thousands of parents' groups have
formed cocalitions to do something: Shut down
the head shops; get legislation enacted; meet
together to boost each ather; morale and get
their kids ou; of trouble.

Just through the television shaow, "The
Chemical People,” which she hosted, which was
the largest grassroots effort ever undertaken
ot television, local communities are arganized
now to fight drupgs. Making a national priority

out of this issue is what a First Lady of the
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Urnited States can really do. I think she's
accomplishing that.

She's pgot a committment in her blood
rnow. She sees the dimensions of the problem,
and she wants to solve it. She always ésks
wherever she goes, "What else carn I c:!-::«."wll I

wlwars

think yuu’rg/going to see her working hard on

it.

(EMPTFAPTER SEVEN, END "Good WorRs™Re
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Nancy Reapan:

Peaple say I'm a very savvy galitician?
Well, that’s flattering. True? I don’t know.
Maybe that pgets more into the realm of people,
of having a feel for pecpole.

My husband oprojects tremendous trust in
the Americarn pecple, really tremendous. After
how many years in politics always my husband
has been underestimated by whoever henmight be
rurming against, underestimated by the opress.
But the pecple have felt that he was sincere
arid hornest and that there was an intedrity
there. And they responded to that.

I was upset after the Tirst presidential
debate in 1284. I thoupght they'd gone about it
all wrong, and they had. They overloaded him.
He krows all those thinos. They don’t have to
overload hin. ’

I sugpnested some charnges. The second one
was better, wasn’t it?

Did Al Haig ieave because of me? No, no,
NS, o, nd, na, no, we, na, oh, nos Is it true
that after the 1984 election I wanted to clear

the dead wood ocut of the cabimet? I thought
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that, in reading history, I'd always been
giver: to understand that at the end of your
first term that was a logical time, if you i
wanted to make chanpes, to do it. Yes, 1 did
think that. %pd what happened? Not much.
Did I want the presidency more than he
did? I read that. Not true. I thought I
married an actor. He was asked to run for
office soon after we got married, arnd turned
it dowri. He was asked by the Democrats whern he
was still a Democrat. And when the
governorshio came along, I went along with if.
But that wasn't something I had carved out for

our future.

Ed Roallins:

LffﬁThk’fhe president is very oragmatic

and he has very pood political instincts and/
Bar
very pond pecple instincts.pl think there is
. sy

no guestion that skhe can step back and
prabably take a little better view of it than
he can, being involved in the day to day
aspect of it.

She called me from time to time in the

na
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course of the campaiorn and raised concerrns

about particular things that might be

happening arcound the couniry. She has a very

good network out there amﬂﬂg~her—frfend§; and, [’7(
most of the time, when she calls me, she’s pot

very valid points.

She was very concerned in the California
campaigrn during the 1984 eiectian that the
gecple out there were probabl? not being as
effective as theyv could have been and that
. - l"“ Ve ‘4""*{'/
Mondale was making a very heavy effort omt
the#g and she wanted to make sure that we were
alert to it. We were, but ceftainly, when she
made her call, I went ocut and rechecked
everything again and made a few changes.

She’s a darnedugood, savvy politicianm. I
certainly would value her judgement. I think
both she and the president doan’®t like to think
of themselves as politicians. He is someane
who sort of shies away if you say,
"PBalitically, Mr. President, you reed to do
this.” But I tﬁlnk he has superb pecple
instincts, and she does, too. She happerns to
be a much better politician with this
particular candidate because she's lived with
him and knows his strengths and weaknesses so

wall., But rnevertheless, I would certainly

always want her on my team.
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I don't Ztrtmk she tries to get involved

in the appointment process, but I think that
she certainly want to measure pecple who work
for her husband and wants to make sure that

their effort is a total effort.

