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COMMONWEAL February 12, 1982 

New York, N.Y. 
To the Edirors: As Commonweal re, 
cently argued with considerable passion 
and thoughtfulness, of all the issues in 
tbe political arena, abortion has been 
dealt with in the most inflexible way. 
Never mind that the vast majority of 
Americans have decidedly ambivalent 
views on abortion . Such ambivalence 
rarely gets expressed directly by politi
cians. If it gets expressed at all, it is by 
liberal Catholic politicians who say pi
ously that they are "personally" op
posed to abortion, but assen with equal 
piety that they feel bound to uphold "the 
law of the land" as expressed in the !'973 
Supreme Coun decision. 

In fact, the polls do show that ambiva
lence can be popular. Consider the most 
frequently asked abonion questions . 
Majorities are consistently against an 
outright ban on abortion, and strongly 
oppose a constitutional amendment to do 
that. Yet powerful majorities are ·also re
corded against Medicaid-funding for 
abortions for poor women . There is, it 
would seem, a consistent libenarian con
sensus on the issue: the government 
should neither prohibit nor encourage 
abortion. · 

Yet the polls show even more com
plexity than that. Truly overwhelming 
majorities believe that abortion should be 
allowee in the cases of rape or incest. Yet 
the closer one moves to questions such as 
whether abortion should be allowed for 
unmarried adults who do not want chil
dren, or for married mothers who desire 
no more children , the thinner the 
majorities get until they actually disap
pear. 

Perhaps the most powerful piece of 
evidence on the ambivalence of popular 
opinion on abortion came in an August, 
1980, survey for the New York Times and 
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CBS News. 'That survey asked a sample 
I , 769 Americans what they thought of a 
constitutional amendment to ban abor
tions. Predictably, they opposed such an 
amendment. by 62 percent to 29 percent. 
But the very same sample was asked 
whether it favored an amendment to 
"protect the life of the unborn child." 
Such an amendment was favored by SO to 
39 percent. Only 62 percent of the public 
took what the "pro-choice" and "pro-

. life" lobbies would regard as a "cansis
tent" view. In all, 26 percent of Ameri
cans were consistently "pro-life," while 
36 percent were consistently • 'pro
choice ." The plurality. 38. percent. were 
Jess than consistent, at least by the con
ventional views of consistency . 

A LL OF THIS might be seen as evidence 
that Commonweal's "middle 

ground" approach would have consider- . 
able popularity, especially among politi
cians. 

There is. however, another complica
tion , and that has to do with the differ
ence between public issues and voting 
issues . Abortion is quite clearly a mauer 
of broad public concern; but only a small 
percentage of the public actually votes 
for candidates primarily on the basis of 
that one issue. And the same New York 
Timd /CBS poll indicated why President 
Reagan's stand on abortion in the 1980 
election, wh"ich represented only a 
minority view, actually helped him at the 
polls. 

The poll offered respondents a list of 
issues and asked them to pick those that 
would help them decide how to vote. 
Among the consistent pro-lifers - those 
who favored both a constitutional 
amendment to ban abortions arid an 
~endment protecting 11nbom life - 34 
percent declared abortion a de!;isiwe vot-



ing issue. Among consistent pro
·choicers, only 18 percent assigned abor
tion ::;uch an essential electoral role. 
Among those who answered inconsis
tently on .:,c two amendment questions, 
15 percent said abortion was an impor
tant voting issue. 

Reduced to their essentials, these 
numbers show that consistent pro-lifers 
who vote on the abortion issue make up 
about 9 percent of the electorate; consis
tent pro-choicers who vote on the issue 
make up about 6.5 percent of the electo
rate. 

Different analysts have come to differ
ent conclusions as to the precise meas
urement of the electoral strength of the 
two constituencies. Richard Wirthlin, 
Mr. Reagan's pollster, concluded that 
the pro-life position was worth about four 
points to Mr. Reagan. But whatever the 
precise numbers. it is clear that (I) as far 
as direct electoral impact is concerned, 
the abortion issues is decisive with only a 
small minority, and (2) that minority is 
closely divided in its views - and just 
possibly more pro-life than pro-choice. 

Such findings have important implica
tions for those seeking a middle ground 
on abortion, but it is worth seeing just 
who these two minorities are. 

I N Commonweal's abortion issue, 
Peter Steinfels cited a variety of sur

vey findings suggesting that the fight 
over abortion is a conflict between two 
groups of liberals. Such a finding is ex
citing. if only because it flies in the face 
of so much conventional wisdom. 

The most important facts about these 
two constituencies, however, have to do 
with the way they differ. The fight over 
abortion is very much a class struggle, as 
Peter Skerry has pointed out. The pro-life 
constituency is poorer and less educated 
than the pro-choice cohstituency. The 
August 1980 Times /CBS poll, for 
example, found that 63 percent of college 
graduates were consistently pro-choice; 
onl )'. 12 percent of college graduates were 
consistently pro-life. Among those with 
less than high school education, on the 
other hand. 32 percent were consistently 
pro-life, 18 percent consistently pro
choice. Income patterns were much the 
same: the higher income groups were 

much more pro-choice. Blacks were 
more pro-life than whites, the very reli
gious Christians (Catholic and Protes
tant) were more pro-life. as were older 
Americans. 

None of these findings is surprising, 
but they lead to ao interestinf corollary: 
pr~lifers tended to be more liberal on 
economic i'ssues than pro-choicers, and 
just slightly more liberal on such ques
tions than the population as a whole. 
These issues included such matters as 
whether the government should create 
jobs for the unemployed and whether the 
government should control the price of 
gas and oil. 

These findings are not really surpris
ing, either. ·Low-income peopfe are al
most always more left on economics than 
higher income people. Pro-lifers are, as a 
group, low-income people. 

Yet on such "social" questions as the 
Equal Rights Amendment, pro-lifers 
were far more conservative than either 
pro-choicers or the general public. And 
pro-lifers were more likely to label them
selves "conservative." 

Perhaps the most interesting side
effect of all this came when those sur
veyed were asked their opinions of the 
leaders of two very different kinds of 
liberalism: John Anderson and Edward 

M. Kennedy. The consistent pro-choice 
constituency loved Anderson: 36 percent 
had a favorable view of him, 27 percent 
had an unfavorable view. Pro-choicen, 
who said they voted on the basis of the 
abortion issue were even more ardent: 44 
percent had a favorable view of Ander
son; only 29 percen·t had an unfavorable 
view. 

But the pro-choice constituency 
loathed Ted Kennedy: among consistent 
pro-choicers, 27 percent had a favorable 
view of Kennedy, 59 percent an unfavor
able view; pro-choicers who voted on the 
basis of abortion were even more anti
Kennedy. with 23 percent having a fa
vorable view, 60 percent an unfavorable. 

Consistent pro-lifers did not much like 
either man,' but they liked Kennedy 
more. Only 21 percent of consistent pro
lifers had a favorable view of Anderson, 

. 29 percent had an unfavorable view. 
Pro-lifers who cast ballots on the abor
tion issue held similar views of Ander
son: 21 percent favorable, 26 percent un
favorable. As for Kennedy, 30 percent of 
consistent pro-lifers had favorable 
views, 44 percent unfavorable views; 
pro-lifers who voted on the issue liked 
Kennedy a bit more; 34 percent had fa
vorable views of him, 42 percent unfa
vorable views. 



In short, abortion - and the related economic policies. Already, the 
social issues - have badly split the al- "neoliberals" are trimming their sails on 
ready n.:eling liberal coalition. Ander- economic and redistributive matters. 
son, the champion of social liberalism, Such a development may be inevitable. 
plays badly among many economic lib-
erals. Kennedy the hero of old-time eco-
nomic liberalism, doesn't make it with 
the social liberals. 

