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case, out of the White House and us in. And I 

was saying, I don't know how they do it. It 

must be a tremendous task to oerform in a few 
• . +-

)VJ 
hc,urs. Everybody was agreeiY-1g amd I said ~ 

" 
that I really don't know hc,w the'y de, it. Maybe 

an idea would be if, when we move out, we 

could move into Blair House and make it a 

little bit easier. ..;+l i / :: h? ,.1t 
t J. (. f-' (,-i ;a. 5 ',} ( ,I 

The "ti Y-1y 1 i tt le gun 11
/ di saopeared quite 

a long time ago. I had the tiny little gun 

when my husband was away a great deal of the 
'. + 

time aY-1d I was alone. I was advised tc, have ..i._ 

Am I fudging two years in age? I might. 

I haven't made uo my mind yet . That's a □retty 

good answer , isn't it? In Hollywood , you were 

never over twenty five. I progressed beyond 

twenty five. 

Betty Friedan: 

Unfortunately, I do not thi~k that Nancy 

Reagan has done anything to advance the cause 

of women. That is a very pointed fault or bad 

mark against her, regardless of specific 

politics Recublican, Democrat. Women in the 

3 
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last twenty years have made this great 

breakthrQugh in America. We broke throu□ h the 

femir,e r,,ystique. We said, "We are pec,ole." We 

fought for the personhood of woman, and the 

control of our own lives, our own voice. We 

demanded and fought for equal o□ portunity. We 

aren't finished yet, and there's even a 

backlash against it. 

We were at college together, at Smith. I 

was editor of the □aper and literary magazine 

and she was an actress. She had the soirit to 

go to Broadway, to go to Hollywood. As I said 

to her when I went on the press bus at several 

conventions before she actually became First 

Lady, "Nar,cy, you are a Smith oerson, arid how 

can you not be for eaual rights for women? You 

were one of the career women before it was 

even oc,oular." AY,d she said, "Oh, well, I'rn 
• • --tr-etl Im eN't-

for equal*and so is Ronnie and I'm for rights, 

but I'm nc,t f,::ir the amendment. " 

Well, that's Just specious. When he was 

elected president and she became First Lady, I 

went up to her at the Gridiron Dinner and I 

sh,:,c,k her hand arid I said, "Use your oc,wer. Be 

a good role model, now for women and use your 

power to keep the door ooen, or open it wide 

for women." 

It Just seems to me that's her 

. IL (;1/}0 
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obligation as a woman of her generation, at 

this time in history, and she hasn't done 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 oresident. Why 

has she not tried to stop him from this war on 

the right of women to control their own bodies 

and the safe, legal, medical access to 

abortion? Why has she not tried to stop him 

when the Reagan administration has given the 

word that the laws now on the books on sex 

discrimination in emoloyment and education 

shouldn't be enforced, or that affirmative 

action should now be used to restore the 

suoremacy of the white male? 

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

is the First Lady. And we expect in America 

that our First Lady somehow embody the values 

of where women are :tthis time. When you 

think, fifty years ago, of Eleanor Roosevelt. 

What a r,:rle model she w,::iuld st i 11 be, even 

today. You think of Betty Ford, who really was 

gutsy, not only in behalf of equal rights for 

women but very honest on the question of 

abortion and what she would do about her own 

daughter if there were such a need. Even being 

brutally honest about her own oroblems with 
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alcoholism and so on. There was a fine role 

mc,del there. 

Breathes there a woman with soul so 

dead, an educated woman in the 1980s, that 

cannot identify with this great liberation of 

women to be people? Maybe way underneath, she 

does. Maybe that's what this supposed new 

change in image is all about. Maybe she Just, 

somehow, has to be a person and that's why 

she's moving more, being more serious about 

matters like drug abuse. 

I'm not that much an expert on the life 

and personal history of Nancy Reagan, but I do 

recall that her own stepfather was 

archconservative, arch-reactionary, and she 

might have had a reactionary influence on 

Ronald Reagan politically. 

She was a career woman before it was 

fashionable, when most of our classmates were 

in condominiums, making a career out of 

marriage and four children and baking their 

own bread. She went to Hollywood and she went 

to Broadway, but now, as First Lady, she is an 

anachronism. She is somehow not only denying 

her earlier reality but the reality of 

American women today. What they want to be and 

what they need to be and what I think they 

would like represented in the First Lady, who 

6 

0142 



-- -~ ·---------------. 

should represent the highest standards and 

values for women, Republican and Democrat. 

There is an expectation today that a 

woman can be and should be all the person that 

she is capable of being. She wants and values 

the choice to have children. She will be her 

husband's wife if she chooses to marry. But 

she will be a person, seriously committed to 

her own voice in society. We are not finished 

yet in this great massive revolution of women 

t,::i ft.11 l persor1hood and f•.tl l eq•.1al ity. ShQ..Joil l.J 

ower she has in 

·1dent i fyh',~ w i t-11 ~4e,ri,en. So I say to Nancy 

Reagar,, "Why have y,::i1J not used y,::iur voice in 

your role in the White House to give a fuller 

role model for younger women? 

I wouldn't fault her if she's not the 

same kind ·of feminist I am. She doesn't have 

to be a card carrying NOW member. Nobody would 

expect that of a Republican woman, but Betty 

Ford, who's a 8epublican, was courageous and 

outspoken on behalf of the basic move of women 

to equality. Here, Nancy Reagan, whose 

husband's administration is mountin□ a 

backlash against women's rights, is not 

raising her voice against it. 

Have her advisors told her, "Lo,::ik, 

7 

0143 



American women really didn't vote for your 

husband in numbers?" 
.I ~ , 

The Madame Chain;_Kai-shek role--that's 

where her press has been lately--that she is 

propping him up or manipulating him or 

cr::introling him. _ If that is so, sc, be it. 

