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November 8, 1982

Mr. Morton C. Blackwell

01d Executive Office Building
Room 191

Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. Blackwell,

Each year, Maryland Right to Life tries to bring professional
people, like yourself, to address our pro-life workers from
throughout the state of Maryland on all the various and related
life issues.

It is only through the generous contribution of your time and
talent that we can bring about such a successful educational
convention.

Needless to say, we are most grateful to you for taking
the time to develop and share your expertise with us.

We who work in the pro-life movement need to be kept abreast
of all the latest issues and technologies that affect the
right-to-1ife. We need also to be inspired by people, like
yourself, in order to continue our efforts.

Thank you once again for volunteering to help us and
may God bless you always for your dedication to life.

Sincerely yours in 1life,
Qﬂ . i//jcz,&ée/

nv 1tion
Maryland Right to Life, Inc.









ceount, on this point as with several others, 1s completely
he incident which yoa allude to occurrcd on the morning
8, prior to the counvening of the Scnate that day, our
staff phoned aides of over 30 solid pro-lifce senators, asking
on the Scnate floor whoen the Senate econvenced  in case Senator
LEC s vieo --d their suroort in the expected proceducal infighting.

When the Senuate convened, the presiding of ficer, Scenator Thurmond,
helpianlly chose to recognize Scenator lielos, You are incorrccet in stating
that Helms "regained' the [loor rom Packwood. In fact, Packwood had
lost the floor under the rales the previous covening, when he moved to
table Scnator llelm's "[lirst degree” wacndment.  Helms then offered the
substance of his pro-1life bill as an amendwent., While this was going on,
Doug Johmson was in tho Senate Lobby, stopping pro-life senators who were
leaving the scenate chamber and asking thom to return to the chamber, so
that Senator Helms would have a sufficient number of "seconds'" (#11
under the Senate rules) to {orce certain procedural steps, if he so chose.
At least two who returned to the chamber did so at Doug's request (Doug
Badger of Christian Action Council and other pro-life lobbyists were also
engaged in such activity). Because of this, Senator Helms did have
sufficient ""seconds” to establish the advantageous procedural situation
which he sought.(known as "ordcering the yoeos and nays').

Senator Nickles was chairing o subcommittee meeting at the time.
lis pro-1life aide callied Senator liclms'  office to scee if Nickle's
presence on the floor was required. She was told by Senator Helms'
staff that it was not requirced. As noted above, Senator Helms' staff was
ri;;ht -- there were already sutficient pro-litfe senators on the floor
for the vrocedural purposes indicated., Later, when the time came to
vote on the Weicker amendmeni, Sonator Micktes vwas called and he came
immediately.

After Senator flelms yielded the [loor, Senator Weicker and Senator
Baucus offered their amendments which were dircected to the Helms prayer/
courtstripping amendment. Senator lelms immediately moved to table the
Weicker amendment, which stated that the court:s have power to enforce
the Constitution. In effect, this amendment was dilatory. Such as it
had substance, it was pertinent to the prayer amendment, not the pro-
life amendment. Thus the vote on the Weicker amendment was not a vote
on abortion.

In the overall, the Nickles incident, which you presented as part
of a4 sinister anti-lelms conspiracy was actually entirely innocent and
meaningless and was part of our ongoing pro-Helms lohbying effort --

e tly tt ¢-pc .te of what yc ¢l rge.

Another example is your statement that I remained - the L
“to work on the big one.” 1 am very curious as to who told you this.
It is totally incorrect. I did not say it, nor would I have had any
reason to say it, nor did I do it. Durinyg the debatce on Helms, I w ; very
busy with the varied demands of my office. I don't go to the Hill very
of en in any case. In tact, when 1 was involved with the Senate legis-
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lation I was again doing exactly the opposite of what you charge. I
was working on support Tor Helms and doing the various things that
finally resulted in the impressive top-level confercence with James Baker,
Flizabeth Dole, Morton Blackwell, Kenneth Duberstein and, happily,
President Rearan.