The data suggest that a middle ground 
on abortion might indeed have some 
popularity, and that liberals above all 
others should want to underplay the issue 
by way of ending the erosion of their 
working-class base. 

But for politicians, the data point to a 
very different lesson: the vast majority of 
voters, with ambivalent views on abor
tion, pray that they will never have to 
deal with the issue in their own lives.and 
generally prefer to avoid the issue in 
making political choices. What do politi
cians gain when they take a compromise 
stand that appeases a group on an issue 
that the group is not likely to care about at 
the polls anyway? After all, that same 
compromise is likely to offend greatly 
both minorities that feel strongly enough 
about abortion to use it as a litmus test for 
politicians . For the calculating politi
cian. the mathematics will vary from 
constituency to constituency, but it is 
usually likely to point clearly in one di
rection or the other. 

The fight over abortion is a battle be
tween classes and worldviews; between a 
primarily working-class group that sees 
its values under attack, and a middle- and 
upper-class group that sees itself fighting 
for freedom and enlightenment. 

For liberals, abortion has the potential 
of steadily chipping away at the 
working-class group that has tradi
tionally been the fountainhead for pro
gressive economic initiatives. Many lib
erals have cut their losses by picking up 
new support from the well-to-do who see 
themselves defending the values of their 
class, if not its economic interests. 

But this tum of events is full of dangers 
for those progressives who see the pri
mary purpose of politicians as involving 
the defense and expansion of the eco
nomic opportunities of the less well-off. 
Over time, a liberal alliance that leans 
more and more on the wealthy will 
necessarily become more timid in its 

But it must be disturbing to traditional 
economic liberals, no matter which side 
they take in the war between choice and 
life. E.J . DIONNE 
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·-1 - ABORTION -:-

Ronald Reagan believes that interrupting a pregnancy is the 

taking of a human life and can be justified only in self-defense-

that is, if the mother's own life is in danger. 

The.January 22, 1973 Supreme Court decision which overruled 

t he historic role of the states in legislating in areas concerning 

abortion took away virtually every protection previously accorded 

t~e unborn. Later decisions have intruded into the family structure 

t~rough their denial of parents' obligations and right to guide 

their minor children . 

Ronald Reagan supports enactment of a constitutional amendment 

to restore protection of the unborn child's right to life. 

In the meantime , Ronald Reagan opposes using federal tax 

monies to pay for abortions in cases where the life of the mother 

is in no danger . 
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101 PARK WASHINGTON CT 
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~ MORTUN ~LACKWELL 

'-

EXECUTIVE OFFICE SLOG 
WASHlNGTUN UC 20500 

COPY OF OHIGINAL MAILGRAM SENT TOI 

PRESIDENT RONALD REAGAN 
lfjHITE HOUSE 
~ASHINGTON DC 20500 

DEAR MR, PRESIDENT, 
JANUARY 22 MARKS NINTH ANNIVERSARY OF SUPREME COURT'S INFAMOUS 
ABORTION DECISIONS, 

- . . .. .. 
EACH YEAR OUR NATION WITNESSES 1,500,000 SACRlFIC~S OF INNOCENT, 
DEFENSELESS - HUMANS (SEE NEWS ~EEK, JANUARY 11) TO GODS OF "PRIVACY", 
YOU CAMPAIGNED ON PLATFORM PROMlSlNG, AS YOU ALSO PERSONALLY PROMISED, S 
UPPORT ~OR THE "RIGHT TO LI~E," . - -
THUS FAR, -YOUR ADMINISTRATION HAS DONE NOTHING SUBSTANTIVl TO FURTHER 
THAT RIGHT, - - - . 
AS CRITICAL 1982 ELECTIONS APPROACH, KEY PRO•LIFE AND PRO•FAMILY 
ELEM~NTS OF YOUR ~INNiNG COALITION GROW DISTRUSTFUL OF YOUR 
UNFULFICL~O PROMISES 10 THEM, " SOME NOW SAY THAT ~THEIR FIRST VOTES FOR 
A CONSEHVATIVE PRESIDENT AND CONGRESSMAN WAS THEIR LAST, 
NATIONAL PRO•LIFE PAC REQUESTS THAT YOUI . 
1, ENDORSt THE HATCH•ASHBROOK ~FlDERALIST AMENDMtNT CSJR110) AS YOU 
010 THE HUMAN LIFE BILL, AND URGE lTS PASSAGE IN SENATE •ND HOUSE 
T~IS YEAR. HATCH AMENDMENT HAS SUPPORT OF 90 PERCENT OF PRO•LIFE 
MOVEMENT I - • -

i~ ISSUE EXECUTIVE ORDER BANNING GOVERNMENT•PAlD ABORTIONS FOR 
MIL IT AHY ANO IN 'GOVERNMENT INSURANCE PROGRAMS, 
THESE ACTIONS WIL~ SU~StANTIACLY FORWARD YOUR CAMPAIGN PLEDGES, 
RE•ASSURE FIRST•TlME CO~SERVA1IVE VOTERS AND SP~EO PROTECTION OF 
INNOCENT L.lYES, - . . . - - -
YOU ARE - lN MY .PRAYERS, 

FATHER CHARLES FIORE, O,P./CHAIRMAN NATIONAL PRO•LIFE PAC 
101 PARR WASHINGTON CT - - . 
FALLS CHUHC~ VA 220~o -

1bl20 EST 

MGMCOMP 

TO REPLY BY MAILGRAM, SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR WESTERN UNION'S TOLL - FREE PHONE NUMBERS 



TO REPLY BY MAILGRAM PHONE WESTERN UNION ANY TIME DAY OR ~•IGHT 

FOR YOUR LOCAL NUMBER, SEE THE WHI IE PAGES 

OF YOUR TELEPHONE DIRECTORY 

OR 

DIAL (TOLL FREf)S00-257-2241 

(EXCEPT !1\1 NEW JERSEY &00-632-2271 I 

OR DIAL WESTERN UNION'S INFOMASTER SYSTEM DIRECTLY 

FROM TELEX 6161 FROM TWX 910 420 1212 
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For a Political Committee Other n,., en Au1hottled CofflMa111N 

(Summary Page) 

1. Name of Committee (in Full) 

Life Amendment Political Action 
Committee 

4. TYPE OF REPORT (check 1ppropri1te bout) 

(a) O April 15 Ouarterly Report 

O July 15 Quarterly Report 

Address (Number and Street) 

6 Library Court SE 

O October 15 Ouarterly Report 

0 January 31 Year End Report 

~ July 31 Mid Year Report (Non-election Year Only) 

City, State and ZIP Code 

Washington, D.C. 

O Monthly Report for _________ _ 

20003 O Twelfth day report preceding ______ _ 
(Type of Election) 

election on ___ _ in the State of ___ _ 
□ Check if address is different than previously reported. 

2. FEC Identification Number 

c l'l A /')'J::.. " 7 

O Thirtieth day report following the General_ Election 

on _ _ _ _ _ _ _.·n the State of ____ _ 

3. □ This committee qualified as a multlcandidate com• D Termination Report 

mittee during this Reporting Period on ______ _ (b) Is this Report an Amendment? 
(date) 

SUMMARY 

5. Covering Period /- /- £1 Through b -::h;, ..... / Y 
6. (a) Cash on Hand January 1, 19..£ . . . .. .... . ........ . .. .. . . 

(b) Cash on Hand at Beginning of Reporting Period .. • . ... ...• •• .. 

(cl Total Receipts (from Line 18) • •• • •••• • •••••••• . .•• • • • • • . 

(d) Subtotal (add lines 6(b) and 6(c) for Column A and 
lines 6(a) and 6(c) for Column Bl .•... . ... . · ...•.• .. ••..•. 