American women have a great hunger for more 

power. They have been too powerless, and 

they' 11 get it whatever way they can. If 

you're lucky enc,ugh to be First Lady,~ 

~s,i-dent , _ y,:;11..1 sh o u 1 d use that ro 1 e 

woman, certainly not right for 

ar, womar, 1 i Reaaan. 

I remember in the turbulent days of China 

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 direction is this influence going? 

I don't think anybody would have 
0-, 

criticized Nancy Reagan forty y~rs ago, for 

Just being a clothes horse, for the china that 

she is buying or whether she's wearing the 

clothes of this designer or that designer. 

Even now, as a feminist, I am interested in 

8 
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fashion and I think women are still interested 

in fashion. She can be as fashionable as she 

pleases. But there's got 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 quite a 

woman there. Jacqeline Kennedy, everybody went 

ga-ga over her fashion 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 

only stop using that whis□ery voice. You 

wanted her to be more. 

Betty Ford was a very interestir-19 

example of a woman who started out in a very 

conventional way, but she lived up to the 

demands and the expectation of women. Is there 

really somethi~g going to emerge in Nancy 

Reagan where she senses that she could use her 

power on issues today where women's future is 

i r, Je•::ipardy? 

Dr. Barbara Kellerman: 

g 
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The positions of the Reagan 

administration on women's issues such as 

abortion and the Equal Rights Amendment has 

been 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, Maureen Reagan. 

This has been very carefully done. It 

was more articulated in the eighty four 

campaign than in the eighty camoaign. Nancy 

Reagan's role with regard to equal rights and 

abortion has been relatively quiescent. 

Intermittently, she has given slightly mixed 

signals on the subJect, but she is a far cry 

from her two predecessors, Betty Ford and 

Rosalynn Carter, who both came out very 

strongly for the Equal Rights Amendment. In 

that sense, if you are a feminist, if you 

believe in the Equal Rights Amendment, you 

would see the Reagan administration, and Nancy 

Reagan in particular, as a step back. 

Nancy Reync,lds: 

Nancy Reagan was considered a very old 

fashioned, anachronistic wife in the sixties 

in California. I thir1k a l,:,t of the feminists 

10 
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are now wives and mothers and they may have 

softened a little more. Nar,cy Reagar, hasr,' t 

changed, basically. But you know, she's always 

felt that people should do what they have to 

do and she would hope that people would 

respect how she feels. 

Isn't it interesting that so many 

feminists t,:,day are saying, "Lc,c,k, it's fir1e 

if women don't want to work and stay home for 

kids. 11 That's okay. But it has taker, 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 i:m the 

other side a little. Nancy Reagan hasn't 

personally changed at all. After all, she has 

two very feminist daughters and she was like 

all of us with ~ur 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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I ,"2 -i J:;,,~ d ,·.rc r:/ ;C , , -... .)_ 

~ c (j , ~ r r j ./-i' i-· .; y 

Richard Allen: ) 

I would say that his is a tendancy not 

to be engaged in s t aff difficulties and 

dustuos., And hers is not the ooposite 

tendancy to get involved, ~ut certainly she's 

not reluctant to voice her views. 

I think she address~s the unoleasant 

tasks. Ultimately the decisions are his and he 

must take the responsibility for them. 

She played no role at all in the 

oolitical infighting. There was a decided 

campaign to have Haig and me engage. Al Haig 

and I have analyzed this. There wasn't nearly 

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 
.-

I'm not reluctant to engage, from time to 

time, on issues or even on procedures. But 

this was exacerbated and exacerbated 

deliberately by some individuals in the White 

House. And I think that the reflection of that 

as it clayed in the newspacer came back to 

Mrs. Reagan. 
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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 attention 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 

□resident's agenda in trying to kee□ foreign 

policy--national security--not inconsequential 

but on a low key, on the back burner. And 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 didn't 

d,::i that unaided. 

I think it was very clear at the time 

when I was on a leave of absence and the 

canard and inuendo that surrounded my case 

were being investigated by the Department of 

Justice--ther~ were messages that I should 

resign and my answer was that I certainly 

would not resign until I knew what the outcome 

would be. Until such time, I wouldn't address 

the cuestion of my future--until such time as 

I was cleared, as I kr-,ew, ir-,evitably, I WOltld 

be cleared. 

13 



Then I was repeatedly cleared of these 

really trumped up inuendos and allegations. I 

gather that, at one point, she Joined some 

colleagues in the White House apart from those 

who were defending me and thought it would be 

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 

exceot what I would read in the newspapers. 

Now Nancy Reagan was not talking to newspapers 

but there were those in her circle who were. 

And you couldn't distinguish. This is cart of 

the problem in Washington, the great anonymous 

source. 

I maintained a cordial relationship with 

Nancy Reagan in the years after my departure 

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 haooen to support the president's agenda. I 

don't support peoole. I support ideas. I think 

she and the president know that I do that. 

Perhaps that has led to a·more understanding 

relationship between us. 

14 
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, · - ---------- ·· 
It's far"~ ·to have Nancy Reagan 

Michael Deaver: 

I think none of us really realized the 

public scrutiny or the media scrutiny that 

would be put on every little thing we did and 

said. There were some nasty a~ticles. 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 oeople basically disagreed 

with her husband's ohilosoohy. And so they 

might have used her to get back at Ronald 

Reagan and what his policies were. 

Lst--n:T--think one- of the turnir,g ooi..l'.l.ts 

was when Nancy R~agan--aside from fin~✓ 
si tt ir,g down with her staff and o/(i~g them 

that she wantec;I to ci..lt o~~-~his other 

business they kept tryirig to force on her and 

Just concentrate on drug abuse--came out to 

the Gridirc,n , in ,:ild cl,:ithes and sang, "Second 

Har,d Clot.lies" to the t•.lne of "Second Har,d 
/ 

Rose."/ Th~Tn- Wash incton ·chari □_ed their 
~ -
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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 on 

the table. I know Nancy's uoset about the 

whole Bitburg thing. So am I. I can't think of 

anything I feel worse 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 

w,::iuld know it. 