As for lobbyists, my instruction to Doug and Jan was as follows:
the Board has adopted a strong policy of support for both measures.
Therefore, do not bring anyone in unless their position and actions
shows that they will or/und can comfortably lobby for both mcasurces,
as both were expected to be voted upon. Do not spend KRLC money to bring
in a director who has a public position in opposition to our board's
policy of support for both measures. Don't waste time and money by
bringing in pcople from a state where both Senators are already locked

into a pro-abortion or to a pro-life position. Go after the "mushy.
middle." Sadly, as the time came closer, those Senators in the middle
moved more heavily against us than toward us. Paul Artman's visit pro-

bably influcnced a vote in our direction. Sandy's didn't but it was
worth the effort. John Waddey's failed spectacularly in the end, but

no one can arguc that Tennessee had two crucial votes, both of which we
thought we had a shot at. Very special efforts werc directed at Senator
Melcher and thesc are just examples.

Barb Lyons, who has been supportive of both initiatives, sought to
get me on a panel with Curt Young at a CAC-called press conference.
I wanted to demonstrate united support for IHelms and asked to be included.
Curt declinced my offer. I cast no judgment upon his reasons, but I still
think it would have been a good thing. Yor this and other contacts,
her expertise was rcally appreciated. Denise saw Heinz's aides, Rita
saw Hatfield, Jean saw Chiles. Wanda saw Byrd. Geline saw her senators.

Dr. Baker saw Goldwatcr. And so the story went.. Just because certain
"pro-Hatch" directors agrced to lobby for llelms, and were brought in,
is no reason to complain. If some '‘of the '"pro-Helms" people had been

willing to also lobby for Hatch, and their senators were in the '"un-
decided" category, some of them would have also been asked.

Incident2lly, I was pleased that my visit with Senator Nancy
Kasselbaum may have borne a little fruit, She voted with us on cloture.
As we both know, however, her position on both Helms and idatch was and
is a definite no.

In such a meeting with a senator, as I did in vour case, it has
been my custom to notify the state director ' ,
The circumstances of this particular encounter were such that your pre-

sence was probahlv not necessarv. Mv gpecific nnrpose in callir ou,
] S / 1 1. you v ntec
I 3¢ e, 1 nave had no direct contact with him this fall.

It was my understanding that Doug felt confident of Dole's support on
all votes, a judgment that proved correct.


































































Many people are shocked and upset when I use words like "killing"
or "death" to describe abortion.

But I'm convinced we will only stop abortion in the United States when
Americans come to understand exactly what abortion is.

Abortion is legalized killing. It is the taking of the life of a
tiny person who is defenseless against the abortionists' deadly and
sophisticated surgical instruments.

The enemies of life generate all sorts of propaganda to convince you
that life exists only after the child is born.

These forces of evil want you to picture the aborted baby as
nothing more than medical waste. But as a doctor, let me tell you what

tt facts really are.

The little person breathes, sleeps, and wakes up when he hears noises
from the outside world. He hiccups, swallows and sucks his thumb
just like a newborn baby.

Furtherr e, th: child feels pain, tastes, can be taught things
and has measurable brain waves.

TF ralhad T lhatrra anicd+d AacA~avibhaAd +4A A e mad T3 Fa T AAant+ brAnr wtha+ 1

If you are as outraged as I am at this wanton disregard of human life,
I strongly urge you to become a Sustaining Member of the National Right
to Life Committee and to join with others in the life and death battle.

The National Right to Life Committee is the largest and by far the
most respected pro-life organization in the United States.

In fact, no single organization has done more in the fight to outlaw
ortion 1 RLC. I've listed | .ow just a few of our many notable

accomplishments.

Farly during the current congress, our lobbying and
egislative staff won a landmark victory. For the
irst time ever, the Hyde Amendment was passed by
_he United States Senate.

This finally eliminated the federal funding of
abortions with your hard-earned tax dollars. NRLC
S5tate Directors from all over the country came to
Nashington, D.C. to help convince senators that this
legislation should be passed.

Only weeks after that, a sub-committee of the power-
ful U.S. Senate Judiciary Committee approved the
Juman Life Bill. The Washington Post called this
the "first congressional step in ending eight years
of legalized abortions".

le

This is the first pro-life amendment to get this far. It is
scheduled to be considered by the full U.S. Senate early in the
next Senate session. Needless to say, NRLC will be working around

the clock to guarantee its success.