7. Total Disbursements (from Ll.ie 28) ••.. . •....... . • . .• . •• . ..•• 

8. Cash on Hand at Close of Reporting Period (subtract, line 7 from 6(d)) ... 

9. Debts and Obligations Owed TO the Committee . 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

(Itemize all on Schedule C or Schedule D) ... . . . . ...... •••• . . . $ 

10. Debts and Obligations Owed BY the Committee 
(Itemize all on Schedule Cor Schedule D) ... •.• .. . ....... . . .. $ 

I certify that I have examined this Report and to the best of my knowledge and belief 
It ia true, correct and complete. 

□ YES □ NO 

Column A 
This Period 

///.S-t/ so 
/ I Lt( J 1, 3 j 
//tf? 

Column B 
Calendar Year-to-Date 

$ ///~,Z/..S:-C 

$ i 1'(J•'J '10 , 1),f,,, ..... / 

~5,'~7,;, · (~ 

For further information, contact: 

Federal Election Commission 
Toll Free 800-424-9530 

· Local 202·523-4068 
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Date 
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Mr. Morton C, Blackwell 
Special Assistant 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Morton, 

March 8, 1982 

Thanks for the January 22, 1982, photos, I greatly 
appreciate them, 

The enclosed memo from Jim McFadden mentions your 
February 11, memo and I thought you should see same. 

Please give me a call before you do anything with 
it, as it is in house stuff as you can see, 

P,S. 
York 

·----
_ _:~er e 1 y , 

,, ,...- ""' 
JOH, P. CKEY, 
SP,ECIAL COUNSEL 

,,,/,/ 
This memo is even more eel in light of the New 
Times story today on 1 the blue collar vote. 



March 5 '82 

Jomu 

Attaced is the intro {!:! Hyde), a f"unny letter from a priest -- look at the Napoleon 

thing (marvellous) -- plus other current stuff. Going through the backlog, I o~ 

this week saw Morton Blackwell's Feb 11 memo. Wish I had seen it earlier. 

He's got us dead t o rights, S1r"-.111.r.1ah of the division is personalities/trivia 

etc. -- !. .!!. his French example, the right-to-liters would agree to llSe half' of each flag, 

then fall out again over whether it would be called the Fleurcolar or the Tri-de-lis. ? do we get !!R's people to look at it from his Yiewpo:lnt; -- what's good for biJa, 

political'.q? Maybe they do -- maybe Mr. It is doing exact]¥ what is oovio11s, i.e., telling . . 

anti-aborts they must get tl'eir act together before they can expect -- reasonably' -- any 

direct RR support on a given measure. Leawing aside whetha r or not ve actually !!.!2, 

direct WH 11interventiontt (with Jesse leading the cavalry, we may not. need more than benign 

neutrality), vha t does RR need? 

A fundamental fact of the Split is the bishops' apparat 'Which, after nine years of 

doing nothing ( exca:, t constantly- obstructing l1S) has D.aii tried to take over tre movement. 

This !:,!!!2-&ttempt began immediately after RR 1 s '80 victory. It represents, I say, an 

open attempt by these ultra-liberal RC 1s (who now evidently 5!.!! boss the bishops) to 

reverse "their" 1 80 defeats, ta win back from RR's winning coalition those "ethnic, bl11e

colc:r" voters Wirt.hlin said --~ -- won it tor hill. They know just as we do that 

abortion was ~ key -- certainly symbolic -- issue in tlllt vote-shift. I don't think 

they care a damn abo11t abortion, except to get rid of it, to get back to grapes, lettuce, 

El Salvador -- you ought to send B Father Sch.all's column, and while yo11' re at it Father 

Baker's on the USCC? The great iroJ31" is that RR himself~ care; be j1JSt oouldn't be 

saying all he says, over arxl over am at every opportunity, far mere political reasons • 

.A.eybody' who's !.!!!! him sayinp; it (as yo11 have,ane me on TV) knows that the abortion issoo 

has got hill too, ju.st like the rest or us. 



! 

Sadest of all, it !! good politics for him I say. You and I know two thingss a) 

that virtual:cy, the entire "activist" ele11entj of the anti-abar-t mcwement is pro-RR and 

anti-Hatch while at the same time b) Dems, or ve17 recent ex-Deu, in the 1111jarity. Gawd, 

inllgine AnDe O'Donnell giving the w'H people an earful: These are the people liho mke Henr, 

Hyde the only- congressman who can draw a full house anywhere in the cotmtrYJ who can mke 

Jesse a household name in Iowa or New Hampshire (no ether ~utherner can make thl t claim?) 

and who will whoop it up far RR anyti.11119, arcywbere, on anything, so long as he stays with 

'em on abortion. He may need that kind of thing again. He won't get it if he doesn't 

pick the activists' s:ide in this, if onJ.T because Hatch would kill the whole bloody move

ment -- I don't think we can survive that kind of crushing defeat, whereas we can lose 

on !El legislation am come right back. In defeat, everybcxiy, not least RR & Co., will 

lose plenty". Conversei,-, even a gu gloriollS try on Helms' "Unity" pitch will fire up 

everybody, etc am etc -- why am I telling you all thia, the frustration is, How do you 

tell the■? We can't bring all that RC crap ou:t into the open -- if we ~ have, we'd 

have knocked the bejabbers out or Hatch & Co long since. But it I s there, an:i it's true, 

nothin,: with the RC imprimatur will pass, it's already split us on RC..Prot lines {there 

too, you know, the Evangelicals are 1111d as hell at RR about schools, etc., but they'd 

stick with him if they got something on abortion). I do believe tmt we've forged one 

hellava political force on our "one issue, 11 am it I s principal political beneficiary 

to date has been RR himself. He can keep it tm t way, or toss it away. Sure, he's got 

problems with other parts of the coalition, but once again the P:! rmier sumbolic issue 

is abortions if he's perceived as still right on ~ one, he' 11 be perceived as still 

leading on fil of it, sticking to his principles, still keeping his promises, the lot. 

I believe all this, just as I believe in the One, HQJ.y, Catholic am Apostolic Church. 

I quit -- just started to write the coverillg note to tm mess attached, and, sitting 

here before aeyone else is here am looking a~ yesterday's EXTRA Lifeletter -- go:idaillllit 

the Helli& thing is e:xac);]J- what we reeded -- had to blow atf steam. But serious, how 

can ve get this kin:i of thing ac/ress to 11 them11 ? Maybe you shollld get 0 1 Donnell in? 



~u . <J(1 \Axt ~ 

~c [,\all ,~:It. 

Each year· on 22 'Jan·uary, the 
anniversary of the Supreme Cour't 
decision to dery equal protection 
of our laws to the unborn, an <¥=· 
tron undermining the whole fabric 
of our society, Nellie Grey ha~ · 
organized a solemn March for~ 
here in Washington. ·, 

This year, as! stood on Pennsyf_. 
vania Avenue to watch the largely 
Catholic groups walk by, I could 
not help but think that the cold, the 
Washington air and subway acci"
dents, were not the s'.ole explana=
tion of its relative smallness, even 
though perhaps 25,000 did partici-

Human Life March 
t defeat and "get on" to other 

eces 
'•When -t in a u a IS, 

recall the Pope on the Mall, brave
ly. intelligently spelling out the 
issues. He taught. What must he 
think about what politically has 
happened to his visions. He seems 
to be something of a political 
strategist himself. 

.-, 



.✓ 

February 28, 1982 

Mr. J.P. McFadden 
PO Box 574 

1n~uriu 1~eg inu 1~.~- ~hurch 

Murray Hill Station, N.Y. 10016 

Dear Mr. McFadden, 

Just read Buckley's column in the N.Y. Daily News 
of this date. I hadn't heard of Milwaukee's statement, 
but I am not surprised, just disappointed. 

