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In the section, 'The Problem With Girls', boys are advisec

If you had a very strict home life, you don't
need to become a Peeping Tom. There are all
kinds of good books, now, with good illutra-
tions. You don't need to peep at little girls
or undress them, to get the information. Besi
people get very uptight and nasty about boys
who do that. If your family is really uptight
don't take the books home. There's no point
in upsetting them. If you're lucky, your
school will have a good sex-eduaction program,
or a school nmurse or doctor who has some sense
If the counselors or nurse get all embarrassed
drop the subject. A lot of adults simply
can't handle sex, and anyone who can't handle
the subject is not the person to talk about it

The most important thing about girls is not th
they have bodies with breasts of that they men
rate or that you're curious about them. The i
portant thing is that girls are people. They
are curious about you. 1If you think of sex, s
do they. They have dreams about themselves, j
as you do. They hurt, just as you do. When
you look at a girl, you look at a person.

Because girls get pregnant, and boys don't, gi
sometimes regard sex as ''danger''. They are ta

this by parents. Their mothers tell them to

"'stay out of trouble''. Their fathers remember
giving girls a bad time when they were young,

they warn their daughters not to be treated as

they once treated girls. So girls are often a
little frightened of boys, and they cover it up

by teasing or being crude and gross. If you see
girls as people, you don't need to be scared of them.

In the section, "'The Problem With Sex', boys are advised:

If you're not supposed to go after a girl for sex,
what are you supposed to do'" Well, firstly, you
can learn that masturbatién is a perfectly accept-
able, useful, comforting thing to do with sexual
feelings. It carmot possibly hurt you, unless you
do it in public. You may never feel that you need
to masturbate, and you may feel you need to mastur-
bate a lot. Both conditions are normal. It is

H70







they don't want to talk about to you.

The important thing to remember is that you don't
have the right to hurt them any more than they hav
the right to hurt you. The only thing you owe
anyone is courtesy, and you owe everyone that. Yo
don't owe anyone ''love''. You don't owe anyone 'ha
You do owe courtesy, because we're humans and
humans can't get along without it.

If you think your parents are great, that's wondex
ful. If you don't get along, that's too bad but
it' $ no life'long tragedy. How you feel about the
isn't nearly as important as how you feel about
yourself, and if you start thinking and talking
about them all the time, you may find yourself
still doing it at age fifty with no one listening.

In the section, ""The Perils of Sex'', girls are advised:

Sex is too important to glop up with sentiment. 1
you feel sexy, for heaven's sake, admit it to yow
self. If the feeling and the tension bother you,

can masturbate. Masturbation carmot hurt you and
will make you feel more relaxed.: That's honest, 1
sentimental. If you don't feel sexy, don't talk 1
self into it with a lot of sentimental goo. If y(

do feel sexy, don't trap yourself into a relationship
with more sentimental goo. Young marriages don't
work (honestly, they don't) and babies are not sweet
little things. They wet and dirty themselves, they
get sick, they're very expensive to take care of.
Marriage is not a white dress and organ music. It

is years and years of hard work adapting to someone
else and helping him adapt to you, and workmg and
paying bills, and doing housework. Sex is not a sun-
set with violins playmg in the background. It is one
of the parts of a good male-female relationship, and
it's not the first part at that.

In the brochure ''Stop Kidding Yourself!", distributed through the
Alabama Department of Public Health (ours came from Tuscaloosa),
girls are told:

There are only two kinds of honest girls: girls

with the courage of their convictions to have respon-
sible sex and girls with the courage of their convictions
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Politice

And God’s%
‘Prophetsy

By Martin E. Marty .

CHICAGO — Those who speak in
the name of God have the hardest
time learning that politics is the art of
compromise. Politics involves give-
and-take: You win some, you lose
some. The prophets of God who are
too sure of themselves expect only to
take, to win.

Citizens who disagree with uncom-
promising divines on the urgent issues
of the 1880’s have to begin arguing
with them.. Argument can produce
some agreement only if it is based on
disagreement, not confusion. Confu-
sion is what we have whenever any
mixing of religion and politics is coun.
tered with charges that it ‘‘violates
the separation of church and state.”

