
Ronald Reagan Presidential Library 

Digital Library Collections 

 
 

This is a PDF of a folder from our textual collections. 

 
 

Collection: Blackwell, Morton: Files 

Folder Title: Pro-Life II (3 of 6) 

Box: 22 

 
 

To see more digitized collections visit: 

https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library 

 

To see all Ronald Reagan Presidential Library inventories visit: 

https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection 

 

Contact a reference archivist at: reagan.library@nara.gov  

 

Citation Guidelines: https://reaganlibrary.gov/citing  

 

National Archives Catalogue: https://catalog.archives.gov/  
 

https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection
mailto:reagan.library@nara.gov
https://reaganlibrary.gov/citing
https://catalog.archives.gov/


BIRTHRIGHT Inc. (U.S.A.)) 
6 86 1:i6d. N . Broad Street 

Woodbury,N.J . 08096 

(609) 848-1818 & 1819 

''It is the right of every pregnant wo1n11n to giv e birth, ... " 

February 16, 1982 

Mr. Morton Blackwell, Sessional Assistant 
to the President for Public Liaison 
White House 
Washington, District of Columbia 

Dear Mr. Bla.clcwell: 

National Home 
''Sll:H 1fr.l? HIU ·· 

I wish to take this opportunity to express our appreciation 
for the material you sent us, but, most especially for the 
meeting you arranged on January 22, 1982 with the President. 

We had notified all Media in the Philadelphia and South 
Jersey area before the meeting. None of the Philadelphia 
Media picked up on it. Two South Jersey papers did prior 
to the meeting. Only one newspaper carried a story after 
the meeting. I am enclosing a copy of that article. 

We thought it interesting that so few found it newsworthy, 
when indeed, we know a meeting with the President of the 
United States is a rare privelege for anyone. This is just 
one more incident of Media bias, I be_lieve. 

Again, thank you for continuing to keep us apprized of events 
pertinent to our work, and may I direct your attention to 
our change of address. 

686 N. Broad Street 

Woodbury, New Jersey 08096 
Sincerely for the Preborn, 

Denise F. Cocciolone 
National Executive Director 
BIRI'ImIGHl' Inc. (U.S. A.) 

Enclosure 

DFC/edc 

" . • . and the right of every child, to be born." 
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WOODBURY !::.:' 'J·])· a· 
20-minute meeting 'with 
prt,:"lifo leaders during· last 
Friday's March for Life· in 
Wash_ington, President 
Reagan assured them he 
was foily ih .accord with 
their elf orts to have pro­
life legislation enacted. · . 

.: Denise Coi::ciolorie of 
We>od bury ,. n-a tio~al 
director of Birthright, said ., 
she asked the President to 

..,,, see that benefits to unwed 
mothers , would not be 

.. included in any( of his 
. ),,.-

.; prOP.dsed. budget cut~-~, . •.. - . . -

"He . assured me," "she 
said, .'·'that Richard 
Schweiker, Secretary of 
ff-earth .and u ·uman 
services, was fully a ware of 
the situation and ' was 
working on the pro~lem." 

Mr.s.· Cocciolone said . 
she. and some 20 other 
march, officials talked to 
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TODAY F R I O A Y , J AN U ARY 2 2 , 1 9 8 2 

GUMBEL: He does look I Ike George Segal. 

28 

PAULEY: I was Interested seeing recently that oh, It was almost 
t en years or so ago, cosmetic eds which feature the women who look I Ike 

. some of those photographs, used to appeal to the come-hither look, make­
up, you kno\t, kissable llps, that kind o f thng. But today., the second 
took that you are to desire Is your own self taking a second glance In 
't he mirror,. appeal Ing to your own narcissism. 

GUMBEL: I like the co~e-hlther too. guess whet he did was the 
1.10s t beautiful beautiful people. 

PAULEY: Indeed. , 

GUMBEL: Maybe? Okey. 

HIT: 8:12:00 GUMBEL: TEASE 

GUMBEL: Chris Wal lace . In Washington with an Issue that's coming 
up In Congress, abortion. But flrst, _et 8:13, this Is Today on NBC. 

HIT: 

HIT: 

8:12:15 

8:14:25 

COMMERCIALS 

WALLACE: ASHBROOK & PACKWOOD -- ABORTION 

WALLACE: We are back now et 8:15 

Today Is the 9th annlyersary of the Supreme Court decision which 
e ffectively legal I zed abortion. But the court rul Ing did not end the 
- r guments over abortion, end a new debate Is heating up right now In the 
Capito I. 

Congressman John Ashbrook sup~orts a constitutional amendment which 
woul -d undo the Supreme Court's rultng by declaring that the right to 
abortion Is not protected by the Cons t itution . One of his most vocal 
opponents Is Senator Robert Packwood of Oregon, who, this morning, ts 
at NBC affiliate KGW In Portland, Oregon. : ' !· 

Gentlemen, good morning. 

SENATOR ROBERT PACKWOOD: Good morning. 

WALLACE: Congressman, let's start with you. You cal I this a s tates' 
r ights amendment. What would It do? • 
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REPRESENTATIVE JOHN ASHBROOK: Wei I, first of el I, In I lght of what 
y•u Jijlt said, It would reverse whet we believe to be en Improper and 
wr ong dee Is I on of the Supreme Court. · The f undamenta I Issue Is abort I on, 
ab ortion on demand, or the right to life of a broad class of Americans 
wh o are denied that right to life. Our bel let Is that by removing It 

· · r om the exC'luslve domain of the courts and sending It back to the legls­
. etures, the people could come closer t o expressing their views. So 
th at's the substance of It. 

WALLACE: So It would say It Is not prote cted by the Cons t itution, 
en d then either s t ate legislatures or Congress could leg i slate against 
ab ortion. 

. 
REP. ASHBROOK: That's exactly 

be ginning, to reverse the concept of 
Is a protected constitutional rlg~t. 
en d protect the unborn. 

right. I think you stated In the 
the 9 year decision that an abortion 

We want t o go the other direction 

WALLACE: Senator Packwood, what Impact would this leglsla t lon have? 

SENATOR ROBERT PACKWOOD: Chris; the Congressman has stated It very 
we l 1. For those of us who think that a woman ought to have the right to 
mak e a choice, the Congressman would undo tt. He'd send It back to the 
states, and If the states want to take that right away, they could. 

WALLACE: And what practical Impact do you think that would have? 

SENATOR PACKWOOD: 
Ha tch Amendment or not. , 
you 're talk In~ about? 

It depends If he's talking about the so-celled 
Could i ask the Congressman, Is that the one , 

REP. ASHBROOK: Yes, I assume, Bob, that's the one we're talk Ing 
eb out. That's the most recent battle ground. 

SENATOR PACKWOOD: Wei I, then what It means, It Is not, Chris, a -­
It Is not a states rights amendment. What It does Is send back to the 
states the option to pass more restrictive abortion leglsletlon t han the 
Co ngress might pass. They could not pass more open abortion leglsletlon. 
An d that Isn't states rights at all. ' 

WALLACE: Aren't you proposing this amendment, Congressman, because 
yo u can't get a straight amendment simply banning abortion through the 
Congress. So you're going through the states rights device 

I ' 1 

REP. ASHBROOK: Wei I, I think al I clvl I I lbertles' ·battles, and 
th at's what we're a part of -- al I clvl I I lbertles' battles In the past 
have had broad weapons that they've used, broad _tactics, broad proposals. 
T~ ls Is one of three or four efforts. We have a human life amendment. 
Th ere's a human life blll. And this Is the most recent. But we don't 
look upon It as a retreat. We look upon It es the most reasonable In 
1982 to pass. . • 

.. 
I 
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WALLACE: Congressman, In the pol Is over the years, the American 
people have clearly said that they believe that abortion should be up to 

, t he woman and to her doctor. NBC/AP took a pol I this week. And that 
lndleeted that people think~- when we asked them what they think of a 
~onstltutloAal amendment authorizing Congress to prohibit abortions, 19% 

avored.the ~mendment, 75%, three-quar t ers opposed the amendment. 

Congressman, why are you trying to Impose your wl I I on the American 
people? 