Buckley is right on target and I agree with him 
100%, especially as regards the kudos for the Human Life 
Review. You know,what you had hoped to do with a 
periodical from the Committee of Catholic Laymen, 
you have accomplished, at least in this instance 
in the Human Life Review and in Lifeletter. 
Ironic, isn't it, that this should be so because the 
Bishops have boxed themselves so tightly in. 

I don't know if you ever heard the story of Napoleon d~---
and the church in Prance , It seems l':H'a b=«N,e.poleon got his 
act◊ f§bf'§ tog@ Clier Lu plot the final destruction of the Church 
in France -after.he had become emperor to attain complete 
sovereignty. When he explained this to his advisors 
one of them reportedly said, "But General, if the bishops 
and priests haven't destroyed it in 2000 years what makes 
you think you can do it'?" 

I'm not against the bishops. Don 1 t get me wrong on that. 
I just think that they,as anyone else,can make a mistake. 
And I think they are mistaken in their quixotic support 
of the Hatch Amendment and abandonment of the Human Life Bill. 

I'm sure that there are many other priests who support 
you on this issue. I'd just like to add mine. 

In Christ, 

Rev. Joseph A. Mirro 

\ 



A · journal just : for -the a~ortion ·c()ntroversy]l 
I HAVE ALWAYS feli sorry for bish~ips, because And so we learned that there was consid~rable committee (for Hatch) it should be said that no letters ~ 

their -station makes it very diffitult for them to anxiety expressed at that elosed meeting about from the chancery of Milwaukee are likely to frown: J j 
·speak in those polemical rhythms that.are usual- supporting .a constitutional amendment .that would -convincingly on the tone of the Human Life Review. ~~. ' 

·'"1y required in order to attr"ct attention or to reply to do , two things, 1) return to individual. states their .founded by Mc Fadden seven years ago, and the locus ;· , 4 

: criUcism with J>&YChic satisfaction. For this reason, I pre-1973 right to govern abortion laws; subject to, 2) - 1>f ci".ilii.ed philosophical, legal and po_lemical discus-· . • ·• , 
: · thi,nk ,Ulat wh~n no~-bi&h0P.S .write about _bishops, the overriding · power · of Congress to set national sion ._J>n_ .the ~~borticm · issue. 1 ls ·it a single-issue '\i .: 

· · non-bishops, Just to be . abortion policy. ~om~ b;lshops .as~ed Cardinal.Cooke publication? L1Sten (current issue-4t ts a quarterly) Y·. '· 
. .;; fair, should try to abide .of New .York. who headed tbe.£.ommittee that came .:... .w .1he incollij)arable ,Joseph Sobran on 1tngle tss~: -. 

"-/iJii .by the rules to which -out pro-Hatch; wouldn~t this amendment, Jf passed, · . "Abortion might be- callefi the single Issue about . •. 
'Xi%X: -bishops are bound. set up state shopping centers for abortion, much as which you mustn't be a single-issue -'Voter. Civil - . ~- · 

William F •. · 
Buckley Jr. 
. . 

.Now, it is not as wide- 1 .everyone used to go to Nevada for qoicky divorces? rights, ·1srael, foreign policy, nuclear energy, -entitle•. . 
ly known that as Lifelet~ Not, said Cooke, if ~ogress acted more restrictively ment pr~grams, whales-you ~n be downright J • 

ter 82's issue No. 2 re- than Nevada, because then there would be a federal obsessive about any of these, and nobody will say , 
ports, , 'the HLB-Hatch standard. . _ : . boo: . . · . . . , . 
split bas split the (anti-. . But if Congress is to be given the right to act, why "The pro-abortion side 'hasn't been what I w.»uld p 
abortion) movement, and , .not vote in favor of the "HLB"4he Human Life Bill call ingenuous. They specialir.e in footage· of babies ~ 
badly ... Tbat sentence ls -which would put Congress on record as declaring with splna bifida and other terrible birth defects, · 
only one in four pages of that, from conception, babies inherit the rights of the when in fact moa women or couples who decide to f 
tightly written journal- Fifth and 14th Amendments? ·Because, said Cooke, abort don't wait around to find out whether-the • 

Hatch "split." This news- . the Supreme Court's decision in Roe vs. Wade also into _the family; they just want to get rid of the , 
•. ism discussing the HLB- HLB ili· widely held to be unconstitutional. But isn't blessed non-event would have ·brought deformity l 

letter elicited from the .widely held to be uncohstitutionil? Not quite, really, thing." . · .. _; ~~ . · • _ .. ' 
· · ·chancery office of Su- because HLB may be something scholars would · , . , ·, · ~ ,, · 

·· perior, Wis., • letter deno\lncing it in ecclesiastical argue about, but it is a here-and-now means of iestlng THAT IS POWE_RFUL ,STUFFt and_ its innate f . _ _..,-
language, the kind of thing that transforms "go Jump_ the &\lthority of the Supreme Court . to answer. moral wit and ·analytical p"wer keep alive the 
ln 1be lake," into; "'we shall Geed prayerfully ·to plausibly questions raised by their antic-behavior ID 'abortion eontroversy. The courts, Congress, , 

, •· accept the grave burden ef doin8 without the support 19'13. Besides, although constitutional quibbling will the bishops, the moralists are going to continue to J • . 
of our brotber-in-CbrlsLf · ·;; ~.... .- ~ ;;, ~, always be with U5. HLB would do someth~g to sto_p have a -very hard time . • Thef should begin by - · 

• · • .,. . :·1 ~ '!. · : ' the fetal alaughter, and isn't this.to be preferred over. subscribing to the Human Life Review (150 E. 35th I . ~ 
But this issue tsn•t going to so away; We have now puncWio-acclamation by lawyers, which you"re nev- SL, New York, N.Y. 10016). The journal has the 

· a ·don't know who snitched them, or gav.e them out.) er going to get anyway? , • " ,:. manners of a biahop and the tongue of H.L. Mencken, 
tbe minutes o'f the bishops' meeting in Washington It may embarrass my old friend and eolleque (in and If ,ou didn't bow . the two could fuse, it's · 

-i last N.ovember, after which the .Natio~ CounCU.of _- .ID -unrelated ~terprise) ;James P. McFa!Sd~ ... but · beca,use yo~ have deprived you~lf qf_ f~ty ' 
• ~ ~rbop~ p~bllcly .IU~PI!~ -~e ll~tch amen~e~t. c .... •~~ Ju;~_,.~n_ aln,gl~ 9~l \>Y µie bts~9ps"~~~ ~ ~ " tb

7
is ~ka~le journal. • • : ; ~ ~. , ~ • 

1 1t1o '••·•-C'--:er• --,-~~-~~----- - •••- , - --•~-• -- •--• • • -• •• • • -- Lllii • -,~· S J ~ J h-- .1_·., . ... It _ "' ' --:-w.&&.l.4..&M&WLJU-.@.:.Si~\AU&A U .S -Q ... ._..._ ,--.L _,_., . J. . iltltdl!littftLPU£iil.· ~~---·~- ··: ; ◄-
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Tail · Wagging .. Jlle. Dog)~-
. . ~ ~ ~i~~i ' ... ti&i . 