Let’s survey the battle scene. In 1970,

* 19 religiously liberal and 8 religiously

conservative interest groups vied in na-
tional politics. In the new conservative

journal This World, Paul J. Weber, a |

social scientist at the University of
Louisville, announces that by 1980, in a
total field of 74 such groups, 30 were lib-
eral and 34 conservative. Most of the 26
conservative groups that entered the
political fray in the 1970's were Protes-
tants lobbying for the New Christian
t.

mﬁhnwe newcomers were sullen about
loss of status. Years ago, public
schools were junior wings of the
Protestant church. Suddenly, they
seemed threatened by a chaos of
values. The rightists were angry
about social changes that affected the
family, resenttul of courts and news
media that did not promote Protestant
moral understandings. When they or-
ganized, their enemies charged
“‘violation of the separation of church
and state.”

In 1982, Roman Catholic bishops,
mainline Protestant congregations,
Billy Graham, and others call for nu-
clear disarmament. Their critics also
complain of ‘“‘violation of the separa-
tion of church and state.”

Laws and regulations cannot and
dare not anticipate or regulate every
form of religious expression in the
political zone. The public has to rely on
some instincts of fair play or take coun-
teraction to block religionists who want
the moral field all to themselves. Fair
play brings its own rules of the
game.

rirst, nonreligious or religioush
passive Americans canno fairly ex-
pect religicusiy comrmitted pecpie to
park their deepest beliefs and values as
they mount political platforms or enter
polling booths. What people believe or
disbelieve about God can — and should
- shape their attitudes toward bombs
and butter.

A second rule asks for consistency in
playirg the political game. One cannot
consistently fault Catholic bishops as
violators when they agitate against
abortion and praise them as law-abid-
ing when they promote disarmament
policies. The New Christian Right can-
not complain about liberal ‘‘meddling
in politics” by others and then expect
to go uncriticized when it wants law to
support, say, prayer in schools.

1ie -3, TELaUUS leaders have to know
that they risk resentment and taint
when they mix religion and politics, as
they must and should. Political ene-
mies are not likely to become spiritual
friends.

This is also a good time to remind
groups that they can contribute to the
Republic by keeping their own acts
pure. In 1958, the writer Artixur Cohen
noticed that “the primary source of
religious tension has its origin, it would
seem, in the fact that the religious are
not content to restrict their authority to
their own members.” Convince con-
gregations to turn off vulgar television
shows, to stop having abortions, and
there is less need to reach for laws.

Finally, counter-organize. The huge
public that opposes the New Christian
Right has only itself to blame if it goes
to sieep, waking only to grumble about
“‘separation of church and state’” while
the fundamentalists win their way.
Counter-organizing will force compro-
iist, as the rightists have begun to

/ learn. They began with a dangerously

narTow vision of a Protestant America. |’

Attracted to the rtion views of
mmy‘m%",%?bgmdemd the
: mmuan America.
Many fundamentalists have strong
. pro-Israel sentiménts. These led them
. to alliances in the name of a Judeo-
Christian America. More recently,
wanting claim on the Founding Fa-
. thers, some of whom were not very
- Judeo-Christian, they advocate a
“‘traditionally  theistic” America.
Given time, they may come to under-
stand the Founders’ view that all types
of people, not only the conventionally
*godly, were to make up this Republic.
As for good counsel during the 80’s?
Yes, do watch out for overt violations
of the line between church and state.
. Better, work for creative disagree-
ments, new arguments, and some
hopes for new agreements based on
compromise. To that end, when some-

one organizes, counter-organize!

Martin E. Marty is professor of the
history of modern Christianity, at The
University of Chicago, and associate

- editor of The Christian Century maga-
zine. He recently wrote a pamphlet on
church and state for People for the
American Way, a nonprofit organiza-
tion that promotes First Amendment
rights.
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For Immediate Release
April 26, 1982

COALITION WHITE PAPER DOCUMENTS AMERICAN PRELATE'S CHARGES

AGAINST USAID POPULATION CONTROL PROGRAMS

Export, PA ..... The U.S. Coalition for Life has released a
White Paper documenting earlier charges made against the Department of
State's Agency for International Development by Cardinal Terence Cooke
of New York at the Vatican's World Synod on the Family in October of
1980. Charging that USAID''s population control programs abroad in-
volved "coercion and pressure', the American prelate later faced
counter-charges by pro-abortion advocates of speaking out in an '"intem-
perate" and "irresponsible' manner. The USCL White Paper titled The

International Population Control Machine and the Pathfinder Fund, which

backs the Cardinal's accusations, is expected to reopen White House and
Congressional debate on the funding of anti-life activities under
Title X of the Foreign Assistance Act.