I~ ginkthat z;e two of them prefer not

Sonw
talking ahead of the actual election. I

remnember wher Wirthlin and I were briefing the
twa of them coming across country on the
Sunday before the election. It was very
obvious that the oresident, according to the
public opinion polls and all private polls,
was going to have a tremendous victory. I
think that they wouldn’t believe it. They just
wanted to wait until election day. Fthimrk
’Ehat’s always heen their stvle. They didn't
live as claose to the polls or the rnumbers and
what was going arnfﬁnd the.couﬂtwy as same of
us in the day-to-day aspect of the campaion
didﬂ

She was rnot involved in the day—-to—day
-y aspecqé;f the campaign. She was the
person who sat there day in and day out with
the president and, basically, had to react one
way or the other to what was going on and the
charges that were made on the other side. She—

5 v.with the campain She
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was rot calling people in the campaign getting

daily w_adnteg o weekly updates. We tried to

talk ta Her every couple of weeks to let her

kriow what was happening, and kent her pretty (7/5
confident that we were doing what was right.

I think that she felt that it was very,
very importarnt, as we started a second term,
that we had the very best we could get, and
there were some pecole who had rnot worked out
effectively, as was hoped whern we started this
administration. I think her corcerns were
concerns Shai-waes shared by many pecple éﬁ:g
advised the president. She wlasn"t in the
farefront. I think she had conversations with
the head of oersonnel here in the White House,
and with Jim Raker, and with Stu Spencer %buut
what 1t was that we needed in the second tewrn.

I phink %ﬁy of us feel this is the bin
leagues and you ought to be able to olay in
this league, and if you can’t, it’'s just like
the National Fooctball League or NBC News. If
you can’t cut:it, vouw oupht tdbe replaced.

T Firs+4 Lch

I think she felt that the staff had
probably averbriefed the president for that
first camgaign debéte. There was no auestion
he wasn’t as relaxed. I think it had just been

the fact that he hadn’t beer in the arema in a

long time. Mondale had fifty three debates in

i
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the course of the orimary seasown before oulr
debate. It'd been four yvears since the
oresident had. I think she was very corncerned "7¥
that he perform well the second time.
Walking off the stape, he was the first
are to make the comment that his performarce
in the first debate wasn’t a typical Reagan
- performance. She felt it was imperative that
maybe the staff pget out of the way and the
president Just get ready Far.the second

debate,fthe way that he was most comfortable.

Lyn Nofziger:

I think she’s played a very important
raxle in her husband’s political career. She'’s
a very smart woman. She is very politically
aétute. I sometimes thiwkthat if there weren’t
a Mancy Reagan, there wouldn’t be a President
Reagarn or maybe even a Governor Ronald Reapan.

She has been certainly a motivating
forece in his life. This doesn’t mean she
coantrols him, doesn’t mean that she tells him
what to do, doesn’t mean that he’s under her
influence. But it does mean that they share

Hee

together & direction in which he goes,
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They’re a very close couple. They talk
thirngs over. But you must remember back in the
middle =éxties and early sixties, a lot of
pecole came to Reagan anmd said vun for

governor, run for the senate, one thing or

—
=

arcther, and he’d always said, "ro." He was
happier doing what he was doing. I think that
if Nancy had said, "Rornie, don’t run for
gavernor. I don’t want you to, »amr—for
governory This is the pood life, ® that he
could probably have made the decision not to
gz. The fact that she was very supportive
there and has been all along has been an
integral part of his campaigns, an integral
part of his ambitions, if you will. I think
it's made all the differemce in the world.
Iehriie—bbrat §hevs an advisory $F—thiTk
Het—s=tveles a confidante. —hiwk—ttrat %Pe is
unafraid to tell him what she thinks he ought
to hear or what she thinks he ought to do.
Once again, it doesn’t mean that he does it.
It's not a fo;mal role and it's not a wole
that sees her being active in the White House
as a onlicy person ov as scmebody who views
herself as part of the White House staff ow

the cabivet. I think Ronald Reagan has been

very lucky to have Nancy there.




Stuart Sperncer:

She lcoks foi; loyalty to the president
and to his programs. I can’t say she looks for
anything particularly. She commands loyalty,
and she feels that anybody thasle working for
the opresident should be a loyal persan.

She looks for talent that fills sopoots.
When 1 came back into the Reagan operation in
1382, it was at her behest, basically, and the
president?s. They were having problems,
politically, and she has always viewed me as a
gmod politician, either when I was with_gzr'or
againstﬁ&gg, which I was in 1376. So they
wanted me to come back because they felt they
needed the political skills.