By i-/i KENNETH iiKi:R!J'~ 'i\-;.~j~ 
._ ~ . • • . r... • ~,.:. :•:-.1;·:,t,~~ . ~ 

.,~ "" ,f •• ,_._. ''.,\' .. I' .•. m : ,\._J ·.;-· ni -? c, tn. ~ ~ ,..,.. 
_The u~Jtea · SMes :fa~ptic'. Conrerence fuch i.t _t§. toiagy 1_ndepen3enf., ~(~~!!J-Io!y See r 

(USCC,"nas 'lobb1eb' for ihe:J>anama Canal and is (rNiulaf d ~sole1y~y .Kmerican,..1aw, 'A ..., 
treaty!;.tr.,;X:i:f ~ •=-:tnf 'ift1t£gainsnhe¥a pti>£ffj{r ~6l&Wibld~e"ttiit~~~fse{l~ 
-~eagair,tiP4B;r;:~-:,~~-c . Kell~~ up fcf\je 1~ .?P~~Jfi!~~ !~~~~1d.~;8ff,i;i~~~ 
gen~ra]~cret,afy,offh';lJ.S 1¥rote a lei~.. ~~het ~ .-'fi~ ~ _simffaf organ~atfo¾ l 

)o .u.s. ':senators urging tber&cto~vote 'agai;;,. Since it~,,. 'civil agencyt' it''does)1o~xist_.. . 
-the R~gan bu°dget-:. and Jar· the alte,mati·ve J>j,5an~~1~ right. Th.erefore the« US~~ has 

9 .I~emocrafic budget~ l,hav~'f?een irritated ~y no canopical jurisdict10n o".~r ~ath~\~cs !n-~h~ ~ 
many of the actions ol;the USCC Ior .a 1~ ~United 'States. ··Rome recognizes only the • 

~11nfe/buf this is ·gtiiig 1gpl ar~r c; · ~ Nafibi1-· C'brifetenc~ b1 •·Catholic"13ishops, : 
~): fn pri_ncip!e ! thi4J,c i.t it ~t.~n~ ~9rjferic~,9~ ~~(~CG~ ,;J ~l!"lr~irt-_l organ}.~~o~:; ~nich I °t 

nieddle in partisan .politics + which is power - - · establis eel .ffiei~'I TSCC as :its.: sotia1 ~ction ,. 
! •· .. ,. h" , ~-- - -t-1 ,~~ ~~ r.ifJ;.•1, K.J~t« utJ•""" ~ 

pohucs, In Apnl, ,197~ on ¼t 1s · page I com:;., agen_cy.~ r :,~ ~,: ~ll{ IL ~?!JY 
plained about the increasing , political in~ tr It seen,1s,1to me Jhat the '(JSC(;. 1s .a;,<:lassic ~' • 
volvement oI Church lfadership. · It, t,oaedll~ example of .Jiure!ucracy run .wild," of.the _tail 
for theTuture~o't th\ Church and w"liat"I said waggingtne'.'-06'g.1tstrieptpolitical m'eddling is:, 

i i~J~ y~)"g~ 1~e,i_# _ ui9fe ~1$-~~j, than it • "'1a·· sca~dal ~?~~e~!~1~~fti~ -~-?~.Jn-~i~~ r~~!cule 
was then.._;;((,,.~tfftf--} ~~;&. 'fl-7 .... 111,." from' others_. _I know 'f9r: a factf fi::qm,-w~at I " 

The USCC ·.~...a- . ~~civ.il agency" of the . have li'eaHI 'with my_-6_iv1i' ear$ 1lro'1k b1£icials 
C-atholic Bishopsof;the U.S . .(bylaws, arf. II): both in Congress ~din other departments of 
Its purposesmclua~ t0''0 'rnryion all-Catholic' government;1-·that the USCC does not com
activities" ~ 10". the· 1u.s; :•to,..oigw!ze ~nd ~ mand respect, to put tbe ·matter politely. It 
cond~ctr.e~gioils,;c)ari!~~le, ~~

0
se><_;i"al w?rk, ,see~l to~~e-that the J?Olitical s~herp~i,~f our ' ~ 

at home and ·a~road,' \,.avd -~rto_ <:11:re f~r 11~ - d~nc:~.,.°P,ureauqats. m Wash!ngton repd~rs 
migrants." The b~!aws say nothing apout the true witness 9£ the Church to its faith in 
lob_b!~g -Congress, 01\,..suppoi:ting po!itical the ~rucified an_d ~esurrected. Lor~ incre.dible. 
part1es,.1.._ ' r !. tr IJ~. ~*·,J-cr•, ~,•$ , .i ., '.lrver_y Catholic m the U .S:,s taxed :l O cents 

"Christ did not bequeath to the Cliilch-i . per yearta s6°pport the ·USCC-;. that cotaes to 
mission 'in" th~ p~litica_l, economic·, or· s~cial about· $5 'mhlion annually. Ai -presenf the -
order; 't1i~ purpose., He assigned to it was a USCC'·giv·es the impression of being the 
r,eli8i~us one " (Vatjcan n.;:.<;f.iut.c_h jn .· the . C,.ath9yc arm''~f the Deinocratie _Pai-ti, Th~ _ 
Modern World, OP.• 42). ~av~ the officials of -~ means-~hat {:ath9lic;_ Republicans, through the x 
the USC~ alr'eady:forgotten ·that? Would that . subsidy their Bishops pay each year to s~pport ,Tl 

~ th~b~~sc-rv.:?u~1l~h~~ah'te :l~l~/thhe:r;ligi~~ ... ,thebl?a~oringthac~iyitili~t. ofilthe u~~· arle in factct_ • .! 
~ pru . 1emsi;uc~g c{!C:-~ .• ~ ~ •~-:1'".~ ,. _e _pas~1ve .. ~ .' su s~. 1~~g ~r .P~ 1ca _oppos1t1~n. ~JISJ>e ·~1 :-

loss of faith amon.8_parents and diddien, and ·:. that'·most Catbohcs, both D~ocrats ana t I 
l ' leave thp socia1; ·~0!)9mJc~ -a~i:I p~~iti~al tasks . Republicans, once alerted.to what is going"on, ·• 1 

fr'.~ to_ those respqn!ible foi:_, theqi, ~~ely, the ~?;~l~object: · : , ~ 
J. la~y. ~ ... ~ .. ;;~·)-; · t-~--~~ "''-:-- '.f .r:I~ 'i" • •• {. ,t: tv t 
~ Accor~ing· to itsjstatutes;': the USCC)s a J :~ ) Rq,rinYet from the Septeniber ,;i; 1981 l 

· . pur~ly s~~I~,.i:_n~nfr~~t ~rpor~~ion. As.' 'Ho,_mi~ticj._[!.~ Pastoral Review.). ' F 
··- • ¼ ~· .A-. "l, T.• ~t" ... 1,-1 .. ; - . • ~, 

- ~- ,-..:-.~--~-ii~~ ~ ·.C· ~;··~~,~~~·~ ~ «-. ~ 
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Exccuti ve Director , Na tion~l Com..1i t h.,t:? 
for a H~~an Life A.~enG..;~ent 

"700 Club" head of the lar,Jest C~:·isti.,:1 
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SCHEDULE PROPOSAL 

TO: 

F R0:--1 : 

REQUEST : 

PUR?OSE: 

BACKGROliND : 

PREVIOUS 
PARTICIPATION: 

DATE: 

THE WHITE HOUS E 

WASHl"JGTON 

January 12, 1981 

GREGORY J. NEWELL~ DIRECTOR 
PRESIDENTIAL APPOINTMENTS AND SCHEDULING 

ELIZABETH H. DOLE 

President to meet in the White House with leadership 
of major pro-life organizations and to address , by 
loudspeaker, the large March for Life rally jn the 
Elipse. 

To show the President's continued support for the 
pro-life cause 

This march takes place annually Jnd draws ~bout one 
hundred t~ousand grassroots supporters of the President 
to Kashington on behalf of legislation in support of 
hu~an life. All major pro-life organization leaders 
have requested some form of Presidential involvement 
on January 22, 1982. All groups support the March for 
Life, despite their di vision on legal r...:n,,_,dies. 

In 1981, the day after inauguration, the President 
met with selected leaders of the pro-life movement 
in the Oval Office. Miss Nellie Gray org~nizer of 
the March for Life, did not accept the invitation 
to the 1981 meeting and will do likewise in 1982. 