Lyn N,::ifziger: 

All the criticism of her fixing up the 

living quarters was Just outrageous because, 

one, she didn't use tax money, and two, the 

living quarters hadn't been fixed up in years. 

The floors, 
-V l'i .;-

for instance, had ~ been d,::ine 

since Harry Truman's time. To Jump on her for 

that, for the new dishes which were 

contributed by a foundation, it Just seemed to 

me that there were people out there looking to 

get her. 

Stuart Spencer: 

She was, to a degree, insecure, and you 

015£ 



could see it. The media could see it, 

definitely. But I have another theory. Ronald 

Reagan came in with a mandate. Ronald Reagan 

was hot property. Ronald Reagan had a lot of 

successes, and when you look at Washington, 

you look at the system we have have, where you 

have the government and the press and they're 
' . x_ 

ir1 basically adversarf posit i,::ins. There was n,:, 

way the media could get at Ronald Reagan. 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 prepared for that sort of 

thing. She was in a state of shock. Being 

governor of California is 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 Reagan first came into the 

White House, there was a spate of stories 

17 



that highlighted her spending. Reoublicans, 

whether they're coming to the White House in 

1980 or 1972 or in the fifties are always 

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 regal 

presidency. They used Nancy Reagan very much 

as that symbol. When we asked people what they 

liked and disliked about Nancy, her perceived 
--h-1- l rJ . 

□enchant _t..o lil•q,r txpensive surr,:iuY-1diY-1gs was 

much more prominent than it is today. 

The attack had a chilling effect on 

Nancy. She tended to retreat, to be more 

defensive, tc, be more guarded. That or,:,vided 

in itself some reinforcement perhaps, at least 

oerceotually, for some of the charges 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 □resident and a lot of 

people by taking a more active or a more 

oublic role on some things that she's always 

felt very concerned about. 

The perceotion was much more dominant 

that she was somewhat snobbish, that she was 

aloof, that she was more interested in putting 

. _ 0154 



on a state dinner than anythinbg else, that 

she was pushing for expensive china, which I 

think was clearly a bum rao. But there were 

reasons, far beyond Nancy Reagan, for those 

impressions to be reinforced. 

Queen Nancy was the image that was 

being portrayed. She took the charge of being 

Queen Nancy ar,d said, "How ridiculous. 11 She 

borrowed a page from the president's book and 

used humor to defuse the charges: "I w,::,1.1ld 

r,ever be annointed. It would mess uo my hair." 

She had the ability and the grace under 

pressure, if you will, to rise above those 

kinds of charges. 

Donnie Radcliffe: 

Little things that might not have ieemed 

so important or monumental when he was 

governor, the¼ felt were blown up out of 

proportion. I think there were several things, 

several ways in which they got off to a bad 

start. One of them, before he even became 

president, was a flurry over the choice of her 

press secretary. Mrs. Reagan also made some 

sort of unthinking remarks about having a gun 

19 
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at her bedside table. There were reports that 

the Reagans wanted the Carters out of the 

White House so that they could do the 

redecorating. Whether or not any of that was 

true, it started them off wrong. 

The problem was that peoole felt that 

Mrs. Reagan was not concerned about what the 

problems of the day were, the economic 

.L -r . s ,"'-. hardships oiv ik' certain group/of pee!=)~ 1r1 this 

country. For a lavish decorating program to be 

undertaken almost immediately after the 

Reagans entered the White House seemed so 

frivolous. I don't think their friends helped 

them very much. 

There's a popular view that there has to 

be a lightning rod for Ronald. Sorry. I know 

that's a popular view and I think it really 

isn't an accurate one. I think she generated 

those stories and those opinions by her own 

actions and her own attitudes. 

I think ·Ronald Reagan did come in as an 

extremely popular man. He came in to 

establishment Washington and immediately was 

acceptable, something Jimmy Carter was not. 

But in Nancy Reagan's case, I don't really 

understand the thinking that she took the 

flak for things that couldn't be said about 

him. It Just doesn't make any sense. 

20 

01st 



Bonita Granville Wrather: 

I think the criticism of her lifestyle 

is erroneous. She's always been a lady who is 

well dressed, has grace ar,d style, ar,d ~ ­

she brings that to the White House. And that's 
A Ii -1- e-'l.- .v..{ ) 

very important.~We have all the other 

Letitia Baldridge: 

She was the governor's wife. I've 

noticed people 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 

years, Mrs. Kennedy used to devise every route 

possible to get out of the White House grounds 

without being seen by the press and the 

public. 

21 
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Sheila Tate: 

It was the day ketchup was declared a 

vegetable for school lunch programs that the 

White House china story broke. I haven't 

thought the same of ketchup since. 

Maureer1 Reagar1: 

I've always told her that if she was 

married to anybody in the world but Ronald 

Reagan, she would not be against the Equal 

Rights Amendment. Nancy Reynolds and I told 

her that years ago, back in the seventies. You 

have to understand. Here's a woman in this 

particular ~elationship who has had all of the 

freedom that you can have to make all of the 

choices. I Just feel that if she had not had 

that kind of f0eedom, perhaps she would be out 

on the street marching with the rest of us. 

What do I say to the Betty Friedans and 

other feminists who criticize? I suggest that 

they go back and read their own books. 

22 
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CHAPTER SEVEN: -9,:,e,d .Jk,rlHr· 

Nancy Reagar1: 

Drug abuse is a very serious problem. 

Among the youth, among the working people. 

It's the most democratic problem that I know 

of. It crosses all lines. There are no social, 

economic, political, color lines. It crosses 

everythir1g. 

I feel very strongly about mariJuana. I 

think it's a good deal more harmful than most 
(µ-

children ~r:il< it ±s. I've been to Day Top 

Village ir1 New Y,:,rk a few times, which l---ttTrrrk 

is doing a wonderful Job. All those young 

people in there started on mariJuana. I asked 

them if they were for the legalization of 

mariJuana. Every ,:,ne ,:,f them said "no, 11 which 

is interesting. I didn't really expect them to 

say ' r10. 11 

When it first started out in the 

sixties, this was all a brand new thing, and a 

frightening thing. Nobody knew quite 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 own lives and they didn't get involved 

1 
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with their children's lives. They weren't wise 

enough to notice the little tell-tale signs 

that happen. As we've progressed more into the 

seventies and eighties, we're more aware. 

