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WHITE‘ HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM

DATE: 1/6/88 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUEBY: 2:00 1/7/88
SUBIECT: ____ " TTTT TN TR D e T
ACTION FYI ACTION FY1
VICE PRESIDENT O O  FITZWATER o 4
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DUBERSTEIN a ( HOBBS O g
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BALL W o xne o O
BAUER ( O  RANGE »® C
S covELL o O RISQUE & o
CRIBB v O RYAN o a
CRIPPEN O , O  SPRINKEL o O
CULVAHOUSE ./ O  TUTTLE O O
DAW ﬁ O O
DONATELL! & C g a
REMARKS:

Please provide your comments/recommendations directly to Marion
Blakey's office with an info copy to my office by 2:00 Thursday, -

January 7.

Thank you.

RESPONSE:

Rhett Dawsan
Ext. 2702
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Please provide your comments/recommendations directly to Marion
Blakey's office with an info copy to my office by 2:00 Thursday,
January 7. Thank you.

RESPONSE:

Cin

\® %

Rhett Dawsan
Ext. 2702










THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

January 7, 1988

MEMORANDUM FOR MARION BLAKEY

SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO THE P
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC AFFA

SIDENT AND

FROM: JAY B. STEPHE

DEPUTY COUNS THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Op-Ed on the 22nd Amendment

Counsel's Office has reviewed the above-referenced op-ed and
we have noted our comments and concerns directly on the
attached draft.

Attachment

cc:Rhett B. Dawson



January 7, 1988

MEMORANDUM FOR JAY B. STEPHENS
FROM: ROBERT M. KRUGég X

SUBJECT: Op—~Ed on the 22nd Amendment

Marion Blakey has requested our comments on the attached op-ed
piece calling for repeal of the 22nd Amendment. The piece was
prepared in response to a request by the Scripps~Howard newspaper
chain for an op-ed reflecting the President's position. It is to
be signed by a member of the White House senior staff and is
expected to receive wide circulation.

The op-ed argues, as the President has previously, that the 22nd
amendment infringes upon a core principle of democracy -- the
right of the people to freely select their leaders. As indicated
on the draft, I have some difficulty with the assertion in the
last paragraph on page three that history suggests that repeal of
the 22nd Amendment is inevitable. I am unaware of any historical
precedents to support this assertion -- the example of George
Washington's decision to step down after two terms seems to have
little or nothing to do with the likelihood of repeal. I am also
confused by the point of the final paragraph on page four. That
paragraph suggests that the 22nd Amendment represents a lack of
trust in the judgement of the American people. The problem with
this argument, of course, is that the American people passed the
22nd Amendment -- any lack of trust is an exercise of their good
judgement.

These comments are incorporated on the attached memorandum to
Marion Blakey for your review and signature.

Nl
w8

Attachment



Document No. 6 6 (P 9(0 ?) ’

WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM
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SUBJECT: OP-ED ON THE 22nd AMENDMENT
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REMARKS:

Please provide your comments/recommendations directly to Marion
Blakey's office with an info copy to my office by . 2:00 Thursday, -

January 7.

Thank you.

RESPONSE:

Rhett Dawson
Ext. 2702




DRAFT:RODOTA:1/6/88

2 pm

REPEAL THE 22nd AMENDMENT

Political parties are generally called to task for their
failures, but in looking back I believe Republicans could have
done without one of their successes. The 22nd Amendment, placing
a constitutional limit on the number of years a President can

serve, should be repealed.

The 22nd Amendment was the work of men and women with honorable
intentions. At the end of World War II, many were cshocked to
learn that Franklin Delano Roosevelt was gravely ill when elected
to a fourth term in 1944. They genuinely believed a two-term
limit was in the best interest of the Nation, but the potential
costs of the 22nd Amendment appear to be far in excess of any

perceived gain.

President Reagan expects upon leaving office to begin a national
movement to repeal the 22nd Amendment. He supports repeal of the
two-term limit ~- not for himself, but for his successors. And I
believe President Reagan and other opponents of the 22nd
Amendment will eventually be successful, because reason and

history are on their side.
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Throughout the 200-year history of our go&ernmenﬁ, amendments to
the Constitution have generally expanded the rights of
individuals, especially the right to vote. For example, the 19th
amendment extended suffrage to women; the 26th, to Americans

between the ages of 18 and 21.