REP. ASHBROOK: In the first place, a poll llke that Is stacked, to 
be quite honest~ You didn't ask whether or not the husband should be In­
vo lved. If you · add that element, It'll go down. You didn't ask whether 
It would be In the first trimester or the day before abortion •••• 

WALLACE: We asked what they think of this amendment, the so-cal led 
Ha tch Amendment, and they opposed It. 

REP. ASHBROOK: Well, If you'd ask questions llke that, you'd find 
fh et the support would go way down, whether there's consent, consent of 
e parent, consent of a husband, when It's going to be aceompl I shed, In 
th e first trimester, the lest week, whether or not the unborn baby would 
be healthy and normal. You edd those element~ In, end I think you'I I 
f ind e broad support for llfe. We bel leve It's exactly the other way 
around. 

WALLACE: Senator, If- abortion Is so popular, why does there seem 
to bee meJorlty here In Washington against It? 

SENATOR PACKWOOD: Interestingly, Chris, I've seen this In politics 
a' I ove r the country. The reason Is that those who are oppose d to choice, 
wh o don't went to let e woman ' have that option, wt I I vote against a can­
dl da~e. on that Issue alone, and they don't -care whet else the candidate 
st ands for. Whereas those who are on our side of the Issue, on the choice 
si de ere not single Issue voters, and they want to know where you stand on 
de fense spending, end where you stand on day care, and where you s t and on 
~ variet y of other Issues. An d there f ore Tn l se lec tlon, 51-49, or 

2~ 48, If t he rlght to I lfe forces can change Just one or two percent of 
e vote, they can 'defeat a candidate. - And tfia·t•s a power that people 

n politics fear. 

WALLACE: Senator, what Impa ct would this leglsletlon have on IUDs 
en d certain morning after pl lls? . ! · t-

SENATOR PACKWOOD: If It's the amendment that Senator Hatch Is In­
tro ducing In the Senate, I'm not quite sure the exact effect. If you're 
tal king about the so-celled Human Life BIii, which could pass lncldentally 
by Just a majority vote -- I don't think It's constltutlonal, but It could 
pes s -- It would allegedly prohibit IUDs, prohibit morning after ptlls. 
But the amendment Itself, I'm not sure what ef,ect It would have. 

REP. ASHBROOK: Let me say I 1 m glad Bob used the word "el legedly," 
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because thet•s Inaccurate. I do not be l I eve that It would ban a ft er 
p ll Is. I 1on't believe It would do any of those things that he ha s said. 
Th e fundamental right of choice, In our opinion, has to yleld to the 
5uperlor right of the unborn. We have a clash of prlnclples. We be-

. J leve In chqlce. We also belleve that the unborn have a right to llfe. 

WALLACE: Let me ask you both very brlefly. What do you think are 
t he prospects for some restrictive leglslatlon on abortion this year. 
Co ngressman, you first. 

REP. ASHBROOK: I be I I eve the prospects are very good. I be I leve 
t he Hatch Amendment wit I be voted out of committee. I belleve there're 
I n the range of : 50 senators committed to that, and hopefully we'll get 
Th e constltutlonal requirement. 

The 
tt y 
e ny 

WALLACE: Senator, very brlefly, what do you think of the prospects? 

SENATOR PACKWOOD: Chris, I don't think they can pass the amendment. 
gr eat es t d a n g e r I s a n a t t em p t to p as s a b I I I - - I t t a k e s o n. I y a ma J or -
vote -- that would take away from the federal courts the right to hear 
abortion questions. That's a dangerous threat to our I lbertles. 

HIT: 8:20:55 WALLACE: TEASE 

WALLACE: Gent I emen, thank you .both. And we' I I be back In a moment. 
Bu t first, this Is Today on NBC. 

HIT: 

HIT: 

8:21 :10 

8:23:20 

COMMERC.I ALS 

GUMBEL/PAULEY: CROSS-TALK 

GUMBEL: T~e word I get from Pontiac, Michigan ls the folks In 
De troit are not enjoying their Super Bowl Week up there. That's strange. 

PAULEY: Wei I, they may' not be getting out of their homes or their 
ho te l rooms. But It was our experience during the conventlQns, too, 
t hat Detroit didn't make a lot of money off of anybody. They ate and 
dr an k pol !tics. But w~at they gained In Image-bu I I ding was probably more: 
Important. 

GUMBEL: It's 8 good city. wish they I d give It 8 chance. 

PAULEY: Yeah, good I uck. • ·· t· • 
GUMBEL: Time for a station break. 

HIT: 8:24:20 STAT I ON BREAK 

HIT: 8:25:00 CO-OP': PAD 

HIT: 8:29:20 ST AT I ON BREAK • 
~ 



Dear Mrs. Engel: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

April 6, 1982 

I I 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your concerns 
about U.S. family planning assistance. I appreciate your 
efforts to alert the Administration to ·possible problems in 
this important area of foreign aid. 

The Agency for International Development (A.I.D.) has a 
declared policy that family planning assistance is provided 
only to those countries that request this form of aid and 
whose programs provide voluntary family planning services. 

. ,, 

As the articles you provided point out, many governments in 
the developing world are concerned about excessive population 
growth. 

We share your concern that population assistance be properly 
coodinated with other programs of A.I.D.- The effort to effect 
improvements in food production and distribution is a case in 
point. A.I.D. points out child spacing, for instance, works 
hand-in-hand with nutrition programs to improve maternal and 
child health. 

A.I.D. has assured me that A.I.D. funds are not being used to 
support abortion activities. The Foreign Assistance Act prohibits 
the use of funds to pay for the performance of abortions or to 
encourage or coerce anyone to practice abortion. Moreover, since 
taking office, this Administration has taken firm administrative 
action to eliminate funding for training and research on methods 
of performing abortion. A.I.D. has deve~oped strict guidance 
to ensure that the prohibition is fully enforced. A recent 
statement of A.I.D. Administrator M. Peter McPherson on this 
matter is enclosed. 

Please let me know if my office can be of further assistance. 

Sincerely, 

Morton C. Blackwell 
Special Assistant to the President 

Mrs. Randy Engel, Director 
United States Coalition for Life 
Box 315 
Export, PA 15632 



UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT COOPERATION AGENCY 
AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20523 -PL 8Lf9C.. 

OFFICE OF 
THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 

MEMORANDUM FOR MISS SALLY KELLEY 
Director of Agency Liaison 
Presidential Correspondence 
The White House 

SUBJECT: Response to Letter from Mrs. Randy Engel 

2 6 MAR 1982 

Mrs. Engel's recent (undated) letter to Morton Blackwell transmitted 
representative literature of the United States Coalition for Life. She 
believes that U.S. population assistance to developing countries is 
offensive to LDCs, harmful to other U.S. assistance objectives, and that 
it is carried out in violation of legislative prohibitions of abortion 
assistance. 

The draft response which I have attached addresses each of these concerns 
and emphasizes the proper objectives of U.S. population assistance. 

Attachment: 
Suggested reply to letter from 
Mrs. Randy Engel> undated 

Francis R. Herder 
Deputy Executive Secretary 



Mrs. Randy Engel, Director 
United States Coalition for Life 
Box 315 
Export, PA 15632 

Dear Mrs. Engel: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your concerns about U.S. 
family planning assistance. I appreciate your efforts to alert the 
Ad~tnj.,str1\\~8~to possible problems in this important area of foreign aid. 
h:]/.1.)/4~, u dec.f..,.,-a( 
Reagan AdministrationApolicy 1IIJ that family planning assistance is 
provided~ to those countries that request this form of aid and whose 
programs provide voluntary family planning services. As the articles you 
provided point out, many governments in the developing world are concerned 
about excessive population growth. 