She usually works through other peopie.
She informs them of what her thinking is. I
think her great strength is the fact that
she!'s a conveyor of information to staff that
the president would not convey to them. The

who
president’s not the type of person that'’s
going to come down . in the morning and say,
"Stu, you really sqwewed upe.” He jJust won't do
that. But he mightjsay ta Nancy, "Bay, you

kricw, I think Stu really screwed un on that

_ 0180
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one the other day." She’d call me ugpo and say.

"Spencer, you really screwed up!" You get the

message. You could go for twd or three weeks

with Remald Reapan and not know he's mad at L“\q
Yo,

We include her in a lot of decision
making in the political orocess when we're in
the campaiagrn. If we're havimg a discussion
with the president and we're, maybe, losing
the discussion, and we think it’s a strong

.enaugh poinmt that should be made, we might
erilist her help if we can. She doesn’t always
ga with us. Many times, she thinks we’re
Wwrand.

I think she’'s a very good politician. 7
térimk SShe has the skills and the instincts of
é politiciam and she’s tactically very, very,
very strong. He's probably stronoer
strategically, but tacti&ally, to get thinos
done, she's very pood.

He has the big picture. He understands
the strateoy ;f how he wants to get from here
to there, and maybe some things that can
happen. But she understands better haw you get
fram here to there;

She is a conservative. They’re like
minded, ideclogically, but she is always

concerned about the fact that you can’t gavern
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unless you have public aporaoval, and she
recognizes that fact. And to keep your
approval ratings up, your perceotions have to
be up. She wants him to be able to govern, to
accomplish the things that he wants to
acecomplish, and he's only ogoing to be able to
do that if his approval ratings are 8.

She didn't make life tough for me after
I supported Berald Ford over her husband in
1976, but I got several messadges in the back

so
channelskthat,r} knew very well where she
stood. I don’t think I saw her from that
nericd until 1982. I don’t think I even talked
to her in that periced of time. I was the
leper.

In 1988, I didn’t want to pet involved
in an effort like that with all the problems
that were potentially theré unless I knew I
had the support of the principals. I think my
biggest single problem after the seventy six

campaion was mare with her tham it was with

him because he is more forgiving, in a lot of

ways, than she is. So I wanted to make sure
that that base was covered. I knew her
feelings were strownger than his about what
happened in 1376,

I think he would have probably potten

. 0182
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elected governar im 1966 with anybody else as

his wife. He was a hot oroperty inm California.

He was a vnew face. They were looking for a

change and his timing was excellent. I don’t \qéi
think he’d have become president of the Uﬁited

States without Nancy Reagan. Because of her

drive, her supoort system, she gave him through

)
the good and the bad. He spent a lot of time
aon the road between 1974 and 1976, loocking faor
the nomination. Qnﬁa then it was grasoed away
from him, so to speak, by circumstgnces. And
then they came back, in 1388, and she was
there the whole time. Tremendous support
system.

Ronald Reagan maintains that the office
seeks the man, and that’s the majcr
disagreement that he and I have. If you want
to be president, you go get it. I mean, 1if you
really look at Ronald Reagan’s record from
1366 ov, he was runmming FGI; the presiderncy in
19€8. He wen%%ut and he went after it. He
wanted it badl;.

In the last campaign, the president was
at the fop, Jimmy Baker was rnext, and then we
all fed into Jimmy and he fed it inmto the
president. As we were developirng cur ideas and

concepts, we'd feed it back to Nancy if we

felt there was a problem. Some parts of the

i1
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pxlitical orocess, like precinct organization, %C)
phone barnks, coalition building, ete., etc., ]
she understands. Other things she doesn’t
Knows

urnderstand, but she wdevrstards how her
husband 1ikés to oﬁerate. She Hnow hoﬁsha

oA
loocks besty ~Sha—trews—whalsl how, he's feeling,
and you just have gt to keep her plugoed in.

I wouldn®t emphasize the toughness. I
think she cawn he tough, bﬁt she’s a very sweet
person, too, and a very warm- person. 1
wouldn’t want to construe that she’'s just a
tough woman. There are a lot tougher women in
this process tharn she is.

If you ask the guestion, "Are you
gererally Fayorably or unfavorably impressed
with the opresident?," you?ll orabably get
numbers in the high seventies. When we use
something called a feeling themometer, which
is a very diffe;ent rating, the president’s
ratings have been guite close to Nancy’s.