Parents are more aware, more scared, as well 

they should be. 

You can't be pessimistic about anything. 

You always have to be optimistic that you ~an 

solve something, anything in life. I think the 

I 
fact that these parents groups have sprung up 

voluntarilj, all over, is a great sign that 

p~rents are getting involved, are becoming 

more knowledgeable. They're not only becoming 

more knowledgeable, but it brings their 

families closer together. There's been a 

tendancy 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 program can 

sustain itsel~ The drug program hasn't been 

cut out of all funds. It has funds, but the 

most important thing is that the parents and 

corporations, business people, all become 

involved, all know what's happening to the 

people who are working for them, or their 

children, and do something about it. 

2 
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Am I really committed to this issue? Of 

course I am. Because it's so dangerous. 

Because we do stand a chance of losing a whole 

generation to drugs. It's a very, very 
we'..-__,. i::ttl -F«c.;,.,,J· 

dar1ger1::ius prc,bler11 tl,at we have.-

It's not Just our country that has this 

problem. Everybody who came here to see my 

husband, when he would be having meetings with 

the men, I would be having coffee with the 

wives, and the wives would always bring up 

drugs. At first, I thought, ~aybe, it was Just 

because they knew I was interested in the drug 

problem, but then it became obvious that they 

were aware that this was happening in their 
; <'J 

cr:,ur1tr,;r. They wanted to know. They were asking 

for advice. So that was the next logical step. 

If you could catch it for them right at the 

beginning, then, maybe, you could do a lot of 

I hope I made them aware of the whole 

global aspect of this and gave them some 

suggestions and ideas. We've been at it longer 
yv..,.,-, 'I ..,.., t:' .s <C \, I -< -l ~ Y\ --< ( r" 

than '1:,n,ey have and I hope I ~.a·,•e thert1 s0Ft1e 

Nobody wanted me to do it, the drug 

issue. I guess they thought it was kind of a 

downer. It's not a ~y cheery subJect. 

I think I've brought it to a height of 

3 
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awareness that it wasn't before. 
i-t~ 

I --t·h i rt!=< that 

more people are aware of how bad 
YI.,. J,,~ ~ 
i-t" is and hc,w 

widespread it is and how dangerous it is, 

which they weren't before. I don't see as many 

comedians, now, making Jokes about it, thank 

□ c,odr,ess. It's r11::it a f1.mny -~- I see m,:,re 

programs on television about it, hear more 

people coming forward and talking about what 

it's done to their lives, to their 

relationships, to their Jobs. 

It's my understanding that there was no 

money cut. There was money given to the states 

in block grants, but money was not cut. That's 

nw11ber c,ne. Number two, I don't believe i-i"I ..,., :,-j'h 

pi~ ti I"'- ..,vl - "11,' i.:. 
ar1y±.b i ng th't rnc,ney is the / answer. Money 

doesn't buy love or affection or attention or 

involve~~nt, all those things that there have 

to be. Money doesn't buy those thin~s. Only 
(-7t'<IV 4,,;t. 

people ~ th,::,se things, and, particularly, 

parer,ts. 

Dr. Barbara Kellerman: 

It's a volunteer work of a particular 

kind. It tends t,::, fall int,:, categories that, 

for lack of a better word, I would describe as 

4 
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being of a femihine nature. They have to do 

with health.· They have to do with 

beautification. They have to do with young 

children. They're the kinds of supportive, 

r,urturing, prettifyi{r,g tasks and roles that 

have, historically, been associated with the 

woman's role in this particular culture. 

Nancy Reagan's interest ori~inally was 

in the foster grandparents program. It's now 

in drug abuse. Rosalynn Carter, who was 

interested in hard policy, still made it a 

point to become involved with mental health. 

Lady Bird Johnson was very involved with 

highway beautification. Jacqueline 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 Just a question 

of volunteerism. 

On the issue of the relationship and 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 

relationshi □ to the president. 

First Ladies in general have not been 

strikingl) successful in lobbying for their 

! 
causes. I have to be careful when I say that 

because, in many ways, they have drawn 

5 
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attention to their causes and attention breeds 

success in a way that could never have 

hap□ened unless they had focused their 

attention on these oarticular issues. 

By the same token, when people look back 

on First Ladies, they don't particularly 

associate them w{th their causes any longer. 

Perhaps Lady Bird Johnson and her 

beautification, conservation! and wild flowers 

is an exception to this. My prediction is that 

unless Nancy Reagan becomes much bolder in her 

approach to her very genuine interest in drug 

abuse, and does more for it, she will not 

finally be remembered for that. She will be 

remembered for her tie to her husband. 

Donnie Radcliffe: 

It was a serious effort on the part of 

her aides becawse they felt that it was 

necessary for her to have a significant and 

meaningful proJect. And I do believe that she 

has had a l,::,ng star,dir,g interest,--,th,_,ugl'i I d,..., 

~ in drug abuse. But I 

think it sort of grew without them realizing 

how successful it was going to become. 

6 



~ 
I di::in' t ti Ii t,k she had her proJect well 

defined when she first came into the White 

House, because she was talking more about 

Foster Grandparents than she was about drug 

abuse. I th rnk !By the time a year had gone by, ,-h., --yi,, 

it became apparent that there had to be 

something more startling, more significant, 

for her to be involved in and her aides 

realized that it could well be accomplished 

through a proJect on drug abuse. 