According to USCL Natiomal Director, Randy Engel, USAID has devel-

oped an elaborate, bureautic maze designed to circumvent Congressional

- more -



ADD 1/USCL

prohibitions related to abortion and sterilization funding. "The pri-
mary purpose of our investigation,'" Mrs. Engel said, " was to document
in explicit detail exactly how USAID manages to illegally ''launder"
American tax dollars into anti-life projects in developing nations
through the use of third party agents."

"We selected the Pathfinder Fund as a prototype USAID anti-life
conduit because of its special commitment to abortion and coercive means
of population control," the USCL director explained. ''Also, we felt
sure that our documents linking the Pathfinder Fund with the birth con-
trol battle in Italy and with anti~Catholic propaganda in the form of
soap opera booklets called "photonovellas'" would send shock waves right
through Congress to the White House,'" Mrs. Engel stated.

According to the USCL White Paper, by 1984, the Pathfinder Fund
will have received more that $76 million in Title X funds from USAID
despite the fact that the Pathfinder acts in violation of all Title X
regulafions and prohibitions including those related to abortion, forced
sterilization and the sanctity of personal conscience and religious
freedom. '"No one is fooled, except, perhaps, Congress and the Ameri-
can people," Mrs. Engel warned, 'when the Pathfinder, which receives
between 90 - 987 of its funding faxopm USAID, tries to pass itself off as
a private agency."

The USCL demand for a Congressional investigation of the Pathfinder
Fund and similar agencies such as the United Nations Fund for Popula-

tion Activities (UNFPA) is directed at re-opening the Title X -

- more-—
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Foreign Assistance Act debate both in Congress and at the White House.

"We intend to mount an international campaign using all of our
resources around the world to bring the USAID international population
control machine to a screeching halt," Mrs. Engel concluded, "begin-
ning with an immediate cut off of funds to the Pathfinder Fund and UNFPA -
two of USAID's biggest anti-life launderies."

Copies of the USCL White Paper with accompanying documents are

available from the USCL, Box 315, Export, PA 15632 - $5,00 per set,*

- 30 -

* These materials are available to members of the press at no chatge.

Contact person: USCL Director, Randy Engel
(412) 327-7379 or 327-8878



SPECIAL NOTE; For complete details opn USAID's connection with the
Pathfinder Fund and the IRIDE see pages 23-28 of the USCL White Paper

Soap-Opera Motivation

US-AID has long had an interest in both the photonovella (a printed, illus-
trated “soap opera”) and the comic book as means of communicating specific
inessages about family planning and population control. It has found this
type of material especially suited to “pictorially naive” audiences.'?

For example, in 1972 the US-AID mission in Panama purchased, at a cost
of $1,100 in Title X funds, 10,000 copies of a Mexican comic book titled Los
Supermachos, as part of its “respounsible parenthood” program. The book’s
front cover shows a worn-out little Mexican mother kneeling in prayer before
a statue of the Blessed Virgin Mary. The blasphemous caption reads: “Little
Virgin, you who conceived without sinning, teach me to sin without con-
ceiving.”1%

Additional anti-Catholic and anti-child propaganda, like the photonovellas

Qyﬁ or comic books I am about to describe, is currently being developed and
0 distributed by US-AID outlets around the world, especially in Latin America,

o : .
4&% Africa, and Asia.
Pathpapers

e

A sertes of weasionsl pupers on nnowtive
profects suppurted by 1he Pathtinger Fund

Sertes Lditor: Romald S. Wolle
Number 2 Devemnber 1977

DeMarchi’s Psychosocial Propagan—(i;

Beginning in the mid-1970s, Luigi DeMarchi received a number of Path-
finder grants for “motivational research” to be conducted by IRIDE. His
findings were published in the US-AID-Pathfinder publication Pathpaper
in December 1977. The front-page synopsis of the DeMarchi paper ("New
Psychological Approaches to Family Planning Motivation™) reads:

New theoretical concepts for family-planning motivation have been tested
in Italy since 1974. Moralistic appeals aimed at the individual’s sense of respon-
sibility have little or no influence on sexual and reproductive behavior. More.
effective are appeals based on human instincts such as sexual vanity and jealousy,
desire for appreciation and satisfaction, or the conflict between generations
or social classes. Three photonovellas—a popular romantic medium similar
to a photographic comic book—were written using these themes. Studies in
selected towns showed that readers’ knowledge of and attitude towards con-
traception improved and contraceptive sales increased during these campaigns,
which indicates that appealing to basic emotional instincts through indigenous
media can be effective in motivating family-planning practice.'* [Emphasis
added]

According to DeMarchi, the targets of propaganda should be not only the
women who have many children already but also the young people who are
just beginning their reproductive lives “Family-planning motivation must

LR ] i L
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Noi Giovani (We, the Yorth) and La Trappola [ The Trap). The generation
gap and class conflict are featured in two DeMarchi photonovellas. Accord-
ing to the soctalist writer, “Class conflict, particularly as perceived between
the general population and the powerful (the rich, the employers, the Church,
the vovernment), is another extremely potent and sometimes dangerous
emotional drive.” " “They 7 (the powertul) can be portrayed as wanting “the
people” to be burdened by too many children. '3
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PidmGRAN

The President July 12,0 1982
ILhe White Housco
Washington, D, C. 20508

We understard that the pessible nahrensd nomination ot Lizabeth
A, Moody for the Novithern District »f Oheo de agoin under active cons

sideration ar the White House staty leve! vorwithsramding the opposi-

tion of Lhe entire Ohio Republican Congrsqtonal Dolegation,

We continoue 1o adamantly opbosce Lisabethy o ody Jor apr. indte
Y IR ) 17

ment to any dudicnd oroexecutnve Dosition,
Meodv was o national president o Booents bguity Action League.
That organizawon o Jane 4, 1US0 pariicinated in o joint press conler-

erce with amoenyg others Della Abzug o the Naronel Abortion Riohts

Action League in o which the several croups mode "hottom Hne ' donapds
that included "abortion riabis",

Lizapoth AL Moody does ot mect the voegudrements of the (s
Republicen Porty Piatform ter Federad podocs. dler nomimution would

- J il

make a sham of ti- 1980 Republican Phaiore promisce to fhe Amccioan

prople.

Pl AL bhrown
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LIFE AMENDMENT POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE, It 3.

MAILING ADDRESS. PO BOX 14263 ¢ WASHINGTON. D C. 20044
OFFICE ADDRESS 6 LIBRARY COURT, SE o WASHINGTON, D.C 20003
PHONE  (202) 546-2255

May 24, 1982

President Ronald Reagan
l'he White House
Washington, D. C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

This will follow up my telegram of May 14 to which 1 have not
received a reply. Your Office of Presidential Personnel has under con-
sideration for nomination as District Judge for the northern district of
Ohio Lizabeth A. Moody.

In a 1971 Cleveland State Law Review article "The Constitution
and the One-5ex College” Lizabeth A. Moody was described as "Na-
tional President of the Women's Lquity Action League”. A Junce 5,
1980 New York Times article by Leslic Bennetts (page B9) states that
Women's Equity Action Leaguc participatcd in a joint press conference
with among others the pro-abortion, National Abortion Rights Action
League, wherein the groups "...cited several issues as 'bottom line!
demands. These include. . abortion rights...” the story further states
“feminists have frequently criticized Mro Coorters . for refusal to sup-
port federal payments tor abortions. ..

On May 20, 1982 the Cleveland Plan Dealer reported that lLiz-
abeth AL Moody "has no position on abortion because it is such a
complex issue.”

Having no position on abortion is like having no position on mur-
der. We call on you to drop any further counsideration of Lizabeth Al
Moody for appointment to any judicial or c¢xccutive  position.