We share your concern that population assistance be properly coordinated 
withi..Ether programs of the Agency for Internat1onal DevelopmeRt ~/\.I.D.1. 
SttP:erfort to effect improvements iplood. P.ro~~c~~ and distribution i~ a 
case in point. Providi.ng the roeatf"s -~.,."c'li'nd spacing, for instance, works 
hand-in-hand with nutrition programs to improve maternal and child health. 
,.4. r O Lv.s t:..f(vv'<:~ """"'"' 

We caR ilso issure yoHAthat A.I.D. funds are not being used to support 
abortion activities. The Foreign Assistance Act prohibits the use of 
funds to pay for the performance of abortions or to encourage or coerce 
anyone to practice abortion. Moreover, since taking office, this 
Administration has taken firm administrative action to eliminate funding 
for training and research on methods of performing abortion. A.I.D. has 
developed strict guidance to ensure that the prohibition is fully 
enforced. A recent statement of A.I.D. Administrator M. Peter McPherson 
on this matter is enclosed. 

Please let me know if my office can be of any further assistance. 

Sincerely, 

Morton Blackwell 

Enclosure: 
McPherson Statement 



United States Coalition for Life 
Box 315 · Export, Pennsylvania · 412/327-7379 

Dear Mr. Blackwell, 

This packet contains three major essays on the 
anti-life activities of US1AID and the laundering 
of AID population funds for abortion and mass 
sterilization projects in developing nations. 

Having worked with a national Asian refugee 
agency for ten years I know how bitterly these AID 
population control programs are received by the people 
at the grassroots level. They, unlike the AID-funded 
bureaucrats never get to express their feelings to 
the U.S. Congress or the President but those feelings 
of resentment are growing. 

The tragedy is that US/AID population control 
programs ruin other legitimate US efforts such as 
those in the area of food production. 

In the enclosed memo, the author notes that funds 
from AID are illegally laundered to avoid Congressional 
prohibitions against abortion ect. The White House should 
crack down on such illegal activity or better yet order 
Stockman to cut USAID's population control budget. It would 
save thousands of lives, improve USAID morale abroad and 
save the tax-payer money. 

.-, I':: ') ,, 1 I"" 
l..' ~,: :,., £.. ~ 

~ea fined 

\____y ( 1, ~-

Ra'Q~Y Engel, 

. ~ --J. __ 
~ 

'rector 

-------



MEMORANDUM FOR 

THRU: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

TH E WHIT E HO USE 

WAC:.H!N(,TtlN 

January 5, 198"2 

DIANA LOZANO 

WENDY DORCIIERDT 

MARY ELIZABETH QUINT 

1980 Campaign Promises of President Reagan 
on Abortion 

ABORTION - General Position 

(1) Support a Constitutional amendment to restore 
protection of unborn child's rights to life. 
{policy statement 1/31/80) 

(2) Oppose measures to legalize or fund abortions 
except when the mother's life is in danger. 
(policy s t atement 1/31/80) 

(3) Encourage adoption rather than abortion. 
{Los Angeles Times 3/6/80) 

cc: Morton Blackwell / 



RE:>1ARKS TO 1982 i'L?'\RCH FOR LIFE 

It is with pleasure, gratitude , and respect that I welcome to Washington 

your 1982 ;,]arch for Life . I stand with you and commend you in your 

efforts to see the fundamental right to life and dignity restored to 

the ~est defenseless member of our human family - the unborn child . 

Your steadfast dedication to this solemn and urgent cause l1~s been 

an example of courage and a strength to our nation . 

I encourage you to work to maintain bonds of peace among y~"lurselves 

and to pro~ote unity at every level within your constituencies . It 

is tiTile to close the ranks, to rally, and to bring protective human 

life action through the Congress . I will support your unil0d efforts . 

As we gather together today , we cannot escape the fact that abortion 

now destroys at least one out of every three American lives conceived . 

The collective national genius which will determine our fut,1re ~reatnes s 

is being seriously ero,:12d and depleted . I call upon all thi:? people of 

our nation to reflect seriously this year upon the intrinsic beauty , 

worth, and sanctity of human life . 

~onderful discoveries and ad~ances continue to be made in tl1c fields 

of huma~ developm0~t a~d pre-natal ~cdicine. During the p.,~t year 

success~ul surgery ~3s p~rforrned o~ a ~eveloping unborn ch: ~d. We ~ow 

. . . 
::>eg 1 :·.:1 :1:1gs th:i.n ever be:01 l°' . 

I 
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Copies to EHD 

MEMORANDUM TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

' 

I THE ,WHITE HOUSE 
I 

WASHINGTON 

· March 30, 1982 

Ed Harper 

Ken Duberstein }:;;.. {) • 

Letter on the abortion issue 

Red 
Diana L. 
Virginia K 
Morton B. 
Wendy B. 
(Conservative File) 
(Women's File) 

I have done some minor editing of your draft to reflect more 
fully the congressional situation. The letter, to be sent 
to "various support groups interest~d in' the abortion issue," 
is okay with us, but we would recommend that the following 
receive an original, rather than a copy: 

Senators Helms, Hatch, Eagleton ~nd Baker 

Congressmen Dougherty, Hyde, Mizzoli ~rid Michel 

Attachment 

cc: Ed Meese 
vElizabeth Dole 

Ed Rollins 
Dick Darman 
Craig Fuller 



' 

/ THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

DRAFT 

Dear 

In recent years,sentiment has increased in the Congress to 
enact legislation that would restore protection of the law 
to children before birth. It may be possible for the 97th 
Congress to take that important step. I write simply to 
express my own hope that we will not miss this long delayed 
opportunity. 

A few weeks back I said that, "We must, with calmness and 
resolve, help the vast majority of qur ffllow Americans 
understand that the more than one-and-ohe-half million 
abortions performed in America in.~1980 amount to a great 
moral evil and assault on the sacredness of life." Whether 
or not our fellow citizens will understand the duty we owe 
to future citizens depends largely on what action the Congress 
takes. 

I know that on this issue, as sad to say, on many others of 
great importance, there are sharp differences of opinions as 
to which action is the best one. Naturally, I hope that 
these differences will be resolved in favor of the common goal. 

But most important, it seems to me, is that the Congress 
consider one or more of the proposals in the near future. 
And I want you to know that you have not only my best wishes 
but also my prayers for success. 

Sincerely, 

Ronald Reagan 



\ 11 . \ l C ) I, .\ ., I) l . \ I ,, 

/I 
TIIE \\IIITE l!Ol.SE 

! : 

1 1 1,· .·\ S 111:,; <; T Cl:,; 

. ; . 
March 24, 1982 

TO:· 

FROM: 

Elizabeth Dole 
Edward Rollins 
Kenneth Duberstein 

Edwin L. Harper · 

/ 

SUBJECT: Next Steps on Hatch Constitutional Amendments 

The attached materials propose that we send a letter 
to the various support groups interested in the 
abortion issue and that copies of it go to the 
key members of Congress most interested in this issue. 
The draft letter is attached. This would be done 
after Ken Duberstein clead/' the approach with 
Senator Baker. 

""'."" .,. :• .. ~ , ' . . . 

Ed Meese would like to cover this issue quickly at tomorroi_ 
morning's Senior St~ff Meeting. ' 

. ' ~~·· . . . ,.; 

Would you please read. th~ough these materials and be· ready 
with your comments 'at<"fhat" time. ··:· . ;, 

Attachment 

cc: Richard Darman 
Craig Fuller 



. 
(3) ,' 

OFFICE Of-" 
POLICY DEVELOPMEtH \ 11. \ I () R ·\ . , [) l \ I 

FOR: 

FROM: 

RE: 

' I I TIIE , \\ IIITE 110{ SI , 

EDWIN L. HARPER 

GARY L. BAUER ,'_~-: · 

March 23, 1982 

1982 HAR 2 3 P 5: l I 

The National Catholic Reporter, a non-church affiliated Catholic 
newsweekly, has just completed a Senate survey on_th~~atch.~-·:-,. 
Constitutional_ Amendrt1~nt __ o_n ~ab_orj:,ion . sbowing.-thpt \Hatch. at_~t,h.t,~; 

• -- ...----,·--~·~ , _ __ . -. • . .' - • .-,-: - . .JI. .... --(' • ., ,,.. - ~---. ·--~ 

~-~<;>i,~f $.~11 _ _s:2~~uPTI:l.Y_,on: .. J_Lvot~-~-;j.n ~~~Y'?E- C:~ .!!.!~~PJ?E~~f_h .:J More 
significantly ,r,.27 :Senators. were . .1.n . outright opposition, 5 more . . .... -~-------~~~ .,_,;~·~·-~-~ ---- ... --·- -- ,. - .-•..- .. . ,,.. 
leaning against and an additional~, given their past views on 
the subject, are likely to vote "N.o·." (34 "No" votes would kill 
the Amendment. ) 

Some Senators, including Zorinsky, Eagleton, Randolph, McClure 
and others were withholding support because they felt the Amendment 
did not go far enough in protecting the unborn. 