Sheila Tate: 

She sits there and those big eyes focus 

on a kid and the kid finds himself telling his 

whole life story to her, and they both sit 
,.,.; ~ ,,; 0v -i-1,.... I< ;,J.. c.,-n ,.-,_, 

there and cry, but11 leaves-
1 
sayi~, "You know, · 

here's someone so important, and she cares 

ab,::iut l'lle." And that's the feeling they got 

from that. That started building. She would go 

to prevention programs where she'd learn what 

the problems were that they were spotting in 

five, six, seven-year-old kids--basically self 

esteem problems--and how they were dealing 

with it. And 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 another thing I can't emphasize 

enough. Her staff didn't want her i~volved in 

that issue. We dragged our feet. We looked for 

alterr1ative pr,:,grams. We said, "This is 

deoressi rig. Hc,w wi 11 she make ar1 impact? 11 S,:, 

we came up with some u □beat things, things she 

c,:,uld aff i 1 iate with and she'd say, "Th is is 
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nice, but/I want to get involved in drug 
i,)lti',J) :t. 

a~, a.i:+d ~er1' s 1:i1..1r next meet inc with s,:, ar,d 
? -

sc,? 11 

She kept putting it back on course 

during that whole first yearr and the smart 

thing was she recognized that if she was going 

to s □end four or eight years involved in an 

issue, it was goin~ to be something she cared 

about. 

Mary Jar1e Wick: 

She's always had a great concern about 

drug abuse in the world, not Just in this 

country. And she feels it's a great tragedy 

what's happer1ed. She has ~ cc,mpassi,:,n for 

individuals, great compassion. 

Imagine how terrible it is to be older 
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in life and feel you still have something to 

give but you have nobody to give it to. And to 

be able to share that with somebody young and 

also have the young person be helped at the 

same time~ It's really a wonderful program 

which started during the time her husband was 

governor of California. 

She opened the eyes of people all over 

the world to the drug abuse of young people 

because they are the future of our country and 

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

proud of her. I really am. 

Michael Deaver: 

All I can tell you is that I can 

remember coming back here on an airplane with 

Nancy Reagan during the transitior, period arid 

I said, "Have you ever tho•.1ght ab,::,ut what 

y,:,u' re g,::iing .tc, de, back. here!" And she said, 

"Yeah, I've always wanted t,::i get ir,to the 

whc,le teer,age drug abuse oroblem. " It was not 

a last minute thing. It was not an attempt to 
ft1f'i1<,,.,-:.,,.y 

simply recoup her1 ratings. It was something 

she felt very strongly and still does feel 

very strongly about. All you have to do is □o 

to one of those conferences. 

g 
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William F. Buckley: 

I think her drug effort i~ extemely 

important to anybody who had children who grew 

up during the sixties. I saw a oicture of her 

in the New York Daily News centerfold and the 

capti,::in was, "Mrs. Reagar, Cheers Up Billy 

Buckley 0' Reilly," a nephew of mir,e who was 

having 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 exchange. 

Y,:,u have t,::, remember that ✓Cali f,:,rnia 

in the si xt ies,_..,j,,J{ was the h,::ime ,:,f the drug 

culture. You have to remember also that her 

husband couldn't speak at any college in 

California for three or four years.when he was 

oovernor because thev wouldn't oermit him on - , . 

campus. S,:, that the impact of the drug cult Ltre 

and all that it tends to suggest in terms of 

misbehavior and civil misbehavior means a 

great deal to her as a result of the 

pehenomenon of her having been First Lady of 

Calif,::,rnia during· its most frer,zied status. 

I suppose that anything that any public 
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o+ ._ !-?.J. 

figure does is subJect to the charge of public 

relations· to imprc,ve ar, image. Yo•.t car, say 

that about Florence Nightingale, that she was 

concerned about her image. You can say that 

the Queen of England has really no interest 

whatsoever in antiques but she feels that she 

ought to every now and then go to an antique 

shc:,w. iJ'-{,+ --/"1.c.. r>rs -I £..~y +r"-£1, d-#'-c_;t?// 

G <r-c,$ a- b .. ..., + -+-t. ~ r ~ r,J /---· 

Bonita Granville Wrather: 

Ambition is a wonderful thing. I think 

that she has become ambitious for the good of 

our country. Certainly it took a great deal of 
,t~ 

ambition to □ lunge in that drug program)shc'~ 

j.;,{ar,d a l,:,t of arnbiti,::in tc:, get 1.1p ir1 the 

morning and travel on planes and meet with 

psychologists and psychiatrists and rneet 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 channeled 

in a wonderful direction. It isn't an ego trip 

James R,:,sebush: 

11 
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Every year, focusing on this 

international drug problem, Mrs. Reagan has 

sought to narrow her focus, and in some ways 

broaden her focus. It seemed very obvious 

because of all the requests she was getting 

from First Ladies around the world to share 

information and knowledge about what she'd 

done on drug abuse, to expand it on an 

international level. 

It wasn't suddenly, I arrived on the 

L scene, or 1982 was here and this was a brand 

new plan. She made a committment to drug 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. People should have 

known that she was meeting with those peo□ le 

and so forth. But the fact was she was doino 

the right thing/ first, arid that was becor11ir1g 

knowledgeable about the issue. The plan was in 

□ lace all alon~ 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 u □ with 

places for her to visit--treatment centers. 

Our role was basic'al ly to say, "Let us be your 

eyes and ears to □ o 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 problems. Our 

r,::,le as a staff is to help yc,u do that. 11 Ar,d 

that's what we did. And that's where we put 

sixty thousand miles on the plane. 

Watch Nancy Reagan in action. You can't 

fabricate love. You can't fabricate conc-rn, 

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 

of attraction back and forth that she has with 

kids. She's like a magnet for kids. I've been 

there. I've watched it. I've seen kids of all 

ages drawn to her for some reason. I can't put 

my finger on it. There's a natural attraction 

there. 

I think there are a lot of concrete 

results. Thousands of parents' groups have 

formed coalitions to do something: Shut down 

the head ihops; get legislation enacted; meet 
( 

together to boost each others morale and get 

their kids out of trouble. 