The 22nd Amendment is unique. It actually restricts the
fundamental right of our citizens to choose a President. And as
the historian Henry Steele Commager wrote some years ago:
"Imposing a restriction on the freedom to repeatedly elect a
president is to violate the essential principle of democracy --
that people have a right to exercise a free énd untrammeled

ballot...."

Fate is not kind-hearted or consistent. Cataclysmic events
do not correspond perfectly with the American election cycle.
FDR's second term ended as Hitler, Mussolini, and Tojo were
imposing their will on innocent people of Europe and Asia;

reluctantly, Roosevelt accepted the nomination for a third term.

Today the 22nd Amendment could bar from office a two-term
President in,the midst of a national or international crisis, no
matter how strongly the people supported his reelection. That is
one reason Sam Rayburn, the late Speaker of the House of
Representatives, opposed the 22nd Amendment. "I do not know," he

said at the time, "and neither do you know, whether a time may
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come when one man may be the individual to carry on in an hour of

great strain and stress -- and danger."

A clear effect of the 22nd Amendment has been a transfer of power
and authority from the executive branch to the legislature. The
Constitution places no limits on the length of time a Senator or
Representative may serve in Congress. The 22nd Amendment
therefore gives Congressmen alone the opportunity to acquire
tenure and build experience. And in the past two decades,
Congress has taken advantage of its members' "permanence" by

thwarting successive Presidents who sought to rein-in federal

spending.
el 2 — History suggests repeal of the 22nd Amendment is inevitable. I
fiskony - - ¢ Amelc
recognize that proponents of the two-term limit rarely march into
rhetorical battle without invoking the spirit of George
Washington, who stepped down after only two terms and said he
hoped to set an example for his predecessori;/fbut Washf:foquuuﬁ "
ow is ¥es{  first president in the Age of Kings, not the Age of Television. /
aelRvanier - e ‘ - :»»~www~—~'“
how dees & He sought to prevent the establishment of a monarchy in an age
Sopeork when democracy was an experiment and most Americans did not have
oor assert
ar-lisler | the right to vote for a President at all. 1In its third century,
Bqﬂpﬂs
repeal s America is not at risk of creating a monarchy.



.
The lesson Washington imparted is that the Presidency should
change hands in an orderly manner, in accordance with the wishes
of the electorate. That lesson today argues for repeal of the
22nd Amendment.
LA
(o 1 w}\»\
we B oo w or
For,160 years, the American people were, trusted to select a ]

President. It is time to trust the people again.
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REMARKS:

Please provi@e your comments/recommendations directly to Marion
Blakey's office with an info copy to my office by 2:00 Thursday,

January 7.

Thank you.

RESPONSE:

Rhett Dawsan

Ext. 2702
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MEMORANDUM FOR RHETT B. DAWSON
FROM: MARION C. BLAKEY%‘/
SUBJECT: Draft On=FA An +ha 27mA Amawde oot
At+-~hed Frvr Alanwaman o oo~ o T for | ok
s: ture achedf(ﬁﬂﬁﬂf“
VLA.;JA.On’ Commem e samv e Lwwooveu LulLUEelLy L0 d11 Whlte House and

agency reviewers.

Due to the tight deadline Scripps-Howard is facing, please let me
know as soon as this is cleared. The editors need the attached
this afternoon.

Thank you.



January 8, 1988

REPEAL, THE 22nd AMENDMENT

by Frank J. Donatelli
Political parties are generally called to task for their
failures, but in looking back I believe Republicans could have
done without one of their successes. The 22nd Amendment, placing
a constitutional limit on the number of years a President can

serve, should be repealed.

The 22nd Amendment was the work of men and women with honorable
intentions. At the end of World War II, many were shocked to
learn that Franklin Delano Roosevelt was gravely ill when elected
to a fourth term in 1944. They genuinely believed a two~-term
limit was desirable, but the potential costs of the 22nd

Amendment appear to be far in excess of any perceived gain.

President Reagan expects upon leaving office to raise the issue
of repealing the 22nd Amendment. He supports repeal of the
two~term limit -- not for himself, but for his successors. ‘And I
believe President Reagan and other opponents of the 22nd
2Amendment will eventually be successful, because reason and

history are on their gide.

Mr. Donatelli is Assistant to the President for Political and
Intergovernmental Affairs
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Throughout the 200-year history of our government, amendments to
the Constitution have generally expanded the rights of
individuals, especially the right to vote. For example, the 19th
amendment extended suffrage to women; the 26th, to Americans

between the ages of 18 and 21.