In short, if Hatch continues to push for a vote on his proposal 
by late April; it will be crushed on the Senate floor. 

~s-~~f-· our-·~arl'~~~-:9·Fs:~~:3.i§;~~. ~am··~~e.~-~~~~l"]ig~j~rsr~~~1ny::r.~~?ti:s ' :- ., 
i:rom ~n~r ~!ien.~s _.1:~ .. !.~~_, .. c;:I}.t~:--~P_o,:1;-_t._iqi:1 :_moy~_mel}:LJr.ta\ .. §~.<;h .. ?,;.~~~:i:-u~hing~ 
tefeat on one of _the social issues will. have negative imolications • 
'- -- · - ' . . ... ... -- •.-:- ·, ... ... "" . , , ...... . --- .. -1 •• - - -- - """' ·· - · - ··-·- ·- ·--· - - .......... -,.-.... ...,.,. . _ . ..... ... _ _ .... . __ _ . __ . --- . -t~:~ t~-~--!:~::ni_~~~:.~!.i.S~~-:: .J · 

First, it will make it extremely difficult to mobilize anti-abortion 
grass root forces for the November elections. 

Second, reports persist that some in the anti-abortion movement, 
most notably the National Conferertce of Catholic Bishoos, may find 
it opportune to olame the President for the defeat and/ or use 
the defeat to put the abortion issue on the shelf and devote full 
attention to the other items on their agenda e.g. El Salvador, 
opposition to budget cuts etc. 

~i ven ··this· p6s-s'i_b1~--J~en·~1:·~-°.~~~1]i~)f.'_'~ s·~9:es~cr.ml~sf-:1101:~ _Ti•1:_ely ··each -aay., t/ 
- - ~~ · we need to take some action ~omparable to the letter~ suggested 

_., in my March 11 memo _to you i; order to <~iet the Pr_esident on __ __ .. 
: r ·ecord urging the moveme'i-1t 'to heal its· differences . . -~ ::I have '_att.achect: 
· another copy. · .-..::-... :·~- · · -----~-- - · -·· --·- -·-- ·-· - -- - ·· ·· - , .. - - -- - · ·-

.. .. : ...... .-. ~-·•- . -· ~ ... - ..... ...... .. -.... __ .,_.,._ 

Attachment 

cc: Roger Porter 
Mike Uhlmann 
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DRAFT 

Dear 

, , 

THE=; WHITE HOUSE 
I I 

WASHINGTON 

It--appe-a-F-S that tbe Congress is llOW ready Lo conside:t aet~n 
on-t.he abo:rtinli i ssllQ.. I-w.r.i..:t.e sjmp.l.y to expr@s-s my own hope 
that we will not miss this long delayed opportunity. 

A few weeks back I said that "We must, with calmness and 
resolve, help the vast majority of our fellow Americans 
understand that the more than one and one-half million 
abortions performed in America in 1980 amount to a great 
moral evil and assault on the sacredness, bf life." Whether 
or not our fellow citizens will under~tand the duty we owe 
to future citizens depends largely oi{ :what action the Congress 
takes. 

I know that on this issue as, sad to say, on many others of 
great importance, there are sharp differences of opinion as 
to which action is the best one. Naturally, I hope that 
these differences will be resolved in favor of the common goal. 

But most important, it seems to me, is that the Congress 
consider one or more of the proposals ~e.:a .+: -de3:-¥. And 
I want you to know that you have not only my best wishes 
but also my prayers for success. / 1 

Sincerely, 

/ : Ronald Reagan 

-JJ~ ~ -t~~ /~ r-
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THE:, WHIT': r.OL.!~!:: 
! . 

· ·March 15, l~ti:L 

MEMORANDUM TO EDWIN MEESE III 

FROM: EDWIN L. HARPER-

SUBJECT: Abortion Policy 

With the most recent action in the Senate on abortion, I think 
it is appropriate that we fairly quickly have a strategy session 
on this very sensitive policy issue. Attached is a background 
memorandum by Gary Bauer and a proposed dratt letter which the 
President might send to the interested' parties. 

While I feel that sending the l~tter may be the optimal strategy 
for us, I think it is worth a tew minutes ot your discussion 
time with me, Gary Bauer, and probably Ed Feulner. 

Attachment 
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·, ·, 

March 11, 1982 

EDWIN L. HARPER 

GARY L. BAUER · 

Presidential Letter Re Abortion 

As the likelihood increases that the Senate will debate and 
vote on one or more of the major anti-~bortion measures now 
pending before it, we need to make c~rtain the President's 
position is correctly perceived. 1

' 

If the Senate votes on the Hatch b:msti tutional Amendment as 
now written, it is likely that it will fail to get the necessary 
two-thirds vote. The Helms Human Life Bill is a closer call, 
but the split in the anti-abortion movement may doom it also. 

It would neither be appropriate nor wise for the Administration 
to support one legislative vehicle over another. However, we 
must make sure that any subsequent defeat of anti-abortion 
legislation on Capitol Hill is not placed on the door step of 
the White House. 

With that thought in mind I recommend that the attached letter 
be sent from the President to Senators Hatch, Helms, Congressman 
Henry Hyde and the Congressional Right-to-Life Caucus. 

Attachment 

cc: Roger Porter 
Mike Uhlmann 



I 
/ . 

\11.\l()K \."\DI \l ' ' 

I I THE ; \\ IIITE l!Ol SE 
I 

.. March 10, 1982 

FOR: 

FROM: 

EDWIN L. HARPER 

GARY L. BAUER 

RE: Abortion Constitutional Amendment Passed 
by Senate Judiciary 

Background: Since January of 1981 the anti-abortion forces have 
been seriously split over strategy. · 'on,e, faction supports S. 158, 
the Human Life Bill that declares-athe- unborn child to be a 
"person" for purposes of the 14tl:PAmendment. Helms is the chief 
sponsor and he has placed his bill, which needs only a majority 
vote for passage, on the Senate calendar. 

The rest of the movement, including the National Conference of 
Catholic Bishops, supports· S. J. Resolution 110, sponsored by 
Senator Hatch. It is a Constitutional Amendment that declares 
there is no right to abortion in the U.S. Constitution and it 
grants Congress and the States joint authority to regulate it. 

Judiciary Votes Out Amendment: Today, March 10, the Senate 
Judiciary Committee voted out the Hatch Constitutional Amendment 
by a 10 to 7 vote. In spite of it passing out of the 
Committee, no one believes that it has the necessary two-thirds 
vote to pass the full Senate. There are several implications 
in this development from the standpoint of the President. They 
are: 

1. The chances are now better that one if not both abortion 
proposals may make it to the Senate floor for a vote. 

2. If the Hatch Constitutional Amendment is voted on, and 
is defeated, some groups, most notably the National 
Conference of Catholic Bishops, are likely to try to pin 
blame on the President for failing to actively work for it. 

3. There are indications that some Senate liberals would like 
to vote for the Hatch Amendment, as long as they were sure 
it wouldn't pass, so that they could defuse the abortion 
issue in the 1982 election. 

4. Pressure is now likely to increase on the President to endorse 
one of the options before the Senate. 

cc: ~ike Ohlmann 



Massachusetts State Council Knights of Columbus 
10 Kearney Road, Needham, Mass. 02194 Telephone: 617-449-1492 

STATE WARDEN 
John J. Rigali 

STATE CHAPLAIN 
Rev. Kenneth B. Murphy, L.H.D. 