Sincerely,

foud  Boourn

Paul A. Brown
Director

“Protecting the American Family and the Preborn Child. . .
Through Political Action'”

APAC dec by 2 s Yo e
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Morton,

The President "on record" in favor of Hatch? When?
In a press conference last year, he did endorse

the HLB. And he has remained neutral in the struggle
between the two camps. But"on record in support of

both"? Wouldn't some people like to think so!
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Lo VIRGINIA SOCIETY FOR HU

MAN LIFE
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335 0ak Lane 1 North Fifth St. « Richmond, Virginia ?:3219
Richmond, Virginia 23226 Telephone 804/782:9774
April 7, 1982

Ronald Reagan, President

The United States of America
The White House

Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. President:

I deeply appreciate your letter of April 5 in which you
expressed your concern about the terrible abortion toll in our
nation and the importance in your view of the Congress giving
favorable consideration to proposals to remedy the situation.

I agree and am committed to doing everything thatﬂi can teo-
to help bring about that good end.

. In my own state, the Virginia Society for Human Life has
endorsed the Hatch Amendment, Senator Helms' and Congressman Hyde's
Human Life Bill and the ultimate human life amendment sponsored by
- Senator Helms and Congressman Luken. A similar action was adopted
at the recent meeting of the board of directors of the National
Right to Life Committee by a vote of 32-16. VSHL is the state
- affiliate of NRLC. While as you indicate in your letter there is
‘some visible difference of opinion on particular proposals, I am
convinced that the weight of pro-life support in this country is
overwhelmingly behind these three proposals. I feel that the order
in which these measures should be taken up by Congress is best de-
cided by friendly Senators since our greatest strength lies in the
Senate. However, all things considered, I believe that the Hatch
iAmendment, SJR- 110, _.has the most to offer as the first step with
Senator Helms' bill to follow and then, as increased strength permits,
the Helms/Tuken human life amendment which would restore constitutional prc
tection to the right to life, a right fully exercized under the law
before the 1973 Supreme Court legalization of abortion.

i
!

!

I would like to call to your attention an error in how your
letter addressed me. You used the name, Virginia Right to Life, a
bona fide group but not one in which I have official capacity. My
7;( organization is the one noted above which I represent on the NRLC
Board. I am also chairman of the NRLC Board, and had the privilege
in that capacity of attending your meeting held in the Cabinet Room
on January 22 of.this year.

You command the admiration, respect and gratitude of the pro-
life movement for your unflinching pro-life stand and the ultimate in
.importance that it provides this vital cause.

Sincerely, g\mQ_B- Q'\\\am:

w0 cuprers . Gotine B. Williams
‘T BLACKSBURG - 260 Gountry Driv, #10, Christiansburg 24073 [ FRANKUIN COUNTY - P.0. Box 53, Ferrum 24088 [] FREDERICKSBURG - P.0. Box 1323, Frederickshurg 22401 (]
LYNCHBURG - P.0. Box 3292, Lynchburg 24503 [1] NORTHERN VIRGINIA - P.0. Box 511, Annandale 22003 (] PENINSULA - P.0. Box 1333, Hampton 23651 [] PRINGE WILLIAM ARER

CITIZENS FOR UIFE - P.0. Box 1145, Manassas 22110 ] RICHMOND - 1 N. Fifth Street, Richmond 23219 [J ROANOKE - P.0. Box 4821, Roanoke 24015 [ TIDEWATER - P.0. Box 8213,
~ Norfolk 23503



I o LI F E Suite 402, 419 7th Street N.W
Tes wr e e w Washington ND.C 20004 - (202) 635-4396

u committee, inc.

July 1, 1982

President Ronald Reagan
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

As you know, Senator Orrin Hatch's Human Life Federalism Amendment (S.J. Res.
110) was approved by the Senatc Judiciary Committee in March, thereby becoming
the first pro-life legislation ever to win approval by a full committee of
either house of Congress. Senator Iliatch has been pressing for consideration
of his amendment by the full Senate. But to our dismay, the Majority leader's
office has announced ihat Senuator Baker does not intend to schedule S.J. Res.
110 for consideration by the Senate this year.

Senator Jesse Helms apparently intends to offer his ommibus "Human Life Bil11"
(S. 2148) as an amendment 1o a bill to raise the federal debt limit, which
must be passcd before Sept. 30.  The National Right to Life Committee supports
the Helms bill and desires an early vote on it. Such a vote alone, however,
certainly will not fulfill Senator Baker's public promises to permit "free-
standing debate' on the entirc abortion issue (a constitutional amendment
cannot be attached to some unrclated bill). Still less will it fulfill the
commitment embodied in the 1980 Republican Platform, which expressed ''support
of a constitutional amendment fo restore protection of the right to life for
unborn children.”