The 22nd Amendment is unique. It actually restricts the
fundamental right of our citizens to choose a President. And as
the historian Henry Steele Commager wrote some years ago:
"Imposing a restriction on the freedom to repeatedly elect a
president is to violate the essential principle of democracy =--
that people have a right to exercise a free and untrammeled

ballot...."

Fate is not kind-hearted or consistent. Cataclysmic events
do not correspond perfectly with the American election cycle.
FDR's second term ended as Hitler, Musscolini, and Tojo were
imposing their will on innocent people of Europe and Asiaj;

reluctantly, Roosevelt accepted the nomination for a third term.

Today the 22nd Amendment could bar from office a two-term
President in the midst of a national or international crisis, no
matter how strongly the people supported his reelection. That is
one reason Sam Rayburn, the late Speaker of the House of
Representatives, opposed the 22nd Amendment. "I do not know," he

said at the time, "and neither do you know, whether a time may
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come when one man may be the individual to carry on in an hour of

great strain and stress -- and danger."

A clear effect of the 22nd Amendment has been a transfer of power
and authority from the executive branch to the legislature. The
Constitution places no limits on the length of time a Senator or
Representative may serve in Congress. The 22nd Amendment
therefore gives Congressmen alone the opportunity to acquire

seniority and build extensive bases of power and influence.

The public interest demands an executive and a legislature that
are responsive to the people. One unintended consequence of the
22nd Amendment is that the voters do not have an opportunity to
express -- through the ballot box -- their views of a second-term
Administration. Conversely, a second-term President has no
opportunity to take his case directly to the people and secure a
mandate for a specific agenda. Many pollsters and pundits have
tried, but there is no substitute for an election when it comes
to expressing an opinion about a political party.

-History suggestse repeal of the 22nd Amendment is inevitable. I
recognize that proponents of the two-term limit rarely march into
rhetorical battle without invoking the spirit of George
Washington, who stepped down after only two terms and said he
hoped to set an example for his predecessors. But Washington was
our first president in the Age of Kingsg mert~thewmdgs.o L

wboasmieeoreor, He sought to prevent the establishment of a monarchy
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in an age when democracy was an experiment and most Americans did
not have the right to vote for a President at all. In its third

century, America is not at risk of creating a monarchy.

The lesson Washington imparted is that the Presidency should
change hands in an orderly manner, in accordance with the wishes
of the electorate. That lesson today argues for repeal of the

22nd Amendment.

For the first 160 years of our history, the American people
unconditionally were trusted to select a President. It is time

to trust the people again.
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WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM

DATE: 1/6/88 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE 8Y: 2:00 1/7/88
SUBJECT: OP-ED ON THE 22nd AMENDMENT
ACTION FY1 ACTION FY!
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REMARKS:

Please provi@e your comments/recommendations directly to Marion
Blakey's office with an info copy to my office by 2:00 Thursday,

January 7. Thank you.

RESPONSE:

Rhett Dawson
Ext. 2702



January €, 1988

MEMORANDUM FOR RHETT B. DAWSON
FROM: MARION C. BLAKEY

SUBJECT: Draft Op-Ed on the 22nd Amendment

The editors of Scripps-Howard Newspapers have asked for an Op-Ed
in support of the President's position on the 22nd Amendment.
Due to the tight deadline we are facing, I would appreciate
receiving comments on the attached no later than 2:00 p.m.
Thursday, January 7.

When this has completed the staffing process, it will be signed
by a senior White House official and placed in a number of
Scripps-Howard newspapers across the country.

Thank you.



DRAFT:RODOTA:1/6/88

2 pm

REPEAL THE 22nd AMENDMENT

Political parties are generally called to task for their
failures, but in looking back I believe Republicans could have
done without one of their successes. The 22nd Amendment, placing
a constitutional limit on the number of years a President can

serve, should be repealed.

The 22nd Amendment was the work of men and women with honorable
intentions. At the end of World War II, many were shocked to
learn that Franklin Delano Roosevelt was gravely ill when elected
to a fourth term in 1944. They genuinely believed a two-term
limit was in the best interest of the Nation, but the potential
costs of the 22nd Amendment appear to be far in excess of any

perceived gain.