STA TE SECRETARY 
K. C. Pearson 

STATE TREASURER 
Edmond J. Benoit 

STATE ADVOCATE 
Walter L. Almond 

Ronald W. Reagan 
President of the United States 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. President: 

• NEWMAN A. FLANAGAN 
State Deputy 

January 27, 1982 

STATE AUDITOR 
John F. Oteri 

PAST STATE DEPUTY 
John J. Donovan 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 
Herbert E. Mccarron 

As State Deputy and on behalf of the 60,000 members of the Knights 
of Columbus in the jurisdiction of Massachusetts, I should like to extend 
this invitation requesting your presence and participation as a co-recipient 
of the 1982 Lantern Award. 

The Lantern Award, presented each year on Patriots Day, is the highest 
single recognition awarded by the Massachusetts State Council to an outstanding 
citizen of our country. The Lantern Award Committee is pleased to advise you 
that it has selected as co-recipient an outstanding public servant in the 
person of Timothy J. McCarthy of the Secret Service, who, I am certain you 
will agree, qualifies as an outstanding patriot. Mr. McCarthy has graciously 
consented to accept this award in person. 

The 1982 Lantern Award will be presented at our 82nd Annual Patriots 
Day Dinner to be held on Monday evening, April 19, 1982 in the Sheraton-Boston 
Hotel, Prudential Center, Boston, Massachusetts. I am taking the liberty of 
enclosing a copy of last year's program, which contains a complete listing of 
prior recipients. 

The honor you would bring to this ·program, along with the privilege we 
would have in making this presentation to you in person, would add additional 
luster and deeper meaning to all the prior recipients as well as to those who 
would be recognized in the years ahead. 

It would be sincerely appreciated if you could advise me at your 
earliest convenience whether it would be possible for you to be in attendance 
to accept this award in person. 

Respectfully yours, 

~/( ( <i '· • (i, , ' / ~:./ ·c'( lL(.[7 ,.,.-, l, , 
Newman A. Flanagan . 
State Deputy 

Enclosure 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

April 7, 1982 

MEMORANDUM FOR ELIZABETH H. DOLE 

THRU: DIANA LOZANO 

FROM: f:
') 

/ / I 
MORTON BLACKWELL,-j/1 ) 

'--"' . 

SUBJECT: PRESIDENT'S APRIL 5 LETTER TO PRO-LIFE LEADERS 

Attached per your request is the letter which was sent by the 
President to congressional organizational leaders in the pro-life 
movement. 

The Washington Post today carried a story regarding the letter and 
its favorable response from Senator Helms. All ·43 major pro-life 
leaders from our files received this letter. 

I have spoken to several of them and have received assurances that 
they will very widely and immediately circulate this letter in the 
pro-life community. We can rely on very favorable mention of this 
presidential initiative in virtually every pro-life newsletter and 
other publications. Some are going to press with it this week. 

As we discussed, this is a constructive move, The President will 
gain much credit for advancing the process by calling for action. 
We did not, on the other hand, take any step which would significantly 
exacerbate our difficulties with pro-life organizations. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

DRAFT 

Dear 

In recent years,sentiment has increased in the Congress to 
enact legislation that would restore protection of the law 
to children before birth. It may be possible for the 97th 
Congress to take that important step. I write simply to 
express my own hope that we will not miss this long delayed 
opportunity. 

A few weeks back I said that, "We must~ with calmness and 
resolve, help the vast majority of our ffllbw Americans 
understand that the more than one-and-one-half million 
abortions performe d in America in 1900 amount to a great 
moral evil and assault on the sacredness of life." Whether 
or not our fellow citizens will understand the duty we owe 
to future citi. :;,: ens depends lar~-:rely on what action the Congress 
takes. 

I know that on this issue, as sad to say, on many others of 
great importance, there are sharp djf f crences of opinions as 
~o which action is the best one. Na t urally, I hope thet 
these differences will be resolved in favor of the common goal. 

But most important, it seems to me, is that the Congress 
consider one or more of the proposals in the near future. 
And I want you to know that you have not only my best wishes 
but also my prayers for success. 

Sincerely, 

Ronald . Reagan 

• .. . 
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April 7, 1982 

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

Dear President Reagan: 

I am very pleased to have received your recent letter indicating again 
your support for a pro-life initiative in this Congress. 

As you know, there have been sharp differences in the pro-life movenent 
as to whether the Helms Human Life Bill (S. 158, S. 1741, S. 2148) or the 
Hatch Amendment (SJR 110) is the wisest strategy.and over which should be 
pushed first. 

The National Right to Life Ccmnittee, of which I am presj_dent, has all of 
the 50 state right-to-life organizations represented on its board. In 
October we \\'ere split right down the middle. The Helms Bill had been 
endorsed by 28 votes (out of 54), and action on the newly introduced Hatch 
Amendment was deferred when an endorsenent ,.,as deaned questionable. 

Since- that time the "Hatch" has been endorsed at three successive B:JLrd 
meetings and by increasingly lopsided votes (30-24, 30-22, and t\\O wee1~ 

ago by 32-16). 

This rrost recent vote ,.,as to endorse the Helms Bill and the Hatch hnendment 
as a package. The 16 nays represented 14 states, one of which has since 
withdravm its opposition. Clearly there is rromentum toward unity in support 
of both initiatives, one or both of ~hich will probably cane to the floor 
during the next t~o nonths. 

I am not asking that you favor one over the other. I do believe that you 
can be a great help to the pro-life movenent at this time, however, if you 
oould cane out publicly in support of both. 

With respect to the Hatch Amendrr:-Jnt, it ,~ould be helpful if you ,muld 
explicitly state that it ,mulct no longer be an acceptable pro-life proposal 
if the authorization of federal ab.Jrtion restrictions were reroved. We 
e,.,_-pect that such a weakening amendment will be offered on the Senate floor. 
If it were successful, the National Right to Life Can:ni ttee \\OUld be forced 
to op:[X)se the resulting "states' rights" runendrnent. 

• 



The President 
April 7, 1982 
Page Tuo 

' ., 

A clear public statenent of support for ooth the federalism amenchnent and 
the Human Life Bill \rould engender widespread gratitude arrong those millions 
of pro-life people who have supported you across the nation. 

It \roUld aloo be a real shot in the ann for our chances of success in this 
Congress. I have recently talked to Henry Hyde, who wannly supports ooth 
measures. 

I have understood and s~mpathized with why you haven't corrmitted yet on 
either. Perhaps though, now is the time to support both. I certainly urge 
you to do so. 

With assurances of our continuing respect and support, I ranain, 

Sincerely for Ll.fe, 

JCW:sb 

cc: Morton Blackwell 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 1, .1982 

I thought you might be interested 
in the attached information which 
a friend sent me regarding an 
attempt by communist governments 
to capture the term "right to 
life". Of course, communist 
regimes notoriously encourage 
abortion. 

Sincerely, 

Morton C. Blackwell 
Special Assistant to the President 

for Public Liaison 
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EXCERPT FROM STATEMENT BY OBSERVER OF GERMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC, 
SOCIAL COMMITTEE OF THE UN ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL, NEW YORK, 
DISCUSSION OF REPORT OF THE HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION, APRIL 30, 1982 

- 4 -

The Cornr.1ission on Human Rights also considered the 

situation in El Salvador, Bolivia and Guatemala and adopted 

relevant resolutions. Ih view of the intensified imperialist 

military assistance to the regime in El Salvador, special 

importance must be attached to that part of the resolution 

which opposes such collaboration. 

Mr. Chairman, 

The GDR holds that resolution 7/1982 on the right to 

life, which was adopted under the agenda item entitled 

"Human Rights and Scientific and Technological Development", 

carries special weight among the items in the report of the 

Commission on Human Rights. We believe that the peaceful use 

of scientific and technological progress for the benefit of 

mankind is a particularly important element for the implementation 

of that right. In its resolution 36/35 the United Nations General 

Assembly reaffirmed that in the age of scientific and technological 

progress, the activities of scientists and the resources of 

mankind should exclusively serve the peaceful economic, social 

and cultural development of States. Therefore, the German Demo­

ratic Republic advocates the full implementation of the Decla­

ration of 10 November 1975 on the Use of Scientific and Technolgical 

Progress in the Interests of Peace and for the Benefit of Mankind. 

It is the foremost task of the United Nations to safeguard the 

right to life, i.e. in particular by preserving international 

peace and security and romotin eaceful cooperation .of States. 