Bt ewvt if this h  :.oric amendment is passed by the Congress, it
must win approval by at least 38 states. So you can see that our fight is
far from being over.



That's why it is so important that you become a Sustaining Member
of the National Right to Life Committee by sending a generous contribution
today.

Major legislative battles are just ahead. *"~7 -~ F~~—nov- Eoler mnnd

i kAl

As you can imagine, to carry on the pro-life struggle is painfully
expensive. In 1982 we are going to be forced to spend over one and
one-half million dollars. I know that sounds like a lot of money, but
keep in mind that NRLC is up against many powerful pro-death groups.

We are fighting the powerful National Abortion Rights Action
which boasts 90,000 members nationwide.

NRLC is fighting Planned Parenthood which will receive $58,00
this year from the federal government.

And we are fighting powerful pro-death leaders like Ted Kennedy, NOW
President Eleanor Smeal and radical feminists like Gloria Steinam.

It's almost impossible to tell you about the arrogant zeal that
totally consumes these hardcore pro-death fanatics. But I know first hand
that it is very real.

NRLC can o' cor t! 1, but only if youl .p out. So please become
a Sustaining Member today. Your contribution of $25, $35 or even $50
will go a long way in the fight to save millions of unborn lives.

Of course, some members feel so strongly that they give $100, $250
or even $500. The value of life has no price tag.

If vou have any doubts about accepting your Sustaining Membership

I pray I will hear back from you in the next 10 days. Everyone who
believes in the humanity of life must join together and stop the
killing once and for all.

Please help. There is no other choice for us except to fight . . .

and to win . . . for defenseless unborn children.
P.S. The 17,000 little boys and giris 1in WlLmlngton, Calllornid 4id noc
have to die in vain. They are symbols of the unborn children we must

protect. Your contribution will move us a step closer to stopping the
killing once and for all.







“inn.apolis

me |/ Number 167/ (4

n

T

1A. RMetr
Thursday

November 4, 1932
W and 4 Sections Cc
25¢ single copy Section A /P

Ju. enbert

12 Miapeapolls Star and Tribune

nesctans split their tickets Tues-
with the ve of mavie-theater
ers. On one uand, they reelected
Indepandent-Republican senator.
the other, they elected a DFL
:rnor.

ording to the Minnesota Poil,
s why:

ave Dur 'r's Senate vic-
grew {ro ly solid Indepen-
I-Republis port, plus a sub-

tial crossuver by DFLers. But

'
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' Indcpendent-
ock Whitney,
ly as much [t
Tnor's contes .,
nany DFLers,

and governor'’s

races, Minnesota voters said improv-
ing the economy was the most im-
portant issue. A majority figured
Durenberger could do mwore fo im-
prove it than DFT.er Mark-Dayzoa in
the Senate, but  even stronger ma-
jocity sald Dlrrer Rudy Perpich
could do it better than Indeperndent-
Republican Whitney in the pover-
aer’s chair.

Z: The candidates’ personal appeal,
— or lack of it — also contributed tos
the partypiitting outcome. Indcpen-
dent-Republican Whitney and DFLer
Dayion piled up substantlal dissip-

proval ratings among Minnesotans
tetween Septeruber and election
ay.

the best course is for government to
makza it easier for businesses to ex-
pand and hire people, rather than to
hire people directly through govern-
ment programs. That's more a Re-
publican approach than a Democrat-
ic one and could explain Minneso-
tans' continuing hopes for the presi-
dent's program.

# A majority of Minnesotans still ap-
proved Ronald Reagan’s perfor-
mance as president Tuesday. An
even stronger majority said the pres-
ident’s economic policies should be
glven more time to work. Among
both groups, Durenberger was neavi-
ly favered. But Reaganomics en-
joyed a slight edge even among those
who voted for DFLer Perpich.

