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February 23, 1982

Mr. Morton C. Blackwell

Special Assistant to the President
White House

Washington, DC 20500

Dear Morton:

I read and was very impressed by a copy of your February
1st letter to Paul Weyrich expressing the need for conservative
training programs and your concern with a decrease in the num-
ber of such programs.

I agree with you and I want to offer my help. I know that
my Administrative Assistant, André LeTendre and other members of
my staff are also interested in helping. I hope that you will
forward my offer to the appropriate source and that they will be
in touch with me concerning specific ways in which we can help.

Thank you again for your timely concern and for all that
you have done to help conservatives develop the technology needed
to support our ideas.

With warmest personal regards, I am

cc: Mr. Paul Weyrich




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 13, 1982

MEMORANDUM FOR ED ROLLINS
FROM: MORTON C. BLACKWELL
SUBJECT: Family Forum II

It has come to my attention that the organizers of the
Family Forum II have invited Mrs. Reagan to speak on drug
abuse and her program at ACTION any time from July 27
through July 29. I understand that a regret recommendation
came from your office for her attendance.

This is an excellent forum for her to talk about the
program and I am sure that Tom Pauken, Director of ACTION
would concur with my recommendation.

If there is some problem with this forum could you let me
know? If you do agree with my assesment of this convention
and Mrs. Reagan's participation, would you kindly send a note
to Ann Wrobleski urging Mrs. Reagan to take part.

Thank you.
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FAMILY FORUM II

ce Congress Foundation

Connaught Marshner R . . , Vice President &
Gregory Butler JULY 206-29, 1982/SHERATON WASHINGTON HOTEL Chicf Operations Offi
Conference Coordinators WASHINGTON, D.C. .

February 24, 1982

Ms., Anne Wrobleski
Director of Projects
Office of the First Lady
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Anne:

I am writing to invite Mrs. Reagan to address the Family Forum this summer.
We are expecting over 1200 people to attend. In the three days of the Forum,
we are planning to address just about every social issue. There is only one
that I have not covered, and that is drugs. Because I know Mrs. Reagan is
deeply concerned about drug abuse, I would like to offer her the opportunity
to address this Forum.

The Forum is co-sponsored by the Moral Majority Foundation, a major arm of

the religious right, and by the Free Congress Foundation, a major arm of the
new right. Both of these clusters have strong ties with grassroots activists
who, while concerned about the drug problem, have generally not been involved
with that issue. I have long felt that the issue ought to be raised more
forcibly with them. 1If Mrs. Reagan were to excite this audience on the durg
issue, they would be highly motivated to return home and make the issue a
priority. That, I think you will agree, is something that would be of enormous

benefit.

The dates of the Forum are July 27-29. It is held at the Sheraton Washington
hotel. If Mrs. Reagan would agree to speak, we could offer her any time during
those three days that would suit her schedule.

If you have any questions, or if I can provide you with any more information,
please do not hesitate to contact me at 564-3004. I will be looking forward

to hearing from you.
Sincerely yours,

Lcﬂ-t'w{.{, Masliner

Connaught Marshner
Conference Coordinator

CM/ml

A joint project of Free Congress Foundation and Moral Majority Foundation
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THE WH1_E HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1982

Dear Paul;

Just a note to thank you for your
decision to make a public statement
on the budget problem in the House
created by the liberal democratic
leadership. I would appreciate a
copy of any statement you release
to the press.

Cordially,

it
Morton C. Blackwell
Special Assistant to the President

for Public Liaision

Mr, Paul Weyrich
721 Second St. N. E.
Washington, D. C. 20012
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July 19, 1982

Mr. Morton C. Blackwell

Special Assistant to the President
The White House

Washington, D.C. 20002

Hello Morton!

Thanks very much for the time and interest that you took, to share with
both Fritz Rench and myself, the various interest levels and pressure
points in the White House operation.

The entire experience was very beneficial, and has provided a very fas-
cinating and needed window into the policy making structure as it is
evolving.

As we traversed the network structure for one week, it was obviously
no coincidence that we kept tripping over one Morton Blackwell, who is
a real mover and shaker in the area of Public Liason and policy formation
and implementation.

Morton, thanks again for sharing your very valued experience and time.
Hope to see you, again in the near future.