It is essential therefore that effective steps be taken 

against any misuse of scientific and technological achievements 

for the imperialist arms drive, against the development of ever 

new inhuman weapons of mass destruction and against the growing 

nee-colonialist plundering of the developing countries. 

_._ --.. 



EXCERPT FROM STATEMENT BY REPRESENTATIVE OF HUNGARY IN THE 
SOCIAL COMMITTEE OF THE UN ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL, NEW YORK, 
DISCUSSION OF THE REPORT OF THE HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION, APRIL 30, 1982 

- 3 -

Les droits a la vie et au developpement ont re9u une 

attention toute particuliere , de la part de la Commission dont 

nous nous felicitons. Quant -au droit au developpement, il faudrait 

continuer les efforts louables visant a approfondir la teneur de 

ce droit eminemment important et de cerner davantage les grandes 

orientations dans lesquelles s'insere la mise en oeuvre de ce 

droit. Il est important de souligner et d'approfondir le lien 

integral qui existe entre les droits de l'ho~~e, la decolonisation, 

le developpement socio-economique et la lutte pour le desarmement, 

pour la paix. 

Ence qui concerne le droit a la vie, il nous semble 

evident qu'il constitue ce fondement faute de quoi l'essor humain, 

l'edification d'une civilisation digne de ce nom ne seraient guere 

concevables. Cela est encore plus vrai aujourd'hui lorsque les 
r:f (,.t! ,,. ,,. f. ,,. . . . 1 r: E:_:: ___ ~ bene iques d 'une cooperation internationa e .1. ructueuse 

sont de plus en plus eclipses par le danger decoulant d'une 

course effrenee aux armements et par le refroidissernent notable 

des relations interetatiques. 

Ace propos, ma delegation ne peut passer sous silence 

une resolution adoptee a la derniere session de la Commission 

ayant trait au Kampuchee. Il nous semble que des efforts persistants 

deployees dans ce domaine depuis uncertain temps deja ne visent en 

fait que de priver le peuple khmer de son droit a la vie. L'une 

des grandes acquisitions de la Republique Populaire du Kampuchea 

est precisement la reconqu~te par les khmers de leur droit A 
l'existence. Il est en outre archiconnu que la fin du regime du 

soi-disant Kampuchea Democratique a ete accueilli partout avec 

soulagement. Par consequent, les prises de positions reiterees 

lors des debats de la derniere session de la Commission nous 

paraissent pour le moins anachronistiques. Elles representent 

aussi une irmnixtion dans les affaires interieures d' un Etat sorti 

des tenebres qui - grace a l'aide bilaterale et multilaterale de 
Q.., 

la coir..::: LL:"lai..:te des nations - a pu rel_p-ncer le deve1oppe::-,ent multi-
.C' - - -- - ~. -

· ,I 
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EXCERPT FROM STATEMENT BY OBSERVER OF CUBA IN THE -.-.~--
SOCIAL COMMITTEE OF THE U.N. ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL, NEW YORK, 
DISCUSSION OF REPORT OF THE HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION, APRIL 30, 1982 

Senor Presidente: 

Cuando hablarros de derechos hurranos, no p:>derros hacerlo en el sentido 

estrecho de la derrocracia griega antigua, basada en la esclavi tud, en 

que esos derechos era'1 s6lo :f.B.ra los propietarios de esclavos. 

N:>sotros debem:Js hablar de los derechos de la hurranidad toda. 

El prirrero de esos derechos es el derecho a la vida, el derecho al tra­

bajo, a la educaci~n, a la asistencia rredi~, el derecho a ro rrorirse de 

harobre y tener una vida derorosa, p:>rque si esos deredlos fundarrentales 

no se:garantizan, no hay OJitO hablar de otros derech:>s. 

hi.lestra delegaci6n considera, p:>r tan to, que es deber prirnario de 

nuestra ep:>ca, desgraciadamente prenada de peligros y arrenazas de una 

guerra nuclear y envuelta en una carrera a.rmarrentista que los cf.rculos 

rras reaccionarios del i.rrq;.erialisrro promueven irresp::msablerrente, defender 

el derecho a la :f.B.Z, garantizar la prese:i::vaci6n rnisma de nuestro planeta 

y de la hurranidad tcx:l.a. Y junto a ese derecho, inseP3Iablerrente unido a 

el, el derecho al desarrollo. 

Mi delegaci6n considera, Semr Presidente, que el establecimiento de 

un nuevo orde~ econaniro internacional resulta una premisa indispensable 

:i;:ara el logro de tan legf.tirro derecho hurrano cn.'TO lo es el D2recho al 

tesarrollo. 

Peru tarre, Senor Presidente, ci tar solo algu.nas cif ras, e:,qDnentes de 

la dramatica situaci6n en que vive la humanidad y sus sombrf.as perspec­

tivas. 

En la actualidad la p:>blaci6n mu.T1dial asciende a 4 mil 400 rnillores 

de habitantes, de ellos el 75% pertenece a los paises sul:xlesarrollaoos. 

Las proyecciones para el a.no 2000 indican que la i;:oblaci6n mundial para 

esa fedla, alcanzar~ la cifra de 6,400 millones de habitantes. Mas del 

90% de ese crecimiento tendra lu~ar en los paises subdesarrolados, con 
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lo cual la p::iblaci6n en esa parte del mundo representar~ el 80%, o lo 

q,:e es igua.l, 4 de cada 5 habitantes vivirful en paises subdesarrollados. 

Por otra parte, si analiza"TOs las p:rsi;::ectivas en cuanto a alimentaci6n 

verros gue la ya draJratica situaci6n alirnenticia del Tercer Mundo seran 

aun f€0r •. 

Seg<"Jn estudios realizados p::ir la FNJ, cerca de 450 millones de seres 

hurranos en el mundo subdesarrollado padece!:1 de desnutrici6n gra-ve, o sea, 

de harrbre. 

En los pr6xirros 20 a.nos esta situaci6n se tornafa aun mas diffcil, ex­

tensas regiones del rm.moo subdesarrollado careceran de las cantidades mas 

ele.'11e:ntales de aliirentos -para asegurar el desarrollo rorr.tl de los niros 

y pennitir que los adultos gocen de buena salud. 

Si analizam:,s la esreranza de vida, la situaci6n del analfabetisrro, nos• 

encontrarerros con identicas si tuaciones. 

Senor Presidente, mi delegaci6n considera un deber insoslayable de la 

cornunidad internacional, de los miernbros de las Naciones Unidas represen­

tados aquf, luchar para la transformaci6n de esta situaci6n, si es queen 

realidad ros preocupin los derechos hurnanos de los pueblos y los indivi­

duos, trabajerros pues para lograr el fundarrental de ellos, a::irro es el 

derecho a la vida. 

Muchas gracias 
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th,.::ir political vie,, ~; or 0n ot.lie:21· 1wn-r::,·,j_Ll:;:1 l ,Tmm1:,, i · :1 <.' iL' l . .1 ~ i _,,1 ,- •' 1.}..,i t· 

:um2n rL:)1ts, 

1. Takes note with deep ::wtisfact.i .m o:r thG worl: b,~it'i(; '.: ~1·:-~rr, :,l-:, :; '·:y tr·•c' 
Sut-Gor.1..1ission on ?revention 0f Discrimination and irot,:::ctic.r: c f ,·l in ::n·i ti,=s c-n 
this subject in accordanc0 with General 11.:.:; s e!Tibly rc::olutio:n:c 3::/·:,3, :5115' ' :: ':!r:' 
?{ J C::/ - ..:l r, • ' ,. □ • 't 1 t • 7'.) ' c·r-.r•-r•· T) 
,, -/ ) 'J b, an 1 "ornnuss1.01~ on ril1IT1an Icl.f;'C. s reso u 1.on .L \ .. ,, . ·.AA1.l .c : 

2. Hea·1ests the :~11b-CormnL:sion 0:1 1·revc~r:ti0n of ~iscr·:.:::i.11ct li ,Jr: ~:!: :l 
Frot"'ctir..:-n of Hinorities, at its thirt::,'-fifth sessi •.:;n, to cc:::·.i ,}- 0 r ·:.,; :., :,-:,,t-;- ,,·!~ 
c:,f hi1sh priority tr,e Rapporteur's final r eport, wit!: a ·:i,2w to s,:::.Litti:-:.1; it. : 
view,,· anrl r2comr:1endations, includinc; ::,, fraft bc,iy of g -.1id2lir:~::, -;.'::::.,;..::ipl2s 
a:1d g'-1.arantess, to the Cor:unissicn c-n Eur.:an Ei01:ts at its ~l:irt~,--: .fr. :;:-. :,e:,si -.•::; 

3. l lecides tc-- consider the ~-c.nort on tl-:is subj e c : by tJ_., . .. J: - •::cr::nissi:;n 
o~·- t'.1e f'r:c9vention of : iscriminati c n and Prot~cticri , .f '.: inori --i.,, :] -=-: .-: -:i r..3tter 
~riority at its thirty-ninth sessiu~. 