I think the extent to which Nancy Reapan
brings a dimension of concern about important
issues to the forefront, issues that are
widely supported by a large number of
Americans, to that extent, it does heln the
president. There's no doubt in my mind that

Narncy Reagarn is a strong political asset to

—
s
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the oresident of the United States.

I don't think there was a lot of concern
inside the White House that Nancy was becoming §S|
a palitical problem. But I do recall having | ‘
conversation with some of the political Dros
putside of the White House at that time. They

. Lod/”e :
said MNancy Reapan eas never be a major help ta

the presidemcysrf;ereforeyrshe should simply
keep a low prafile. If that counsel had been
fomllowed, I think it would have been a
disaster for both her and the president. I'm
of course persénally pleased that she went a
very different aﬂa much more‘active route.

As I said earlier, Nancy has very gpood
political instirncts. In the latter part of
eighty three and the first part of eighty
four, Narncy reviewed with me at lenpth how she
viewed the potenmtial democratic contenders,
arnd pave me as good and as clear and as
heloful an arnalysis of Mondale and Glenn and
Hart as any of the so-called palitical pros.
Im fact, her Jﬁﬁgements and her instincts in
SCMe Ways were evern more clgsély attuned to
what the realities turned out to be than scme
of those who are péid for their political
Judpement.

I Detobey of eighty three, she felt

that Glerm simply would not get the nomination

-
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ard she didn’t see the hard phenomenon of tWt
January before the New Hampshire orimary when
he really did emerge. She.did tég Hart as
someoﬁe that could give Mandale a run for his \
money. She felt that Mormdale would likely be

believed

the opponent. She feld his biggest
vulrnerability was his tendancy, his penchant
to attack, and do it inm & way that would
alienate rather than gain support. She was
right on target om that particular judogement.

I think she's an excellent paol,
especially when it involves making judgements
about people’s assets and liabilities. 5She’s
able tao size up political motivations rather
guickly. She’s been invalved, very much in the
backgraound, in oclitics for eighteen, nineteen
yé?% arid she's learrned a ogreat deal in that
period.

Narcy Reagan is a realist and she’s also
very wi%ing ta make some tough decisions on
persormel. I think that I realized that Fa%
the first time when there was a charnge in the
1982 campaign staff. Nancy Reaparn felt very
strorngly that a change should be made. She's
willing to make and suogest scome touoh
decisions.

I talk to her guite frequently. In a

14




number of those discussions, we review the
things that I krmow she's interested in. Bhe's
interested in the oresident’s j1ob rating, the

mood of the country, to—seme—extent iwo a

d()’a

s b

ganaral peorfiley She’s interested how her job V%
. (3 dowg .
rating, on-FermEmsnTreEs are oLt

She has a good deal of sensitivity about

communicating messapes. The president is
identified as the great communicator. Well,
Nancy Reapan has an awfully good sense as to
what kinds of messages can be commnunicated
clearly and which carmct. I think she
: &
recognizes correctly the importani of
leadership ﬁot only as an end in itself but
the importance of having someone who is viewed
as a strong leader to open up other ocptions
that wouldn’t be there to a person who is
viewed as less consistent and less strong. She
views politics, againm correctly, as a
personalized activity—-that is, peaple judging
pecple arnd whether or not they trust an
individual, whether or not they believe that
e
individual is since. These are thirngs she
ranks relatively high.
Whether ar not ta run for oa second term
was an open guestion for Narncy until guite

late. I think she was finally persuaded by

November or December of 13983. he was still
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very opnen on whether the president should rur

and how she felt about that until sixty days

before he arnnounced. From whét I know, they

sat down, reviewed it tooether, lacked at the \Qci
pluses and the minuses, the challevpes that

would come rurming for a second term. By

November, by December, Narncy had oretty well

decided that, given the gresidernt’s feeliros,

she would support his running for a second

tern.

k=

nhave to talk politics. You couldn? nDossibly

live here for four years not discuss
palitics. We Ju iscuss thirngs in general
and perhads what!s current. There are many

ies she’s interested in. I think their

President Reapan:

Neither one of us even}rreally set out

to do what we find ourselves doimg. When the