Just through the televisic,n show, "The 

Chemical People, 11 which she hosted, which was 

the largest grassroots effort ever undertaken 

on television, local communities are organized 

now to fight drugs. Making a national priority 

out of this issue is what a First Lady of the 

13 
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United States can really do. I think she's 

accomplishing that. 

She's got a committment in her blood 

r,,:,w . . She sees the dimensions of the problem, 

and she wants to solve it. She always asks 

7' 
wherever she □ c,es. "What else cal", I do. " I 

;ri,J--~, 
thir,k y,::,u're1 gc,ing to see her workir,g hard on 

it. 

(~5 CHAPTER SEVEN, END "Goc,d W,:,rks 11 Jc__., 
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G M1~ ~~,s+ l.,,_J.,, • 
CHAPTER ~: ~ and P,:,li tics 

Nancy Reagan: 

Peo □ le say I'm a very savvy politician? 

Well, that's flattering. True? I don't know. 

Maybe that gets more into the realm of peo □ le, 

of having a feel for □eople. 

My husband proJects tremendous trust in 

the American people, really tremendous. After 

how many years in politics always my husband 

has been underestimated by whoever he might be 

running against, underestimated by the press. 

But the people have felt that he was sincere 

and honest and that there was an integrity 

there. And they responded to that. 

I was upset after the first presidential 

debate in 1984. I thought they'd gone about it 

all wrong, and they had. They overloaded him. 

He knows all those things. They don't have to 

overl,::iad him. 

I suggested some changes. The second one 

was better, wasn't it? 

Did Al Haig leave because of me? No, no, 

no, no, no, no, no, no, no, oh, no. Is it true 

that after the 1984 election I wanted to clear 

the dead wood out of the cabinet? I thought 
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that, in reading history, I'd always been 

given to understand that at the end of your 

first term that was a logical time, if you 

wanted to make changes, to do it. Yes, I did 

think that. and what hapoened? Not much. 
~ 

Did I want the oresidency 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, and turned 

it down. He was asked by th~ Democrats when he 

was still a Democrat. And when the 

g,:,vernorship came along, I went along with it. 

But that wasn't something I had carved out for 

,:,r.1r future. 

Ed R,::i 11 i r,s: 

~ 1he presider,t is very oragmat ic 

and he has ver¼ good political instincts and
1 

1}'1.-~: 
very good people instincts.~I think there is 

1.Jt:f.,.I~ 
r,c, □ uest ior, that ;;J;i.e can step back and 

probably take a little better view of it than 

he can, being involved in the day to day 

a.soect ,:,f it. 

She called me from time to time in the 

2 
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course of the campaign and raised concerns 

about particular things that might be 

haopening around the country. She has a very 

g,::i,:,d netw,::irk 01..1t there ~g 1:!@1 ft iE, ~, arid, 

m,:,st of the time, wher, she cal ls . me, ·she' s got 

very valid points. 

She was very concerned in the California 

campaign during the 1984 election that the 

people out there were probably not being as 

effective as they could have been and that 
~" -,,'l,(. $ J.~ f<-) 

Mondale was making a very heavy eff,::irt ,::n::t-t 

~ ar,d she wanted t,::i make sure that we were 

alert to it. We were, but certainly, when she 

made her call, I went out and rechecked 

everything again and made a few changes. 

She's a darned good, savvy politician. I 

certainly would value her Judgement. I think 

both she and the □resident don't like to think 

of themselves as politicians. He is someone 

who sort of shies away if you say, 

"Politically, Mr. President, you need to do 

this." But I third·<. he has superb people 

instincts, and she does, too. She happens to 

be a much better politician with this 

particular candidate because she's lived with 

him and knows his strengths and weaknesses so 

well. But nevertheless, I would certainly 

always want her on my team. 



r,c \·,~I/.., 
I dc,n' t i,1Fi,,+,. she tries to get ir-.v,:,lved 

in the appointment process, but I think that 

she certainly want to measure people who work 

for her husband and wants to make sure that 

their effort is a total effort. 

•-f-...:tiiJ irk t b.t fie two of them prefer not 
.... 

talking ahead of the actual election. I 

remember when Wirthlin and I were briefina the 

two of them coming across country on the 

Sunday before the election. It was very 

obvious that the president, 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 

war1ted t,:, wait until electi 1::ir1 day. I tllirilZ"" 

1hat's always been their style. They didn't 

live as close to the polls or the numbers and 

what was goi rig ar,::i/:rind the country as sc,me Qf 

us in the day-to-day aspect of the campaign 

did. 

She was not involved in the day-to-day 

~y aspectf.:if 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 ,:,r1 the ,:,ther side. ~ 

day with the camoa~ She -
4 
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was not calling people in the campaign getting 

daily '-~ ,:,r weekly updates. We tried tc, 

talk to her every couple of weeks to let her 

know what was happening, and keot her pretty 

confident that we were doing what was right. 

I think that she felt that it was very, 

very important, as we started a second term, 

that we had the very best we could get, and 

there were some people who had not worked out 

effectively, as was ho□ed when we started this 

administration. I think her concerns were 
w )..c., 

cor-1cerY-1s that 1:1ere shared by many pec,ple ~ 

advised th~ president. She wasn't in the 

forefront. I think she had conversations with 

the head of personnel here in the White House, 

and with Jim Baker, and with Stu Spencer about 

what it was that we needed in the second term. 
~(I 

I th ink '1iH"1Y ,;:,f us feel th is is the big 

leagues and you ought to be able to play in 

this league, and if you can't, it's Just like 

the National Football League or NBC News. If 

y,:,u can't cut it, you ,::,ught t~e replaced. 
~ r,,s+ L---c1y 

I think~ felt that the staff had 

probably overbriefed the president for that 

first campaign debate. There was no question 

he wasn't as relaxed. I think it had Just been 

the fact that he hadn't been in the arena in a 

long time. Mondale had fifty three debates in 

5 
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the course of the primary season before ou~ 

debate. It'd been four years since the 

president had. I think she was very concerned 

that he perform well the second time. 