I ask that you urge Senator Baker to honor the spirit of these commitments

and to schedule free-standing debate on the Hatch Amendment before the end

of July. It will be an abusc of the legislative process, and will seriously
erode the trust which many pro-life Americans have placed in your Administration,
if Senator Baker smothers the Hatch Amendment without a Senate vote.

Respectfully submitted,

- s . ~ b T,
Lo Lo M

J.C. Willke, M.D. ce:  The Honorable Howard Baker
President
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SHIPPING CONIALINE: Wil 17,000 ABORITrD Bablis O Bl S7Tubiih By Uls.

Judic Brown, president ot Amevican late Lobby fnc. (AL L) o

pro-tumily «roup. today praised Health and

100,000 member pro-lite!
Human Services becretary »ohweichor tor o fiveradle respeonse 19 the
reguest ot AL VL, for an oanvesugation of the discovery in February
of 17,000 aborted babies in & shippuaig contener in Wilnmington, California.

Mrs. Brown today released o letter she veceived from Scoretary
Scheeikor whioan said:

‘1 deeply share your concern over the recent discovery
ol aborted fetuses in o shipping cottaner owned by Medicol
Anaiytical Laboratorics, Inc. (MAL) . I assure yvou that the
Depaviment of Health and Human »orvices (HELS) s conduct -
ing a thorough review of the siteation. o Lhe Departiment will
also closely tollow the exhaustive Calitornia =tate investigotion
and will lend assistunce 1f Federal prourams are implicated.

Mrs. Brown sald, ‘sSceorctary Schweicker is to be hiphly pradsed
for his positive vesponse 1o the request ot AL L. Tor auan investigation
of whether any Federal jaws, rules or regnidations weie violated cither
by MAL or the organizations that shipped the 17,000 aborted babies and
other medical specimens to that laboratory .’

"We cali on all parties who may hooe information reicvant to this
Lorrendous situation to contuct either Diis, the cinte authoritics or
American Life Lobhy ot 202,246 5550, W will pass on any intormation
we reccive or develon to Uls, oS otoevals .

Mrs, Brown continued, "We cannot onderstand why Jhe Los Ange-
les County coroner's oftice has, since the discovory of the 17,000 a-

borted babies in Fobruary., completed oniv 13 autopsios {0 dotermine



Press Release con't
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if the abortions occured after viability. California statute prohibits
abortions after viability, approximately 20 wecks., We call on the Los
Angeles coroner's office to immediately begin systematic autopsies of
each of the 17,000 aborted babies that weighs over 450 grams, the
approximate weight of a baby at the twentieth week of gestational
age."

"The coroner, in each autopsy, should be looking for answers
to at least 3 guestions:

1). Was the abortion an illegal abortion performed after

the 20th week of gestation?

2). Did any of the babies survive the abortion and were
later either actively or passively allowed to die?

3). Were any of the babies in the container born alive
but due to a handicap cither actively or passively
allowed to die."

Mrs. Brown also called on U.S. DHHS officials "to contact Los
Angeles County Supervisor Mike Antonovitch who we understand has
additional information on this case that has not bcen publically released,
including a computer printout listing the date of cach abortion and the
physician or clinic that performed the abortion for most if not all of the
babies found in the container.”

Mrs. Brown said, "This chamber of horrors situation requires a tho-
rough investigation by all relevant authoritics at the local, state and fed-
ral level. The full resources of all government agencies must be brought
to bear on this horrendous situation to insure that any violation of law,

rules or regulations are vigorously prosccuted.”
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20503

MEMORANDUM February 8, 1982
TO: Bob Pellicci

FROM: Mike McConnell ﬂ\ m

RE: DQJ Reports on Abortion Resolutions

This memo conveys my reactions to the proposed reports by the
Department of Justice concerning S.J. Res. 17 & 18, and S.J.
Res. 19. You have already received my reactions to the
report on S.J. Res. 110, in a memo dated November 18, 1981.