President Reagan expects upon leaving office to begin a national
movement to repeal the 22nd Amendment. He supports repeal of the
two~term limit -- not for himself, but for his successors. And I
believe President Reagan and other opponents of the 22nd
Amendment will eventually be successful, because reason and

history are on their side.
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Throughout the 200-year history of our government, amendments to
the Constitution have generally expanded the rights of
individuals, especially the right to vote. For example, the 19th
amendment extended suffrage to women; the 26th, to Americans

between the ages of 18 and 21.

The 22nd Amendment is unique. It actually restricts the
fundamental right of our citizens to choose a President. And as
the historian Henry Steele Commager wrote some years ago:
"Imposing a restriction on the freedom to repeatedly elect a
president is to violate the essential principle of democracy --
that people have a right to exercise a free and untrammeled

ballot...."

Fate is not kind-hearted or consistent. Cataclysmic events
do not correspond perfectly with the American election cycle.
FDR's second term ended as Hitler, Mussolini, and Tojo were
imposing their will on innocent people of Europe and Asiaj;

reluctantly, Roosevelt accepted the nomination for a third term.

Today the 22nd Amendment could bar from office a two-term
President in the midst of a national or international crisis, no
matter how strongly the pecple supported his reelection. That is
one reason Sam Rayburn, the late Speaker of the House of
Representatives, opposed the 22nd Amendment. "I do not know," he

said at the time, "and neither do you know, whether a time may
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come when one man may be the individual to carry on in an hour of

great strain and stress -- and danger."

A clear effect of the 22nd Amendment has been a transfer of power
and authority from the executive branch to the legislature. The
Constitution places no limits on the length of time a Senator or
Representative may serve in Congress. The 22nd Amendment
therefore gives Congressmen alone the opportunity to acquire
tenure and build experience. And in the past two decades,
Congress has taken advantage of its members' "permanence" by
thwarting successive Presidents who sought to rein-in federal

spending.

History suggests repeal of the 22nd Amendment is inevitable. I
recognize that proponents of the two-term limit rarely march into
rhetorical battle without invoking the spirit of George
Washington, who stepped down after only two terms and said he
hoped to set an example for his predecessors. But Washigton our
first president in the Age of Kings, not the Age of Television.
He sought to prevent the establishment of a monarchy in an age
when democracy was an experiment and most Americans did not have
the right to vote for a President at all. 1In its third century,

America i1s not at risk of creating a monarchy.
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The lesson Washington imparted is that the Presidency should
change hands in an orderly manner, in accocrdance with the wishes
of the electorate. That lesson today argues for repeal of the

22nd Amendment.

For 160 years, the American people were trusted to select a

President. It is time to trust the people again.
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WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM
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Please provide your comments/recommendations directly to Marion
Blakey's office with an info copy to my office by -2:00 Thursday, -
January 7. Thank you.

RESPONSE:

nen Noprpild oo [T

Rhett Dawsan
Ext. 2702
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REPEAL THE 22nd AMENDMENT

Political parties are generally called to task for their
failures, but in looking back I believe Republicans could have
done without one of their successes. The 22nd Amendment, placing
a constitutional limit on the number of years a President can

serve, should be repealed.

The 22nd Amendment was the work of men and women with honorable
intentions. At the end of World War II, many were shocked to
learn that Franklin Delano Roosevelt was gravely ill when elected
to a fourth term in 1944. They genuinely believed a two-term
limit was in the best interest of the Nation, but the potential
costs of the 22nd Amendment appear to be far in excess of any

perceived gain.

Lo +L¢.w2%
President Reagan expects upon leaving office to i ¥

~AQUSRONE—bo—iepead the 22nd Amendment. He supports repeal of the

two-term limit -- not for himself, but for his successors. And I
believe President Reagan and other opponents of the 22nd
Amendment will eventually be successful, because reason and

history are on their side.
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Throughout the 200-year history of our government, amendments to
the Constitution have generally expanded the rights of
individuals, especially the right to vote. For example, the 19th
amendment extended suffrage to women; the 26th, to Americans

between the ages of 18 and 21.

The 22nd Amendment is unique. It actually restricts the
fundamental right of our citizens to choose a President. And as
the historian Henry Steele Commager wrote some years ago:
"Imposing a restriction on the freedom to repeatedly elect a
president is to violate the essential principle of democracy --
that people have a right to exercise a free and untrammeled

ballot...."

Fate is not kind-hearted or consistent. Cataclysmic events
do not correspond perfectly with the American election cycle.
FDR's second term ended as Hitler, Mussolini, and Tojo were
imposing their will on innocent people of Europe and Asia;

reluctantly, Roosevelt accepted the nomination for a third term.