-·~L· ·:1:'firr,:1-nr: tL-.:. l f.:. t• !:.~~.i. ; ;~i t.L .. ~1 uf t:1,: ; Ji:~•. r:,l, ..: s l..,:~ ~--~ .· .... ·rni '-~~ :. ~i..:-r~~~ ~o :-:~~ .. , ~ 

2:'lCCeGding ;.:·0nersti0ns f:::-::ir.: tL•= Gc ,, 1.,r ~:8 ,-:; f '.-1Dr 7 t c ·:·:·.:,?..i.':'.:..::m :·-'!::. ::. ..:..r: f' . .11:-:~,;m2nt.il 

r ~ll-c~ll vc~e 0f 

- ::.v -



l 
t 
i 

I 

ir.L-:-:-"!~.'~! ·t:i_;,.,-:-.:..:1 ps~:.cr:: ":-'l':d :3:::;c;,1:rit~/, t c ·:..:- ~.ri:?1 -~r f::il.;;~ .. Jl:v 1·•~77_ ·~:~- : -,_; : •~:: · .1 t; .;: 

a!· .. ; i!~r.,:e:ru,.·~::.vnDl Cu-vpc:ratic,n in :· ::.· cr:-.u +:inc ~1.r.:: :· L 1 '<''1C':\, "11 :::.1·. 

f~r h~~a~ ri i~t~ and ~or f~~Jarne~tol fr~0Jccs, 
' ~: 

~;: r~affir~.1in.g t:te provi<:'ions of' the ':,;"nivex·sal ?E' ,~larat.i.~:: Jf ::·::·.:, : , F, : ,~1-.t· .i , ?.C/ 
tLe Intor:ation?.l Ccvenant on Econcmic, Sc-cia.l ar.d Cult1.11.·cl1. :::.gh'::0 -t);e 
Ir:ternationa.l Covenant. on Civil end Political Rig~"J.ts, '?:]./ articl-: ·.: ::::.c:1 
st;,,;tes t:,2t "-=very ':-.uman being ha . .:; t:r.:2 inherent right'to life",· 

11 •+· l +· r: 1 vvv~·) . .r- "7 Hf;c.q in;::-- l ., s reso u .. 1.0,, J 1_,·.,, .. .Ll er .:.: 1n-.:. 

7'.,:c:-, llinn: the Iii•clanttion or! 1:'.'1c ,:it":-i::-r.gtl :c- nin."· o~' ~::.t• :·-.~•ti ,"1L·~ ·:,:r- <)l 

l': Dec"-'.:,: ;;,r l ')?O, '?!1./ th2 .C,e,~lar2.ti ·:m on ti112 J0 ·,: ::f .:'.,; i~~ tj_~·i ,~ d~ , ~ .. .. ' ~· ;~2,',l 
Prc,?eSs' ir: the InteresLs e,f te':lc,~ and L::r the 01:':1,ef.i_-: c:' :. ·:,,.l·:iL · 
lC ~fov•.::,r.-::r 1075, :?9/ t,he :":r:,cJ.-,r--:1ti<)r, er th,· h ··T·1r:1t:;.:r. -~: '.' , L' ;L 
in _?,.32, '.'-2 e,f 1::; "S~cerrl"•l'::J.· L T 7::- 7iC/ an,:1 t'.-:2 :·, .. ,:: lo·c· ::! '.:i.cr. o:, t::L ·" '' .·: ~-'-',, ::: 
Ca':,: .-::~rc, ,:·, -2 c/ 9 Deceml .. :_::,~-1)81, .'.i:./ 

I·.'::'• . . ":Llir.,'.' 'J.L~O the:· r•1n~Jrte::.· .it i_i;r_;,_,r_r.::,i,~ 

tr.,~ ~),,c l<, : ·:3 ti<.·:! 7..-;; / anr.~ !n:•:;r0nr.: ·_, cf ;_._, ': ::.c!1 

2:nt-::-r-r.,;; ti,Jn ', l C-:.:cnoFJic Orc<?.r cf' l Aa;-/ 1S'7 1'. , 

~lL ;- ~·:~J.-::: J.r1.J 
·'>.: 1 ·:.~ t~~e - · 

-- it;._ .' cf 
: L,: , ~: _, , _ 

- ~i 

··W 

F.82~.'._'i1-r..i.r:..:· ·:ncs 3,,--ain ·fre i.n1--.2r ·-}~1t ::.':. .c·)·,.., cf' alJ. -pe0p:..es and ? L . .:.:::.dividuals 
to life, 

tt_reat -:: r-_-<i t~,- tr.:.e 9.:::'!71~; r:?.c- '?., -pc1rtic~_1l2.r 1 .. p t:·. ·: nu :.•l ·?·:1r .1r1 ·:;:; ~·--1.: :-:: - ,. :-: .L ' : r: 
;.;:2;'::c"ts, CL3 ~.-.:- :-: 11 OS b;/ v.:i.0J.ati c1~~.' cf 011•-· i~· :.cincirl~-:.:' c~f tltt.- :~ ~1 1·· .... . 1 '- ·-=-

iJr:it,2c: :-eti,.~,:-1s regar:ii~·t{~ +.,i1e S•:i\·81·ei:.-.::•·~ -~r ::1.11~1 °tt)::'!···i_;,l~ri:11 i.!·: .. · .. 1 :1:~ •· -- ~, . .:· 

a~~ ~~lf-d~+~r~inati0n of pe0ple3 , 

A-.. re.-.:..·,=,; thst all the £"'.or::- ·.:i rs of vast ,,;.1.r,: ?.nc1 ::1lJ. :_:; ,;Lt,!'.' .. ;_0 ;~: 

1:efall~r, "9~ 1:iplc ',JOUl1] pale in (.,QJ'.Tc:1:i:"GP ·.-;ith ·-rl:ot :.s .:..:-:::c' l' ·-, •. :ir 

nur;lear weapcns capahle cf CP.stroyint; ci ·:i li·z.a ti-:-n 0n t,~i:- ~.L , 
: <.•: 

Al:1rr::ed 'oy the threat to the survival 0f !;i.:,n-::cird r1,1:l L k;'"' ; if _-;i.:.:t;i.ini:1,:-;­
system rosetl by n~clear weapons and by their use, 

2S/ Gi=,neral As,:iembly rE:sc-lu tion 217 A (III) . 
' w GenE:ral .C,ssembly :r.·,:,:,.,,li.;tie,n 22cc, /\ (, ... -) .- \.\ .t ' 

;.Hll":e:•~, 

u General h.si,c:nbly resolution 27 3~t (Vi':) J...J\.'. . 
2r;/ General ;i.ssembly resoluticn ~::n ·: 

. .J'•"I (1YY) . ~· .J .. . 
LI GE:r1<➔-ra 1 Assembly resolu+,inn - -, /1 , ; / ' ) . 
ll/ r; ,':n era J ,\s::romlJl;/ rA.,;cl,1t1 -:::: 11 ·-'.()\:_'•,' . 

n/ •::en0:r.·.~1 1i:::;~;c::!7lbly rc- ::c l :;t.~on ,::,,n I. ' ..L::. ' 
.... _ . ) 

7 7 / -~ en P. l',:i l /:. s:; em11 l:',' r •', :· cJ 1.1., t , c•;n ~ •' l ( :_._.i ') 
~ I . 
7;,1,-I ,....,. · ;.,:•r:.:..!l 1\ 0 :·: f; ~ ~-; 1,~.r i' ·, '. -~ (_ l 1.1 '- i vr: .·, ( ., .... , \ 

\ .,- ' :. ) . 