I have several concerns regarding the report on S.J. Res. 17 &
18, First, the report takes the position that Section 2 of the
proposed Constitutional Amendment would apply to both
government and private parties, and would therefore be redundant
of Section 1. The operative language of Section 2 is "no unborn
person shall be deprived of life by any person." For purposes
of many other laws (e.g., 42 U.S.C. §1983), the word "person"
has been held not to include states or the Federal Government.
(The word "person" does, however, cover agents of the states or
the Federal Government.) Assuming a parallel interpretation of
Section 2 of this Amendment, use of the word "person" could
introduce doubt as to whether abortion-related activity by state
or Federal Government is prohibited. It is not, therefore,
strictly true that Section 1 is superfluous, since Section 1
ensures that governmental actions are covered.

However, it is not certain that Section 1, as drafted, would
fully accomplish its intended purpose. Section 1 would, in
effect, prohibit the states or the Federal Government from
taking the life of an unborn child without due process of law.
Under judicial interpretations of "substantive due process," the
states and the Federal Govermment would be prohibited from
taking the life of an unborm child only if they could establish
no "compelling governmental interest" in doing so. Given the
looseness of the concept of "compelling governmental interests,"
and its susceptibility to judicial manipulation, Section 1 may
leave the elected branches considerable leeway to foster
aportions in at least some circumstances.,

Finally, the report contains two statements which are troubling
for reasons unrelated to the abortion controversy. First, the
report suggests that the prohibition of Section 2 would be
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"self-executing for purposes of civil remedies." Tnere is, of
course, substantial precedent existing for this view, in such
cases as Bivens v. Six Unknown Adgents and Davis v. Passman.
However, the contrary view — that the Congress has the
exclusive right to prescribe remedies for Constitutional wrongs
— would seamn more in accord with general Administration
principles on separation of powers. Second, the testimony
suggests that a guardian ad litem or other representative of the
unborn child could sue in court to prevent an abortion or to
collect danages for wrongful death. This statewent presupposes
that the litigant would have "standing" to sue. In the case of
the father or other close relative of the unborm child,
presumably there would be such standing. However, the statement
in the testimony could oe construed as endorsing the theory that
an anti-abortion organization or other unrealted varty might act
as "representative" of the child's interest, just as the Sierra
Club has presuned to act as representative of trees and
mountains in environmental cases. Given the Administration's
general position against expansions of the concept of standing,
this point in the testimony should be more precisely stated.

The proposed report on S.J. Res. 19 is quite helpful, in that it
points out ways in which the broad language of that Resolution
could produce results that are very probably contrary to the
intentions of the drafters. (The potential effect on capital
punishinent is a most telliny point.) I do not believe that the
report emphasizes strongly enough, however, that the proposed
Anendnent would not only expand the powers of the Congress in
areas heretofore reserved to the states (e.g., criminal homicide
laws), but would even more dramatically increase the powers of
the federal oourts.

A potential weakness in the testimony on S.J. Res. 19 is that it
disregards the drafters' apparent intention to prohibit
euthanasia and infanticide, as well as abortion. Although as
the testimony points out, the extension of the Amendment's
protections to persons after birth creates a variety of
difficulties, it also constitutes a major attractive feature to
the pro-life constituency. To many pro—lifers, infanticide and
euthanasia are issues nearly as critical as abortion itself.

The report would be more helpful if it could point the way
toward an amendment that would cover euthanasia and infanticide,
without leading to the untoward conseguences outlined in the
report.

As a general commnent on all three proposed reports, I question
the conspicuous lack of discussion of the larger legal questions
involved in the abortion issue. If the Administration is going
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to take a subtantive position in favor of one or more of these
proposed amendinents, or in favor of the Human Life Bill, it
would seem appropriate for the Justice Department to address
such issues as:

® Historical legal treatment of unborn children,
especially at the time of passage of the 14th Amendment;
® Implications of a narrow definition of "person," perhaps
discussing the parallel to the Dred Scott decision;

Constitutional—-jurisprudential reasons why the
protection of life (or potential life) by government, as
opposed to leaving such decisions to private individuals,
is consistent with this nation's liberal underpinnings;

Considerations relevant to deciding whether abortion
regulation should be State or a Federal concern;
® Implications of the argument that regulation or
prohibition of abortion is impermissible because of the
religious motivations of many of its proponents;

® legal and theoretical basis for distinctions based on
rape, incest, the life of the mother, the health of the
mother, or the deformity of the child.