Today the 22nd Amendment could bar from office a two-term
President in the midst of a national or international crisis, no
matter how strongly the people supported his reelection. That is
one reason Sam Rayburn, the late Speaker of the House of
Representatives, opposed the 22nd Amendment. "I do not know," he

said at the time, "and neither do you know, whether a time may
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come when one man may be the individual to carry on in an hour of

great strain and stress -- and danger."

A clear effect of the 22nd Amendment has been a transfer of power
and authority from the executive branch to the legislature. The
Constitution places no limits on the length of time a Senator or
Representative may serve in Congress. The 22nd Amendment
thq;efore gives Congressmen alone the oRportunity to acquire
m and builgmmm

CemrgresT Nas—twles~advansage of its.members' "permanencel by
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History suggests repeal of the 22nd Amendment is inevitable. I
recognize that proponents of the two-term limit rarely march into
rhetorical battle without invoking the spirit of George
Washington, who stepped down after only two terms and said he
hoped to set an example for his predecessors, But Washigton our
first president in the Age of Kings, not the Age of Television.
He sought to prevent the establishment of a monarchy in an age
when democracy was an experiment and most Americans did not have
the right to vote for a President at all. 1In its third century,

America is not at risk of creating a monarchy.
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The lesson Washington imparted is that the Presidency should
change hands in an orderly manner, in accordance with the wishes
of the electorate. That lesson today argues for repeal of the

22nd Amendment.

For 160 years, the American people were trusted to select a

President. It is time to trust the people again.
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WASHINGTON DL

January 7, 1988

MEMORANDUM FOR MARION BLAKEY

SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT AND
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC AFFA

FROM: JAY B. STEPHE

DEPUTY COUNS THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Op—-Ed on the 22nd Amendment

Counsel's Office has reviewed the above-referenced op-ed and
we have noted our comments and concerns directly on the
attached draft.

Attachment

cc:Rhett B. Dawson &



DRAFT:RODOTA:1/6/88

2 pm

REPEAL THE 22nd AMENDMENT

Political parties are generally called to task for their
failures, but in looking back I believe Republicans could have
done without one of their successes. The 22nd Amendment, placing
a constitutional limit on the number of years a President can

serve, should be repealed.

The 22nd Amendment was the work of men and women with honorable
intentions. At the end of World War II, many were cshocked to
learn that Franklin Delano Roosevelt was gravely ill when elected
to a fourth term in 1944. They genuinely believed a two-term
limit was in the best interest of the Nation, but the potential
costs of the 22nd Amendment appear to be far in excess of any

perceived gain.

President Reagan expects upon leaving office to begin a national
movement to repeal the 22nd Amendment. He supports repeal of the
two-term limit =-- not for himself, but for his successors. And I
believe President Reagan and other opponents of the 22nd
Amendment will eventually be successful, because reason and

history are on their side.
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Throughout the 200-year history of our governmeﬁt, amendments to
the Constitution have generally expanded the rights of
individuals, especiallf the right to vote. For example, the 19th
amendment extended suffrage to women; the 26th, to Americans

between the ages of 18 and 21.

The 22nd Amendment is unique. It actually restricts the
fundamental right of our citizens to choose a President. And as
the historian Henry Steele Commager wrote some years ago:
"Imposing a restriction on the freedom to repeatedly elect a
president is to violate the essential principle of democracy =--
that people have a right to exercise a free énd untrammeled

ballot...."

Fate is not kind-hearted or consistent. Cataclysmic events
do not correspond perfectly with the American election cycle.
FDR's second term ended as Hitler, Mussolini, and Tojo were
imposing their will on innocent people of Europe and Asiaj;

reluctantly, Roosevelt accepted the nomination for a third term.

Today the 22nd Amendment could bar from office a two-term
President in_the midst of a national or international crisis, no
matter how strongly the people supported his reelection. That is
one reason Sam Rayburn, the late Speaker of the House of
Representatives, opposed the 22nd Amendment. "I do not know," he

said at the time, "and neither do you know, whether a time may
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come when one man may be the individual to carry on in an hour of

great strain and stress -- and danger."

A clear effect of the 22nd Amendment has been a transfer of power
and authority from the executive branch to the legislature. The
Constitution places no limits on the length of time a Senator or
Representative may serve in Congress. The 22nd Amendment
therefore gives Congressmen alone the opportunity to acquire
tenure and build experience. And in the past two decades,
Congress has taken advantage of its members' "permanence" by
thwarting successive Presidents who sought to rein-in federal

spending.