With best wishes.

Sincerely,

C e s

Bruno
ident

BJM/ss T~
~—_
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NPR Commentary by: Connie Marshner
Topic: The Fate of Ed Meese
Taped: November 22, 1982

Me thinks the gentlemen do protest too much. A1l the denials by Jim Baker, |
Meese, and Mike Deaver that there is an ongoing feud at 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue
only confirm the fact that there is such a feud. Probably the major internal
battle of Ronald Reagan's Presidency.

Since the elections, the President has been restive. His instincts were against
the defensive type campaign that was urged on him by Baker and Deaver. But Baker
prevailed, and the results are history. Ed Meese's instincts usually coincide with
Ronald Reagan's. After all, it wasn't for nothing that Meese was Reagan's chief
of staff for years in the Governor's Mansion in California. That was back in the
days when nobody had heard of Jim Baker. Nobody had heard of Jim Baker until 1976
when he ran Jerry Ford's unsuccessful campaign for President, and again in 1978
when he ran unsuccessfully for Texas Attorney General, or again in 1980 when he

ran George Bush's Tlosing campaign for the Presidential nomination. Baker's track
record in putting together winning campaigns would not have recommended his strategy
for 1982.

Ronald Reagan is the kind of man who is slow to make controversial decisions. He's
loyal to the folks he hires to make decisions for him. We will probably never know
by what stratagems Jim Baker became Chief of Staff in the White House. We can surmise
that Ronald Reagan has now realized that Jim Baker's philosophies are not his. Ed
Meese's philosophies may not be Ronald Reagan's either, but they are closer. In the
current White House feud, the long knives are out to cut Ed Meese off from the Pre-

s mt. Men Meese brought in have turned against him. Meanwhile, Meese has done

more than anyone else to protect the President's political base of conservatives.

Yet the time is ripe for change. What kind of change will it be? If Ed Meese's
role is diminished, Ronald Reagan will become the instrument of continuing the
failed policies of Tiberalism -- whether he calls it that or not. If Ed Meese
stays, and some of the liberals who signed on board at the last minute leave in-
stead, Ronald Reagan may be able to salvage a conservative Administration. What
is for certain is that the President himself must step in and take charge of the
situation. It took him a long time after 1976 to come to 1e conclusion that the
campaign manager John Sears had to go -- but in January, 1980, Reagan took that
step and it saved his campaign. If he takes the comparable step now, it may save
his Administration.

In Washington, this is Connie Marshner.



ommittae for the Survivel of a Free Congres,

721 SECOND STREET, N.E. ®CAPITOL HILL ®* WASHINGTON, D.C. 20002 ®(202) 546-3000

January 31, 1983

President Ronald Reagan
The White House
Washington, D.C.

Dear President Reagan:

In 1981 I wrote to inquire about your position on further restrictions
on Political Action Committees. Your response in June of that year
stated that you "would surely oppose any bill similar to the Obey-
Railsback proposal.”

As the 98th Congress begins, it is apparent that there will be a re-
newed effort to restrict the activities of PACs and individuals in the
electoral process. While it is not yet clear exactly what the content
will be, legislation will certainly be introduced in both the House

and the Senate which will attempt to limit the role of PACs in Cong-
ressional elections by placing limits on the amount of money that PACs
can give or by placing limints on the amount of PAC money that candidates
can accept. Additionally, proposals to implement taxpayer financing

of Congressional elections and to restrict the ability of organizations
to engage in independent expenditures are likely to be offered.

You stated in your letter that "in my view the growth of political action
committees has enabled many thousands of people to increase their par-
ticipation in the political process" and that '"the freedom of all Americans
to organize themselves voluntarily to affect the course of their govern-
ment is a precious right." The legislation which is likely to emerge

in Congress during this session will undoubtedly serve to limit the rights
of people to influence or affect the course of their govermment and

reduce their participation in the political process.

You stated that "our election laws need to be simplified rather than made
"o tl
l 1C¢
of organizations to engage in independent expenditures, the federal election
laws will become more complicated, not less.