Abortion is probably the most sensitive and controversial issue
of our day, and I do not presume to suggest how it should be
resolved by this Administration. I do suggest, however, that
the role of the Justice Department may be somewhat broader than
merely to provide technical guidance on probable interpretations
of suggested Constitutional amendments. The abortion
oontroversy is one of law, no less than morality. Any organized
state must decide which beings within its jurisdiction merit the
protection of the laws, and which do not; its decision on this
fundamental question is a stamp of its legal and Constitutional
character. I believe it would be a service for the Justice
Department to bring such wider considerations to bear on this
issue.
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February 20, 1982

President Ronald Reagan
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear President Reagan:

I write this letter in response to your request for cam-
paign funds for re-election of Republican Senators. Since the
request comes to us via the Republican Presidential Task Force,
chaired by Senator Robert Packwood, we could not possibly con-
tribute:

Senator Packwood's forceful and constant support of abortion
and the Planned Parenthood organization places him in direct con-
frontation with us and all that we work for. It also places him
in direct opposition to the Republican Party platform which you
have sworn to uphold.

Mr. President, I quote your words:

cial ... gifts beyond price...".

...all children are spe-

On January 22nd, the anniversary of the United States Supreme
Court decision legalizing abortion, Senator Packwood addressed a
regional Planned Parenthood conference in Portland, Oregon. He
attacked the Hatch Amendment as the greatest danger to our free-
doms in this century.

Planned Parenthood relentlessly promotes abortion. They also
promote human sexuality education for our children in schools.
Human sexuality education includes education on the reproductive
system, contraception, abortion, masturbation, various forms of
sexual intercourse and the pleasures and forms of homosexuality
and oral and anal sex. (Please see enclosed documentation.) And,
still, Senator Packwood supports Planned Parenthood!

Oregon's conservatives, Republicans and Democrats alike, are
sacrificing much of their personal lives. They sacrificed to work
in your campaign for the presidency. I, personally, campaigned
for you for months - until the day George Bush entered Oregon to
campaign for Packwood.

Senator Packwood hangs heavily on our shoulders. Your con-
tinued insensitivity in this matter is the last straw.

more..
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Even our supposedly pro-life Senator Mark Hatfield has let us
down. He sponsored S1771, the Global Resources, Environment,
and Population Act of 1981. Its language is so carefully cho-
sen, yvet vague, and its powers so broad, that it could be used
to force abortion, sterilization, euthanasia, movement of racial
groups, land use -~ anything! It would probably be supported
under the guise of controlling immigration.

In a recent television interview, Mr., President, Packwood
referred to you as "the poor devil”. And now, we see the Senator
and the President together, smiling and requesting funds!

We have problems here in Oregon. We are working on them -
and we are making progress.

Might not we reasonably expext reaffirmation of your support
on the moral issues, rather than appointment of our powerful foe
as your top aide in soliciting for party funds?

By naming Packwood chairman of the fundraising task force,
you have endangered, nationwide, the success of that tasK force.
All pro-lifers know who Senator Packwood is. Those groups Oppo-
sing Planned Parenthood's brand of sex ed soon will - I promise
you that:

With regrets,

:§;fﬁéf-{7@&mﬁi
Aloefo.
Shlrlez/CIOCk

345 SW 9th
Lake Oswego, Oregon
97034

SC:gta

Copies to:

Honorable Edwin Meese, III, Counselor to the President
Honorable James A. Baker, III, Chief of Staff, White House
Honorable Richard Schwieker, Chairman, Cabinet Council on Human R
Honorable Morton Blackwell, Special Assistant to the President
Senator Howard Baker, Majority Leader of the Senate

Senator Jesse Helms

Senator Jeremiah Denton

Senator Orrin Hatch

Mr. Howard Phillips, The Conservative Caucus

Mr. Cal Thomas, Moral Majority

Mr. Curt Young, Christian Action Council

Mrs. Judie Brown, American Life Lobby

Mr. Jay Van Andel, Chm. of the Board LS Chamber ~F lommere