History suggests repeal of the 22nd Amendment is inevitable. I

recognize that proponents of the two-term limit rarely march into
rhetorical battle without invoking the spirit of George

Washington, who stepped down after only two terms and said he

—

hoped to set an example for his predecessors. fBut Wash';toquu ‘
e o ey @ﬁi Strvedas

-first president in the Age of Kings, not the Age of Television.

He sought toMpreVéhﬁ the establishment of a monarchy in an age
when democracy was an experiment and most Americans did not have
the right to vote for a President at all. 1In its third century,

America is not at risk of creating a monarchy.
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The lesson Washington imparted is that the Presidency should
change hands in an orderly manner, in accordance with the wishes

of the electorate. That lesson today argues for repeal of the

22nd Amendment.
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For,160 years, the American people were, trusted to select a 2

President. It is time to trust the people again.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

January 7, 1988

MEMORANDUM FOR MARION BLAKEY
SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT AND
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC AFFAIRS

FROM: JAY B. STEPHENS
DEPUTY COUNSEL TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Op-Ed on the 22nd Amendment

Counsel's office has reviewed the above-referenced op-ed and, as
indicated on the draft, has some difficulty with the assertion in
the last paragraph on page three that history suggests that
repeal of the 22nd Amendment is inevitable. We are unaware of
any historical precedents to support this assertion =~- the
example of George Washington's decision to step down after two
terms seems to have little or nothing to do with the likelihood
of repeal. We are also confused by the point of the final
paragraph on page four. That paragraph suggests that the 22nd
Amendment represents a lack of trust in the judgement of the
American people. The problem with this argument, of course, is
that the American people passed the 22nd Amendment ~-- any lack of
trust is an exercise of their judgement.

Attachment

ccC: Rhett B. Dawson
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NVHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM

DATE: 1/6/88 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE BY: 2:0U L/ //88 s .

SUBJECT: OP-ED ON THE 22nd AMENDMENT

ACTION FYI ACTION FY!
VICE PRESIDENT O O  FITZWATER o &
BAKER O / GRISCOM » o
DUBERSTEIN o ( HOBBS O g
MILLER - OMB O O  HOOLEY o a0
BALL f O  KING 10
BAUER ( O  RAN ¥ o
S -ovELL o d RISQUE & o
CRIBB r O  RYAN o O
CRIPPEN O , O  SPRINKEL O g
CULVAHOUSE / O  TUTTLE o o
DAWSON oP fss O O
DONATELLI L - O a

REMARKS:

Please provide your comments/recommendations directly to Marion
Blakey's office with an info copy to my office by 2:00 Thursday, -

January 7.

RESPONSE:

Rhett Dawsan
Ext. 2702




WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM

DATE: __ 1/6/88 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUEBY: _ 2:00 £ §g' ©
SUBJECT: OP-ED ON THE 22nd AMENDMENT o
ACTION FY! ACTION FYI
VICE PRESIDENT a 0 FITZWATER O ’
BAKER m / GRISCOM » o
DUBERSTEIN a ( HOB8S a g
MILLER - OMB O O  HOOLEY o g '.
BALL ' O  KING O a
BAUER | , O  RANGE - ¥ «C
S -ovELL o ad RISQUE & C
cmaa———ﬁ' O RYAN O
CRIPPEN ' O , O  SPRINKEL o g
CULVAHOUSE / O  TUTTLE o O E’
DAWSON P ﬁs a c
DONATELLI &L - o c
REMARKS:

Please provide your comments/recommendations directly to Marion

Blakey's office with an info copy to my office by 2:00 Thursday,
January 7. Thank you.

RFSDAONSE-

I understand that the President has made some comments favoring repeal
of the 22nd Amendment. Given that this is a matter of major
significance I think that we should ask for the Attorney General's

personal views on this.
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WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM
cecived 9

DATE: 1/6/88 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENTDUEBY: _ 2:-00 1/7 1

[

SUBJECT: OP-ED ON THE 22nd AMENDMENT

ACTION FY! ACTION FYI
VICE PRESIDENT o O FITZWATER 0 y
BAKER u / GRISCOM » C
DUBERSTEIN O ( HOBBS o a
MILLER - OMB O O  HOOLEY a o
BALL f O  KING a o
BAUER ‘ O  RANGE ‘ ¥ o
SN -ov:nL a a RISQ‘J!-_—& m|
CRIBB ' O  RYAN O a
CRIPPEN ' O , O  SPRINKEL o a
CULVAHOUSE / O  TUTTLE O O
DAWSON oP ﬁs o O
DONATELLI t d d d

REMARKS:

Please provide your comments/recommendations directly to Marion

Blakey's office with an info copy to my office by .2:00 Thursday, -
January 7. Thank you.