The arguments you set forth in your 1981 letter are still valid. As
Congress begins to consider the legislation that will emerge from the

Electing conservative candidates to the U.S. House and Senate

————— — —
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President Ronald Reagan
January 31, 1983
Page Two

House and Senate Committees concerning election laws, a letter re-
affirming your opposition to Obey-Railsback type legislation and
stating your opposition to legislation which would restrict the
practice of independent expenditures would be most appropriate.

Thank you for your continued support for an open electoral system.
I look forward to your response to this request.

Sincerely, L//,_
S M

Paul M. Weyrich
Executive Director

PMW/rsm
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INTERVIEW v Q: You said unless the Reagan adminis-

tration changes its strategy. What's

Paul Weyrich talks about the presi-

dent’s failure as a political strate- | "X??r::tggsgmmsuaﬁo o has
gist to identify who are his enemies adopted all along a strategy of accommoda-
-and who are his friends. tion rather than confrontation, and the

interesting thing about ;he strategy of
When Ronald Reagan ran for the ;gcr?r':;“egd;??:;‘:‘ntggfal;sh’:ssge:; gy of
presidency, he ran against the Washington confrontation, when in fact it has not
liberal establishment. Paul Weyrich,f ‘been i )
executive director of the Committee for y . .. .

the Survival of a Free Congress, a leading veg’igﬁ;;?&ﬂ?‘:gﬁ?ﬁgyss been
conservative organization, contends that establishment in Washington. Now the

the Reagan administration is in serious media has sou : .
p ght to portray it otherwise,
danger of losing the support and loyalty of but much of the funding of the liberal

the millions of Americans who helped elect : > .
| him to office. In this interview with : I rast Ty e the country has con ,
' Washington Times correspondent Jeffrey n under the eagan acministration. .~
That means that hundreds of thousands of -

St. John, Weyrich offers some candid, people are the beneficiaries of federal -

unsolicited advice to an administration . p .
e PO money who are working full time against
that he contends is in danger of losing its . |- the administration. We made a number of

_ sense of political direction. . ' ‘ " attempts to try and get this curtailed, and
l we have had very little impact so far on '

Q: How do you assess the shape of the

conservative movement as we approach - The result is that the ;iresident has now

the Nov. “er 1982 eiections, which are . N
supposeu w be crucial for the supposedly ‘ tx?fx :ahi‘g ;g;:ﬁ:‘;ge;g:t&i ;vguld have

Rexngﬂnfcv‘:&“hg :ﬁt:es:m:smg?? doesn't have the same set of friends that he -
the White ’House changes its strategy would have if he pad done the Jobjnmgh? ,-t .
drastically between now and then, I think ti:r‘lhii :tihr:lt)l;rgﬂththht:: l}fe:rgg;o onstra-
1974 is going to look like a pleasant the one hand to: lme :0 le. it haPs:’t
experience in terms of the Republican . offered hope t o godp S;;th :
Party. In other words, I think we may well pe to everybocy. ereare

’ lots of possible groups who could be part

the administration. - .:

be headed for very substantial defeatsin  ~ o .

the House of Representatives, as well as g:g&:gahﬁg';tﬁz ?:i‘i:c?:; il:le::ti fy ax\1

g?i;?lge::g‘ logs of Repubpaan °°'?‘“?‘ enemy. As faras I'm concerned the .
Now I know at's " the enemy is still here in Washington. The

o sial Republican o 1e fact of liberal establishment runs this town.

the matter is that the tion has - Q: In other words, are you saying, Mr.

sowed the seeds of it sction Weyrich, that he should run against the

enemy that elected him in 19807 -

because it has insistea tnat ecunomics is
the primary focus of the 1982 elections.
And, indeed, unless the my turns
around or unless the pr tis able to
change the subiect. and have the

A: Yes, he should run against the
irresponsibility of the liberals who got our
country into the mess that it is today. -

t M

take a licking.









M " :h Whittlesey
S © 7, 1983
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No one, not Howard Phillips, not anyone, speaks for Paul Weyrich. When the time
comes for me to decide what I will do in this regard, you will be among the first
to k 1. I have made no such decision. Moreover, as I have expressed to my
colleagt ;, I believe that such activity detracts from the real issue at this
time, which is the appropriate response to the Soviet massacre.

Best personal regards.
Sincerely,
g

Paul M. Weyrich
Presi nt

cc: Ed Meese