. .}~_ 



:::::calling- the historic; respcnsiti.lity of th<.? G-o,:c:r::'lillt=ll'-~ c:· all coi.;ntries 
of the world to remove the t..l::r(sJ.t of war frorr: trse :iv,:: s of f,60~,::.~, to pr,3serve 
civilization and ens~re th~t every~ne en1cys his ici:erent ri~1t to life, 

C~nvinced that for no peop:d in the world today is there a ~ore important 
qu2stion than that of the p:reserva ticn of peace and cf -m3urir~c the car:iinal ( 
right of every human being·, ~amely, the right to life, . ::I 

1. Expresses its firm convicti"r. that all people3 an,: al.: individuals ha.ve ;j ~; 

ar:. inherent right to life,. and that the safeguarding of this forer.icst right is an l ?. 
essential condition for the enjoyment of the entiI·e rar:ge of (·ccncr::iic, social and J~\ 
cultural, as well as civil and polit ical, rights; I 

2. Stresses the urgent need for all possible efforts 'cy -t:he international , :'(,f~i 
ccmmuni ty to strengthen peace, remove the threat of war, particularly nuclear Wa.r't i~f 
halt the arms race and achieve general and complete disa.rma.:ient Lmder effective ,,.;~l{ 
international control, thus contributing to assuring the right to lii"e; · tlif 

4"JlJ:; 
:l'\Ni'" Calls unon all States to take the necess::.ry measures to ensure that th~ .- :.r,· 

. . ~;~/ 
results of scientific and technical progress are used exclusively in the intere..;t;J;,h. 
of international peace and for the benefit of mankind and for p!:·omoting and 'i;~J 
encouraging respect for human rights and fundamental freedcms wi t!'lout d.:Lstincti•J:1-·:,u 

. .i1t 
a.s to race, sex, lar.guage or re2.igion; ~¥ 

4. Decides in its future a.ctivities to stress the need t c ens.a-e the 
cardinal right of everyone to li!'e; 

5. Requests the Sub-Commission en Prevention Gf Discrirnin2tion and 
Protection of Minorities to carry out a study on the negative consequences of 
the arms race, particularly the :mclear arms race in all its asp,-=:c ts, fer the 
implementation of economic, social, c1.1ltural as well as ~ivil ar:d political 
rignts, the e3tablishment of the new international economic ord-s-r and, above 
all, of the in.."lerent right to life, and to sur:-::iit t:1at study for consideration 
by the Commission at its fortieth session; 

-'~~ ' 'Ji, ~e~t ((' 
~~i 

., ... ~ 
')~~ 

:1 
:·\{; 

r!~'. 
fl 

6. Rec, •.tests the Secretary-Gener3l to bring this resolutivi: tc the attention >t '>< 
of the Economic and Social C01mGil, the General As::;embly and otter 'Jni ted Nations :;if, ·~ --
bodies concerned with disarmarnen t :natters. 'il't ·,:i 

1982/8. Violations of hu.11an ri.2"hta in soutr.e r n A:ric-~: 
report of the ;,d Hoc 1.:orkin,g- Groun cf Exp~:::-tf" J.5J 

The Commission on !11.ur.an . Ri!lhts, 

Recalling- its resolution 2 (:~III),. by which it set up the Ad hoc 1.forking 
Group of Experts on southern Africa, and its resolutions 21 (XXV), 7 (XXVII), 
19 (XXIX), 5 (x..ur), 6 (XXXIII), 12 (XY..XV) and 5 (XXXVII), 

Recalling also 8conomic and Social Council decision 1981/155 of 8 l1a.y 1981, 

Havin,g- examined the progress report of the Ad hoc 1.vorking Group of Experts 
subrni tted in accordance with Commission resolution 5 (;:_:(.AVII) 1 J§/ 

n/ Adopted at the 37th meeting on 25 February 1982, by a roll-call vote of 
42 to none, with 1 abstention. See chap. IV. 

22,;I E/CN.4/1485. 
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317 •. ~.t ti11;: ,:-equest of the representative of Jordan, a vote 
~m thE- draft resolution. 'Ihe representative ci' Peru made a 
Jf vote before the vote. ~he draft resolution, as amcnd~ct, 
to 1, with 11 abstentic•ns. The votine; was as follows: 

by rrl:-~all was taken 
st~ t~~Lln t in explanation 
wa~ aJcntdd by 30 vct~s 

::n favour: 

A,g-ainst: 

Abstaining-: 

.f:.lgeria, Ar,g;entina, Brazi l, Bi.llgaria, By~lorussian Soviet 
Socialist Republic, China, Cuba., Cyprl,s, 3tbiopid, ·~amiba, 
Ghana., Greece, India, Jordan, Mexico, ?a.kistan, :i.a:~ama, 
Philippines, Poland, Rwanda, Senegal, .3yrian Arat ;;,,epu'clic, 
Togo, Uganda., Union cf Soviet Socialist 5-epublics, ::rw;ua.y, 
Yugoslavia., Zaire, Zambia and Zimbat;.-e. 

United States of America. 

Australia., Canada, Costa Rica, Denmark, Fiji, France, Germany, 
Federa.l Republic of, Ita.ly, Ja.pan, Netherlands, united Kingdon 
of Grea.t Brita.in and Northern Ireland. 

:[ 
•jij( 
;if _.,}/ 

. ~~~~ 
. / .. :ii 

,~l 
t;;!. 

318. For the text of the resolution, see chapter ;;...xvI, section A, resolution 1°02/5. -\~ / :.:i, 
319. At the 29th meeting, the representative of the United Kingdom introduced a /~ 
draft resolution (E/CN .4/1982/L.14), sponsored by Costa Rica, Gambia, Fiji, ·f; 
Horocco, V Panama and the United Kingdom of Grea.t Britain and Northern Ireland. · /)f 
Peru joined the sponsors of the draft resolution. The CoIIlI!lission adopted the IJ 
draft resolution without a vote. j· 
320. For the text of the resolution, see chapter ~~VI, _s _ection A, r~soluti~n _ _:~82/6.1 

------fut E; ~ -~, ~;~-;e?:::t:;. · ii 
Soviet Socialist Republic, Bulgaria, Cuba., Bthiopia, India,. Pol,:md, the Syrian ,;:a; 
Arab Republic and the Union o~ Soviet Socialist Republics. Zambia joine--1 the JJ 
sponsors of the era.ft resolution. ·tl.~ 

f i 
322. In the light of amendments proposed 'cy the representative of ra~istan, the 
representative of the Soviet Union orally revised the draft resolution as follows: 
the words "as well as by violia.tions of the Principles cf the Charter of the 
United Nations regarding the sovereignty and territorial integrity of States and 
self-determination of peoples" were inserted a.t the end of the seventh preambular 
paragraph; irs operative paragraph 5, a comma and the words "the establishment of 
the new international economic order" were inserted aft~r the words "civil and 
political rights". 

323. The representative of China. made a statement in explanation of vote before 
the vote. 

324. At the request of the representative of Cuba., a vote by roll-call wa.s taken 
on draft resolution E/CN.4/1982/L.15/Rev.l. The draft ?esolution, as orally 
revised,wa.s adopted by 32 votes to none, with 11 abstentions. The voting was 
as follows: 

~/ In accordance with rule 69, paragraph 3, of tr.e rules 01 prc,.;edure of 
the functional commissions cf the Economic and Social Ccuncil 
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In fa·:our: 

Abstainin.-r: 

325, For the text 

326. At the 30th meeting, sta.-tements in explanation of vot2 after th"- vote · .. ere 
made by the representatives of Argentina., the By2lorussian 3oviet Socialist 
Republic, Canada, Denmark, France, the Federal Rep11blic of Gerr:iany, India, Italy, 
the Netherlands, Peru, ·':.he SovL=:t Union, the United Kingdom, tl-,e TJni ted St2. tes 
and Uruguay. 
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