January 22, 1981 DURATION: 15 1'-~inutes 

PARTICIPA~TS: See attached list 

OUTLI~E OF EVENT: The President will briefly discuss pro-life activity 
with these leaders, and then make remarks . by loudspeak0r 
to the crowd gathered in the Elipse for the annual 
~arch for Life. The remarks should be sc~eduled for 
12:30 to coincide with the main rally of the group on 
the Eli::;:,se. 

~EM ... ;RKS ;.:E.QUIKBD: Talking points and Remarks -- att;::ched 

:1EDI A co-..·:: ~~GE : :,~i te House Fhotographers 
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1. The Helms-Dornan "Unity" Arnendr.,cnt . It would 
make abortion illegal and require, in a difficult 
pregnancy, an atten~t to save the life of both 
the mother and the baby . 

2. The Human Life Bill, sponsored by Senator Hel:r.is . 
It would declare an unborn child a person from 
the rnorncnt of conception and afford the unborn 
child the full rights of due process under the 
14th amendment. 

3 . The Hatch k:-iendment . It would reestablish the 
situation prior to the Roe v. Wade U.S. Supreme
Court decision. It ~ould give Congress and the 
states the right to restrict or prohibit abortions. 

!jost of the pro-life leaders now support the Hatch Amendment. 
This includes the U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops. 

Op?onents of the !latch Amendment, including Nellie Gray and 
John Mackey, argue that the proposal is a trap designed to 
take the heat off of pro-9bortion le9islators. They argue that 
the Hatch F-..1,·,enc}i~1.:>nt is so \-.'cak that vulnerable pro-abortion 
legislators, s11ch as Senator Moynihan, will vote for it and 
get "absolution" thereafter on the issue . 

iioreover , opponents of the Hatch Amendmen t .3rgue,there is no 
hope that the rL.,(1uired two thirds vote in both houses can be 
obtained. Thus, they say, we will to some c~tent get rid of the 
issue without getting rid of_ ·ab~rtions. They point out that 
the Bishops Confcre~ce is still in shock over the loss of liberal 
Democrats who fell in 1980 and who were the liberal bishops ' 
allies on virtually every issue except abortions. 

In sum, opponents of the Utah senator's amendment say that it is 
an "esca?e hatch" from the abortion issue for liberal sencJtors 
and congressrr,en. 

I 



Sl'GGES'i'i:::D 'rALKING POI:~TS FOR MEE'I'ING \-;ITH 
PRO-LIFE LEADERSHIP PRIOR TO }~RCH FOR LIFE , 198 2 

I know that many politicians would like to get rid of the 

abortion issue . I believe that you leaders agree with me 

that our priority must be to get rid of the practice of 

millions of abortions in our country . 

Almost every one of you has advised me and my staff not to 

take sides now in the controversy over which pro-life 

vehicle should take precedence in the Congress . I agree 

with this advice you have given me . 

I strongly believe that pro-life leaders must end the 

discouraging practi6e of public criticism of each other. 

The "eleventh comrnandment" has served the Republican party 

well. This could serve as a model for the pro-life 

movement: "Thou shalt not speak ill of fellow pro-life 

activists . " I urge you to confine differences to issues 

and avoid the practice of -personal attacks. 

I urge you to work to achieve unity . You know I am 

cor:·.:nitted to sign effective pro-life legislation if it 

co~es to my desk . If you achieve reasonable unity ~ehind 
. . 

a const~tutic~al amendrncnt1which of course docs not require 

my sis:1a':u!.·e, I will be happy to h·ork with you to win the 

rec;u:i r0c vet c in Congress to submit an ~r:·.end::·.12nt to the 

stat0s ~or r~tification . I 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

JanuQry 21, 1982 

MEETING h7ITH PRO-LIFE J.E,\DERSHIP 

DATE: 
LOC.:-\'i'ION: 
TIME: 

FROM: 

January 22, 1982 
Cabinet l\oom 
10:45 l\ . .M. 

Elizabeth H. Dole 

I. PURPOSE 

To show the P .ce s .i. dent's continued ~~upport for tl12 pro-1 i fc cau ::;e. 

II. RAC~GHOUND -- ~A~CH FOR LIFE 

III. 

This march takes place annually a.i1<1 c1r,l\vS about one hundrL'd 
thousand grassroots supporters of the Prcsiclcnt to \,1ashinL_Jton on 
Lchalf of legislation in support of hu~2n life. All n:ajor pro
life organization leaders have rc-llllt"'s1-cd sorne form of Prc~;iJcntial 
in vol vei:,cnt on January 22nd. All q rc,ups support tl1c 1-ia rch for 
Life, despite their division on lcc.F1l remedies. Almost c\·cry 
national pro-life leadership has specifically suggested tl1at the 
President not endorse any of the p1·oposed Congressional 
initiatives against a!Jortion. Tlh'Y all .:-t<Jrce it w0 uld be 
appropriate for the President to cc• ~mscl this c_;athcring of ~)ro-
li fe leaders to \,·ork for greater h-1. n:10ny among thcm:3cl v,'s .:::1d 
to confine their differences to i~<;ucs rather than pcrson.::litics. 

PARTICIPANTS 

See attached list 

IV: PRESS PLAN 

White House press corps photo oppo1·luni ty 

V: SEQUENCE OF EVENTS - - --

10:45 A.M. 

10: .~ 9 l\.. J\l. 

10:51 A. r,1. 

11:00 A.M. 

Pre sident arrives in c~~inet Room and circles ~2blc 
greeting his guests. 
h'hi te House press cor J ':: l '~,ot o opportun i_ Ly. 
Pres:i.c:.cnt rn;,kes brief : ,,: .. _-,d:s ,3nd n,spu,1c:s to -~-1 c ~;t:i.ons 
c1.nd connents. 
President departs. 



REOUE:ST FOR APPOINTMr::NTS-

To: Otfice,-in-charge 

/~ppc,intmen,s Center 

:,o::-,m OGO, OEOB 

Pi case ,-cimi1 the following appointments on __ J=-=a'-'n-=--u=--a"-'r"-..!-v_::.2-=2'------------, 19 8 2 

f.:Jr ___ _lli)_rton C. Blac}:;.weU~ ________ of Office of Public Li a~son 
(t,;;..t-~E: OF Pi.:'R!.ON TO DI: \/1S1TC:D) (AGC::NCY) 

✓--· 

3ECKETT, ,John D. 
B?.Oi·m, Judie v,,,-
3ROiYN, Paul ,/ 

.,,,...,,,.,--COCCIOLONE, Denise v/ 

FAL\·rnLL, Jerry ✓ ,. 
___ FAUCHER, Sandra .,,,,/ 

FIORE, Charles v ' 

,,,/ ' GE!-E•1A' Peter V . 
,·...,.--- GARTON, Viola / 

"ORAN D . ./ .H _ , ennis ,,,.,,,,,, 
JEFFERSON, Mildred ✓ 

. M .. Zl,CKEY, John ✓ 
MC1'.TEER, Ed .,/ 

, - OHLHOFF, Ernest ✓ 
ROSENBLUM, Victor/ 

,,,,-1-vILKE, Jack ✓ 
-~~~--:-WILLIJ,.MS, Geline ,,/ 

. ~ YOUNG, Curtis/ 
GRAY, Nellie v/ 

DEVINE, Donald 
SCHWEICKER, RICHARD 
S\·lOAP, Dav id 

LiEETlf\lG LOCATION 

2 .: ,-- ,,, r~ 8 ____ Cabin<:: t KCIOm ____ _ 

b(.6) 