Walking off the stage, he was the first 

one to make the comment that his performance 

in the first debate wasn't a typical Reagan 

performance. She felt it was imperative that 

maybe the staff get out of the way and the 

oresident Just get ready for the second 

debate/ the way that he was most comfortable. 

Lyn Nofziger: 

I think she's played a very im□ortant 

role in her husband's political career. She's 

a very smart woman. She is very politically 

astute. I sc,met imes th i r/c. that if there werer,' t 

a Nancy Reagan, there wouldn't be a President 

Reagan or maybe even a Governor Ronald Reagan. 

She has been certainly a motivating 

force in his life. This doesn't mean she 

controls 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 
.fk. 

together~ direction in which he goes. 

E, 
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They're a very close couple. They talk 

things over. But you must remember back in the 

people came to Reagan and said run for 

governor, run for the senate, one thing or 

ar,c,ther, and he'd always said, "r,,::i. 11 He was 

happier doing what he was doing. I think that 

~This is the g,::11::id life, 11 that he 

could probably have made the decision not to 

go. The fact that she was very supportive 

there and has been all along has been an 

integral part of his campaigns, an integral 

part ,::,f his ambitions, if you will. I think 

it's made all the difference in the world. 

L. t 1-1 i , ii l t 1-l a-t ~he' s 
~ 

-ti ,eb ~I-leis a cc,nfidante. 

al'". adv i sc,r) ◄:£ 'b I, il"ik 

I thil"li( blurt ~he is 

unafraid to tell him what she thinks he ough~ 

to hear or what she thinks he ought to do. 

Once again, it doesn't mean that he does it. 

It's not a formal role and it's not a role 

that sees her being active in the White House 

as a oolicy person or as somebody who views 

herself as part of the White House staff or 

the cabinet. I think Ronald Reagan has been 

very lucky to have Nancy there. 

7 
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Stuart Spel'"lcer: 

She looks fc,{r loyalty t,:, the oresidel'"lt 

and to his programs. I can't say she looks for 

anything particularly. She commands loyalty, 

and she feels that anybody that•~ working for 

the president should be a loyal oerson. 

She looks for talent that fills spots. 

When I came back into the Reagan operation in 

1980, it was at her behest, basically, and the 

president's. They were having problems, 

politically, and she has always viewed me as a 

g,:,od politician, either when I was with~ c,r 

. ~ 
against~~, which I was in 1976. So they 

wanted me to come back because they felt they 

needed the political skills. 

She usually works through other people. 

She informs them of what her thinking is. I 

think her great strength is the fact that 

she's a convey,:,.r c,f i nformat i,:,r, ti::, staff that 

the president would not convey to them. The 
L->k.r 

president's r,,:,t the type ,:,f persc,n ~, s 

g,:,i r,g t,:, c,:,me dc,wr, . i r, the mc,rnir,g and say, 

"Stu, y,:,u really sc;:-rewed uo. II He JUSt w,:,r,' t d,:, 

that. But he might 
1
say t ,:, Nar,cy, "Bc,y, y,:,u 

kr,,:,w~ I th irrl-<. St I.\ really screwed 1.10 ,:,r, that 

8 

0180 



one the o:)ther day. 11 She'd call me u¢p ar,d say, 

"Soencer, yc,u really screwed 1.1p ! 11 Y,::iu get the 

message. You could go for tw6 or three weeks 

with Ronald Reagan and not know he's mad at 

you. 

We include her in a lot of decision 

making in the political orocess when we're in .. 
the campaign. If we're having a discussion 

with the □resident and w~'re, maybe, losing 

the discussion, and we think it's a strong 

enough point that should be made, we might 

enlist her helo if we can. She doesn't always 

go with us. Many times, she thinks we're 

wrong. 

I think she's a very g,::iod pc,litician.-+>­

t-l=rrr,k~he has the skills ar,d the instir,cts ,:if 

a politician and she's tactically very, very, 

very strong. He's probably stronger 

strategically, but tactically, to get things 

done, she's very good. 

He has the bi □ oicture. He understands 

-
the strategy of how he wants to get from here 

to there, and maybe some things that can 

ha□ pen. But she understands better how you get 

from here to there. 

She is a conservative. They're like 

mir,ded, idec,lc,gical ly, but she is always 

concerned about the fact that you can't govern 

9 
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unless you have public approval, and she 

recognizes that fact. And to keep your 

approval ratings up, your perceptions have to 

be up. She wants him to be able to govern, to 

accomplish the things that he wants to 

accomolish, and he's only going to be able to 

~ 
d,::i that if his a □ proval ratings are ~-

She didn't make life tough for me after 

I supported Gerald Ford over her husband in 

1976, but I got several me-sages in the back 
5c, r--: 

channelsithat~ I knew very well where she 

stood. I don't think I saw her from that 

period until 1980. I don't think I even talked 

to her in that oeriod of time. I was the 

le □er . 

In 1980, I didn't want to get involved 

in an effort like that with all the problems 

that were potentially there unless I knew I 

had the support of the principals. I think my 

biggest single problem after the seventy six 

campaign was more with her than 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 stronger than his about what 

happened in 1976. 

I think he would have prob~bly gotten 

10 
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elected governor in 1966 with anybody else as 

his wife. He was a hot property in California. 

He was a new face. They were looking for a 

change and his timing was excellent. I don't 

think he'd have become president of the United 

States without Nancy Reagan. Because of her 

drive, her support system
1

she gave him through 

the good and the bad. He spent a lot of time 

on the road between 1974 and 1976, looking for 

the r,,::,mir,ation. Anync:I then it was □ rasoed away 

from him, so to speak, by circumstances. And 

then they came back, in 1980, and she was 

there the whole time. Tremendous support 

system. 

Ronald Reagan maintains that the office 

seeks the man, and that's the maJor 

disagreement that he and I ~ave. If you want 

to be president, you go get it. I mean, if you 

really look at Ronald Reagan's record from 

1966 1::iY-1, he was running fo{r the presider1cy in 

1968. He went~tt and he went a ft er it. He 

wanted it badly. 