RESPONSE: | g ) V/ g

,&OGZ ’ ,U\ALA/ - { ’7

- LAV o

TFE e N &V

G — b et ac \ ) =) Rhett Dawsan

A Ext. 2702
T 7Y
NSO \ x .



DRAFT:RODOTA:1/6/88
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REPEAL THE 22nd AMENDMENT

Political parties are generally called to task for their
failures, but in looking back I believe Republicans could have
done without one of their successes. The 22nd Amendment, placing
a constitutional limit on the number of years a President can

serve, should be repealed.

The 22nd Amendment was the work of men and women with honorable
intentions. At the end of World War II, many were shocked to
learn that Franklin Delano Roosevelt was gravely ill when elected
to a fourth term in 1944. They genuinely believed a two-term
limit was in the best interest of the Nation, but the potential
costs of the 22nd Amendment appear to be far in excess of any

perceived gain.

President Reagan(expects upon leaving office)to begin a national

movement to repeal the 22nd Amendment. He supports repeal of the
two-term limit -- not for himself, but for his successors. And I
believe President Reagan and other opponents of the 22nd
Amendment will eventually be successful,'because reason and

history are on their side.



- -
( Throughout the 200-year history of our government, amendments to
- | the Constitution have generally expanded the rights of
Qﬁ:ﬁj; K individuals, especially the right to vote. For example, the 19th
;EZ;u, ‘amendment extended suffrage to women; the 26th, to Americans

P between the ages of 18 and 21.

f:jiikévphe 22nd Amendment—;s—uniquef——Lgyactually restricts the

5fvék”“—fundamental right of our citizen;«io choose a President. And as

‘L;37w the historian Henry Steele Commager wrote some years ago:

’d};~t' "Imposing a restriction on the freedom to repeatedly elect a
president is to violate the essential principle of democracy --

that people have a right to exercise a free and untrammeled

ballot...."

Fate is not kind-hearted or consistent. Cataclysmic events
do not correspond perfectly with the American election cycle.
FDR's second term ended as Hitler, Mussolini, and Tojo were
imposing their will on innocent people of Europe and Asia;

reluctantly, Roosevelt accepted the nomination for a third term.

Today the 22nd Amendment could bar from office a two-term
President in the midst of a national or international crisis, no
matter how strongly the people supported his reelection. That is
one reason Sam Rayburn, the late Speaker of the House of
Representatives, opposed the 22nd Amendment. "I do not know," he

said at the time, "and neither do you know, whether a time may
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come when one man may be the individual to carry on in an hour of

great strain and stress -- and danger."

A clear effect of the 22nd Amendment has been a transfer of power
and authority from the executive branch to the legislature. The
Constitution places no limits on the length of time a Senator or
Representative may serve in Congress. The 22nd Amendment
therefore gives Congressmen alone the opportunity to acquire
tenure and build experience. And in the past two decades,
Congress has taken advantage of its members' "permanence" by

'/—D r@ﬁ\ ¥ HLE }/4,1( S
thwarting successive Presidents who sought rein=-in federéfqu

N O LS

History suggests repeal of the 22nd Amendment is inevitable. I
recognize that proponents of the two-term limit rarely march into
rhetorical battle without invoking the spirit of George

Washington, who stepped down after only two terms and said he

4 - Wi 7o
hoped to set an example for his predecessors. But WashigtonAour‘“'
(il

Hezny T

>

first president in the Age of Kings, not the Age ofATeievééiéﬁf
He sought to prevent the establishment of a monarchy in an age

when democracy was an experiment and most Americans did not have
the right to vote for a President at all. 1In its third century,

America is not at risk of creating a monarchy.
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The lesson Washington imparted is that the Presidency should
change hands in an orderly manner, in accordance with the wishes
of the electorate. That lesson today argues for repeal of the

22nd Amendment.

For 160 years, the American people were trusted to select a

President. It is time to trust the people again.