4/14/37 
SECRET A.RY, HEALTH AND HUM.AN SERVICES 

8/12/37 

Requesteci by )•'.Orton C. Bl ackwel._;:l::...._ __ 

Da11: of req u ~',: __ ...c:J:...acc...,_;-ic..,:...1:.:c.a..::r:....\.:....'_c:2:..=l...c,_=1~9_8=-=2 __ _ 

L'r < ITED Sl;..TLS SECRC:T S£~\1 I C C: ~ 5 ~ :c-J-: (c·~ •-:a) 



BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
PRESIDENT 
NELLIE J. GRAY 
Di■trict of Columbia 
202-547-6721 
V .P .. ADMINISTRATION 
VAL STASIK 

rA1!:1t,254 
~t' g:;::JIONS 
Delawan, 
302-475-6157 
SECRETARY-TREASURER 
MARY ff . FINNERTY 

rt,~-0834 
PORTER B. DOUGAL 

~tJ;~J,u 
LEW GARDNER 
NewYoli< 
516-588-6546 
ROGER Kl!RGARA VAT 
Connecticut 
203-268-6879 
KA THY McENTEE 

~~~r~97 
JOHNMAWN 
New York 
516-SSS.0168 
MICHAEL SCHWARlZ 
Wisconsin 
414-871-1863 
CHARLES J. WILLIAMSON 
New York 
516-221-4095 

GERRY J. WOODS, E■q . 

~~r.~~~ 

c3vfarch forLife 

Mr. Morton C. Blackwell 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 20500 

Dear Morton, 

P. 0. BOX 2950 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20013 
PHONE 202/LIFE-377 

March 3, 1982 

Thank you very much for arranging the prolife meeting 
with the President on January 22, 1982. It was good to have 
this opportunity to exchange comments, and I am looking forward 
to even more in-depth working -meetings within the near future. 

Thank you also for senqing the photos of our meeting 
with the President. I am -extremely .delighted that you captured 
those moments on film, because they were of such short duration. 
You see, the very next ·day, I found myself alone, with all of 
the volunteers at meetings and working· on other assignments. 
The phones were ringing, and I was trying to get to a meeting, 
myself. However, the snow blocked the walks and I couldn't get 
my car out of the drive. 

After many shovels of heavy snow which stubbornly clung 
to the pavement; I began laughing through my huffing and puffing 
one day delivering roses to the President and chatting in the 
Cabinet room; the next day it's all-American back to the chores. 

Thus, I thank _you ,_very much for the -photos. They are a 
fine reminder of fleeting_ and good moments. I shall share them 
with our Board of ··Directors and other grass roots prolifers. 
Let's continue to work together as much as possible on this 
important prolife issue. 

I 

Many good wishes for your important work. · 

in· Life, 

Miss ·Nellie J. Gray 
President 

THE PURPOSES OF THE MARCH FOR LIFE ARE EMBODIED IN THE "LIFE PRINCIPLES." 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

February 11, 1982 

TO: Attendees, January 22, Cabinet Room Meeting 

FROM: Morton C. Blackwell ~ 
RE: Followup on March for Life Day 

I thought you would like to have a copy, attached, of 
President Reagan's statement which Secretary Schweiker 
read to the March for Life rally in the Elipse. 

Thank you for taking time on that busy day to attend 
our White House briefing. The President enjoyed the 
meeting and has repeatedly said so. 

The entirely constructive tenor of the meeting demonstra
ted the unity of purpose of the pro-life movement. 

Various news reports put too much emphasis on divisions 
in the movement. There are differences of opinion on 
pending remedies, and, occasionally, some leaders have 
expressed impatience with others. But I believe the 
movement has attained political maturity needed to act 
together at appropriate times. 

You might find interesting the following, somewhat 
analogous situation in French history. 

In 1870, following his defeat in the Franco-Prussian 
War, Empero~ . Napoleon III was overturned. In 1871 
a new French National Assembly was elected. A major 
question to be decided was what form of government 
the country would have. There was strong sentiment 
to restore the Bourbon monarchy. The monarchists elec
ted more than 400 to the new National Assembly, the 
republicans only 200 and the Bonapartists only a hand
ful. 

It seemed inevitable that the monarchy would be restored. 

There was, however, one big problem. The monarchists 
were split. One faction were "legitimists" who wanted 
to crown as king the Bourbon pretender, the comte de 
Chambord, who was old and childless. The other faction 
were "Orleanist" monarchists, who supported their pre
tender, comte de Paris, of the younger Bourbon line. A 
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deadlock ensued. 

By 1873, a compromise was strongly advanced. Under this 
proposal, the legitimist comte de Chambord would be crowned 
king, and his heir would be the Orleanist comte de Paris. 
Thus the purposes of both factions would be accomplished. 
Combined, they had the votes to win. 

Old Chambord was willing to accept this arrangement, but 
he set a condition which outraged the Orleanists. He 
absolutely insisted on restoring the old Bourbon flag, a 
white field with gold fleur-de-lis. 

Napoleon III had used the revolutionary French red-white
and-blue tricolor as the official flag of France. The 
Orleanists themselves had adopted the tricolor when they 
took over the French monarchy from the older Bourbon line 
(1830-1848). The comte de Paris and his Orleanists adamantly 
refused to accept the flag with fleur-de-lis in the 1870's. 

The two monarchist factions hacked away at each other and 
failed to resolve this impasse. Bit by bit they lost 
National Assembly elections to republicans. A new consti
tution was drafted, and the label "republic'' was approved by 
a single-vote margin. The chance of restoring their 
monarchy was lost, probably for all time. 

Although the issues which sometimes separate pro-life 
leaders are more substantial than the design of a flag, 
the lesson is clear. Let us be sure our pro-life movement 
acts more wisely than did the French monarchists. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

January 21, 19S2 

L i s t o f Pa rt i c i p an t s F o r Pro - L i f e Le a cl c r sh i p i': c c t in g 
Cabinet Room 1/22/82 

John D. lkckett 

Juclie Brown 

Paul A. Broh'n 

ilrs. J:,,nise Cocciolone 

Mrs. S:rnclra Faucher 

Rev. Charles Fiore, O.P. 

Jean Garton 

Pct er Gemmel, Jr. 

Miss ~'el 1 ie Gray 

Denis lloran 

Dr. 1,ii1dred Jefferson 

John ~bckey 

Ed l'-lc.-\teer 

Ernest Ohlhoff 

Prof. \' i ct or Ros en b 1 um 

1,Jrs. Cc1 inc h'il1 i;:irns 

Rev. Curt.is. Young 

10 A.M. 

PresiJent, Intercessors for ~nerica 

Arn c r i can Li f e Lobby , Inc . 

Life Amcndme:nt PAC 

Birthright 

The ~loral Mc1jority 

Director, National Right to Ufe PAC 

President, Catholics for :1 l,lorc1l ,\mcrica 

Lutherans for Life 

Exec u t i v e Di r e c to r , >: a t i o 11 a 1 P r o - L i f e P :\ C 

President, i'larch for Life Committee 

Chairman, Americ1ns llnitc,1 for Life 

President, Right to Life Crusade 

Special Counsel,Ad Hoc Cornmittee 111 