In the last campaign, the president was 

at the top, Jimmy Baker was next, and then we 

all fed into Jimmy and he fed it into the 

president. As we were develooing our ideas and 

concepts, we'd feed it b~ck to Nanc~ if we 

felt there was a oroblem. Some parts of the 
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oolitical □recess, like precinct organization, 

phone banks, coalition building, etc., etc., 

she understands. Other things she doesn't 
k,..iow.s-

1.mderstar,d, b1..1t she r.!ff!Elfiilr&it a1-.el:::s h,::,w her 
J 

husband likes to operate. She know ho~ he 
~ 

l,:,c,ks best, 5h1a1 l•.rre•b•s ~,hat./ h,:,w, he's feeling, 

and you Just have got to keep her □ lugged in. 

I wouldn't emphasize the toughness. I 

think she can be tough, but she's a very sweet 

oerson, too, and a very warm·oerson. I 

wouldn't want to c6nstrue that she's Just a 

tough woman. There are a lot tougher women in 

this process than she is. 

If y,::,u ask the quest ion, "Are yo1..1 

□ enerallv favorablv or unfavorablv imoressed 
- ~ J J • 

with the president?," you' 11 □rc,bably get 

numbers in the high seventies. When we use 

something called a feeling themometer, which 

is a very different rating, the president's 

ratings have been quite close to Nancy's. 

I think t--he extent tc, which Nancy Reagar, 

brings a dimension of concern about important 

issues to the forefront, issues that are 

widely su□ported by a large number of 

Americans, to that extent, it does hel □ the 

president. There's no doubt in my mind that 

Nancy Reagan is a strong political asset to 
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the □resident of the United States. 

I don't think there was a lot of concern 

inside the White House that Nancy was becoming 

a political problem. But I do recall having 

conversation with some of the political □ros 
' 

outside of the White House at that time. They 

(. oCl /J. 
said Nancy ReagaY-1 ~ Y-1ever be a ma_Jc,r help t,:, 

~ 
the presideY-1cy,I\ therefc,reJ she sh,:,uld simoly 

keeo a low profile. If that counsel had been 

followed, I think it would have been a 

disaster for both her and the president. I'm 

of course personally pleased that she went a 

very different and much more active route. 

As I said earlier, Nancy has very good 

pc,litical instfr,cts. In the latter oart ,:,f 

eighty three and the first part of eighty 

four, Nancy reviewed with me at length how she 

viewed the potential democratic contenders, 

and gave me as good and as clear and as 

helpful an analysis of Mondale and Glenn and 

Hart as any of the so-called political pros. 

In fact, her Judgements and her instincts in 

some ways were even more closely attuned to 

what the realities turned out to be than some 

of those who are paid for their political 

Judgement. 

In October of eighty three, she felt 

that Glenn simply would not get the nomination 
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ar,d she didn't see the hard pher,omen,::,r, ,::,f t4t 

January before the New Hampshire primary when 

he really did emerge. She.did tag Hart as 

someone that could give Mondale a run for his 

monev. She felt that Mondale would likely be 
, b..e h "' e J -

the ,:,pp,::,r,ent. She ~ his biggest 

vulnerability was his tendancy, his penchant 

to attack, and do it in a way that would 

alienate rather than gain support. She was 

right on target on that particular Judgement. 

I think she's an excellent pol, 

especially when it involves making Judgements 

about people's assets and liabilities. She's 

able to size up political motivations rather 

auickly. She's been involved, very much in the 

background, in politics for eighteen, nineteen 

~ 
y9rs and she's learned a great deal in that 

per ic,d. 

Nancy Reagan is a realist and she's also 

I 
very wi;ing to make some tough decisions on 

□ersonnel. I think that I realized that for 
-' 

the first time when there was a change in the 

1980 campaign staff. Nancy Reagan felt very 

strongly that a change should be made. She's 

willing to make and suggest some tough 

I talk t,:, her quite frequer,t ly. Ir, a 
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number of those discussions, we review the 

things that I know she's interested in . She's 

interested in the president's Job rating, the 

mc,c,d ,:,f the country. te soffie eMtent in~ 
r ct,ls-" 

~a~~s~nM~~t~•~a~l~~~~1~c~1~F~i~lHe~J She'sAinterested how her Job 

rating, 
;~ p..o!-v'}· 
,-:r: FrE1 111eas1..cr es ar'e g,_,i,,g . 

She has a good deal of sensitivity about 

communicating messages. The president is 

identified as the great communicator . Well, 

Nancy Reagan has an awfully good sense as to 

what kinds of messages can be communicated 

clearly and which cannot . I think she 
l &,. 

recognizes correctly the importan, of 

leadership not only as an end in itself but 

the importance of having someone who is viewed 

as a strong leader to o □en up other o □tions 

that wouldn't be there to a person who is 

viewed as less consistent and less strong. She 

views politics, again correctly, as a 

personalized activity--that is, people Judging 

people and whether or not they trust an 

individual, wh~ther or not they believe that 
y-! 

ir,dividual is sir,ce·. These are thir1gs she 

ranks relatively high. 

Whether or not to run for a second term 

was an open question for Nancy until quite 

late. I think she was finally persuaded by 

November or December of 1983. She was still 
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very open on whether the president should run 

and how she felt about that until sixty days 

before he announced. From what I know, they 

sat down, reviewed it together, looked at the 

□ luses and the minuses, the challsnges that 

would come running for a second term. By 

November, by December, Nancy had pretty well 

decided that, given the □resident's feelings, 

she ,would sup□ort his running for a second 

term. 

Wirk: 
------------------

I think when you live in Washingto, you 

have to talk politics. You 

and 

is 

current. There are many 

she's interested in. I think their 

ed. 

President Reagan: 

Neither c,r,e ,:,f us ever/really set 1: 1 •.lt 

to do what we find ourselves doing. When the 
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