Defense of Life 

President, The Religious Roundt:,h1e 

Executive Director, \ational Cornmittl'c 
for a Human Life A;.,:2:1cii:1e11t 

A;:1cri cans Cni ted for Li f c 

r r cs i. d l" n t , :--; ~1 t i c, ;1 .1 1 :~ i g ht to Li f c 
Co':, n :i t t e e 

Chai nn.:rn, :\ :1 t i o n .1 1 ~ 1 ~, h t 1 0 Li f c ~-
Executive lhrcctclr, Chri~t i;rn .1\,-1 i(1n 
Cc :!J'i i t t cc 



Sll<.~GES'l'r:D 'i'!1LiUNG POH.JTS FOR MELTING ~HTH 
Vi~O-LIFE LEADErn~H IP 

I v:ant to cor:·~ i1cnc1 you for tlie progrc~~s that ho.s been made in 1981 

to protect tl1c most defenseless in our society -- the unborn child. 

I l1ave rco.d ~he mo.ny reports of the differences in opinion on how to 

best end .:ibortion on dcm2nd in An1erica. In spite of this division, 

hO\vever, you should not lose sight of the f.,1ct that through your 

efforts thc: rc bets bct.:n, for the first tirne, co;-:1pr0hensivc h..:•,::uin10s 

in Congress un the <1ucstion of 2borl ion. This in itself is a ;;,,1jor 

victory. 

I do not :i ni:c-·nd to t.c1ke sides in the current controversy over \,·J1id1 

alternative the right-to-life co:-~,nmnity should embrace. 

hope, ho~cvcr, that people o.s dedicated to the same cause as yo11r-

selves will not give co;nfort to your oppor.ents by failing to unj te 

on a proposal or a comproi:iise pl·opos0.l so that we can stop the 

present national trasody. 

It is imperative that in addition to your legislative activities, 

you do everything you can to educate the ,'.l;1erican people on tI"i~ 

abortion question. I am convinced the great majority of our citi:cns 

will support your cause if tl'.ey are .:1w~re of the facts. 

you saw the recent KC\•::,\•:~ek issue tb:1 t devoted its cover s Lory ~ o 

new rescc1rch 011 the unborn. 

at three or four \-:eeks, that the unu~)rn child r11ovcs at si:---: \,.L'c'·-~,; 

c-:nd thut tl , ,~ fcL:s \•:ill sue:~ ~is th,,:!b at cisht hC cks . I ch.:2>,· :·.•.:•:! 

o]d fetus ;,J1l1 tc-11 rn1....., tl ::1t \•:ea.re 110t c1caJing with hum.::rn Life::-. I 

h,:n:e S t 2 t C ci r .. :, l l y . ] ' . 1:nc __ t: .. -: i 1·1-=1 l l, i ~; . . ' . 
.. '- ,. I 
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TI I E \\ 111 1 E l!Ol-SE 

\\:\~j[J,1,; l':'\ 

SECRETARY HICHARD SCli\vEIKER HHS 

B.A. Penn State Phi Beta Kappa 

1944-46 - served in Navy 

1950 - 60 - business experience 

1961-69 

1969 - 81 

served o.s Pr~sident of nation ' s largest ccrcmic tile 
r.; L;n u f ,1 c Lu :re r 

13th ?l\ ccrvcd ~s Congrcssrn~n 

U. S. Scn~tor from PA 

Th:1s , 20 yc :1 rs Con0ressional cx:2c.:.·cicnce i!1 f~c:cral health and welfare 
policy background 

Ot..her primary lcgisative conccr~s in the hc~]th field 
ha1 ting fcc10ro.l SUl")port for 2bort i c,ns 



\1F \!( 1R. .\:\'lll "\I 

TllE \\"lllTE l!Ol.~E 

DR. DON DEVINE Director, Office of Personnel Management 

He hc1s combined c1 di stingushe d aci:ldemic ca:r-cer h'i th active 
public service. 

During transition tir.1e, he \•;as the transition l<:c1rn leader 
for OPM and rel~tcd f e deral personnel ag e ncies. 

Prior to t}Li. s, !,e was assoc i o. t e professor of g o vernment 
and politics ut the linivcrsi ·i:.y of Maryland. 

He also \\'OrLcd on the Hill \\1 i th Congrcs s r;10n ,"\ r;; hlJrook and 
Phil Crane 

He ran for Co:-::ptroller in n 3 ryland. 

He is the author of boo ks on politics 
most famous one Docs Freedom Work? 
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THE \\l!ITE lit!\ SE 

DAVE SWOAP - Under Secretary of HHS 

He was sworn in as Under Secretary of HHS on ~arch 23, 1981 

He is a 16 year veteran of state and federal 0overnrnent service 

lie served as Legislative Director with Scn~t0r Armstrong 

He was a professional staff on the S2nate Connittee on Finance 
Prior to that he was Senior Research Associate with the Republican 
Study Co~nittee, House of Representatives. 

3cfore comin9 to ~\°ashi.ngt.on he v,;as Director of the California 
State Dcpart~ent of Benefit Pay~cnts and Dirl'Ctor of the California 
State Dcpart:11ent of Social h'elfare under Govc-rnor Reagan. 
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TllE \\ Ill IT I!Ol SE 

\\ \ ·· 1,1-.,,. 11>:--

~-:EE'I'ING \HTH lJi\0-LIFE LEADERS!lIP 
C.i'...BIUET ROOM 

Jc1nuury 22, 1982 
10 A.M. - 11 A.M. 

:1orton Black~cll, Special As~jstant to the President, 
Office of rublic Liaison 

will chair the ;11 Geting. 

J.0:05 A.M. Don Dcvi:1e, D'i1·ector, Office of Personnel :-1anag ,·,11cnt 

j_ 0: 20 A.M. 

l0:30 A.M. 

l0:45 /.'l.. M. 

'?he fol lowing s t..af f people h2vc been inv i tcd to at tend: 

.:-.nn Higgins 
:-:ary Gall 
Sill Gribben 
Rich \vi J l i21:,son 
?.::.ul Russo 
GcJ.ry Bauer 
~en Cribb 
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STA'l'E!-1ENT 1982 I'-1!-,RCH FOR LIFE 

I am honored to welcome the 1982 ~arch for Life to Wushington. 

I ·,vant to cor.:r;-1.-:;nd you for your efforts to see the fun,~-:i., .~cnta l right to 

life and dignity restored to the most defenseless ;,1(1;.;)t'r of our 

hu:'.ian family - the unborn child. Your steadfast ~~Jication to this 

::.~olc·,.m and urgent c3usc has been an exc.mple of coui-:1\.JC ,,nd a strength 

lo our nation. 

It is vitally important that you Daintain bonds of r~o.ce among 

yourselves and promote unity within 1·our r.iover:·,cnt. :(c\,· is the time 

to close ranks, to r?llly, and to bring protective hi.li'.1,,n ·life action 

through the Congress. 

It has been estimated that abortion current ly destroys .::t least one 

out of every three American lives conceived. The collective national 

scnius which will detcr1nine our future greatness is b~~~g seriously 

eroded and depleted. I urge all 1"\:-:,0r:i.cans to reflect ~~criously this 

year upon the intrinsic beauty, worth, and sanctity 0f :~u::-:.an life. 

\·:c,nderfu l discoveries and advances CL•ntinue to be :·.;.-..:c :.n the fields 

of hurr.an development .:ind pre-natal medicine. Dur::..:~l-: t.'.:e past year 

:: 1.:cccssful surgery w~s pcrforr:1ed on u aevelopins ,::·.>,': :: child. \-Je 

nc·..; "'now more aL,out our unique hn:".· . .:;n b0c;innj ngs t'.~ .. !, c-_·,- r before . 

I :::.;clieve that .J.S we ,"111 begin to stu ... 'i.y e.nd to ccld· :·,.._~ c the unborn 

c:,hil~, v.'e \dll rele2sc healing to 0,ir ;12.tion, n0\,· ·:·i-:.·. ,· :·::i..y di\·fr!cd 

:,::J agonized over the issue of a.borlj on. 
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Human life is a gift, most sacred. when it is most t1cft:n: :,,:i..ess. 

Let i.lS i)raycrfully cherish and nurture it in an :, U i tudt' of 

than::s;iving. 

May 30d continue to strengthen, protect, 2nd gui~c ~·ou in your 

sel f2. L' SS lubors as protectors of the ,rnborn. 

Co~r0c~cd s~c2ch by Aram Bakshian 1/21/82 

Not ~= c~~ca by OPD 
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