@ The aYortion ssue affected the de-
cisions of ebout one of four voters in
both races, but the impact of the
issue was more distinct in the Senate
race, where it worked in Durenber-

Furthermore, four of five voters sal ger’s favor,

The findings m election-day ¢
phone interviews with mcre ¢
1,000 voters, help explain how vt
made their choices. And they .
scribe the kinds of peopie who vot
for each candidate.

Senator
The Serate race turned on scve.
factors besides the link betwe

eagan, Reaparormuics and Dur
rger.

Poll continued on page 9A




pO“ Coutinved from page 1A

One was that people’s unfavorable
Impressiens of Dayion grew stronger
hetween the primary and the pener-
al election. It reached 42 percent on
election day, compared with 27 per-
cent for Durenberger.

Speclfically, Dayion’'s expensive
campaign — costing ahout $7 million
— was criticized by 38 percent of all
voters, and scven-eighths of this
group voted for Durenberger.

Daylton in expenience (b7 10 Zu per-
cent) and leadership (51 to 33 pe:i-
cent).

Durenberger’s cross-party pull also
was important. Hz corralled scven of
every eight Iudependent-Repubiican
voters, then roped in one of every
five DFLers. The latter were cruciai,
because Indepes:dent-Repubiicans
make up just 38 percent of ail voters,
accerdling to the poil -— not enough
to provide a winning margin by
themselves.

Durenberger also attrocled 37 per-
cent of the voic in households with a
labor unicn member and 28 percent
¢! the blue-ceilar vete.

Dayton drew snme crossover votes
too — one of every 10 Independent-
Republicans compared with rore
than three-fourths of his ewn paiiy's
votes. Rut that combination fell
short.

The conlroversial abaorticn issue af-
feeted the decisions of about one of
every four voters interviewed — in
Durenbverpgcr's favor. More than half
of this group favored constitutional
restrictions on agortion, and two-
thirds of those favaring such iestric-
tions voted for Durenberger. ayton,
meanwhile, was favored hy a major-
ity of those favering no constitutinpal
restrictions.

Among all voters, a majority didn't
censider abortion inaportant o their
voling decisions and they voted
equally for Durenberger and Day-
toa.

On other issues, voters were more
likely to say that Davton would do a
better job than Dutenberger in con-
trolling the spread of nuciear weup-
ons. But Durenherger had a narrow
edge on the issues of developing a
fair tax palicy, putting Social Securi-
ty on a sound financizl bocis and
improving the state’'s econmny, °

Duoyton kad a =lirht cdre over Dur-
CHEOYLeT GR o Cei b Ghoul comion
poople (41 10 33 percent).

who made up INEIr MINUs Lile U we
campalgn — 71 percent of thuse who
cdecided on the 1ast day, for example.
Unfortunately for him, these pro-

crastinators were a distinct minority.

Keeping in mina that 51 percent of
those polled said they voted for Dur-
cnberger, here are some of the sena-
tor's likelicst supporters: those earn-

ing more than $35,000 a year (69

percent), thcse with college degrees
(63 percent) men (5€ percent), rural
‘areas (56 percent' and people in
their 39s and 40s percent).

Dayton's support (48 percent overall
in the poll) was most noticeable

_among St. Paul and Minneapoiis resi-

dente 177 and A1 rarrent. resnective-

!
schoot education or less (53 percent)

"and women (52 percent).

Governor

In some ways the governor's race

~was a flip of the senator’s coatest.

Perpich, thougit not endorsed by his
party wiren the race began, was sup-
ported by 84 percent of the DFL
voters -— a parallel to Durenberger’s
"ability to unite the Independent-Re-
“publicans.

Also like Durenberger, Perpich drew
some crossover votes. Almost one-
third of the Independent-Republi-
cans voted for Perpich.

Unfortunately for Wheelock Whit-
ney, hc resembled Mark Dayton in
the Senate race by building a high
unfavorabls rating. It rose sub -
tially since the primary, from 29
percent of likely voters then lo 47
percent on election day. His favor-
able rating was 45 percent.

Throughout the summer and fail,
Whitney's campaign repeated the
theme that he could manage the
state like a business. The slogan took
hold. After the primary, 95 percent
of likely voters agreed that Whitney
had more ability than Perpich to
manage state government.

But on Tuesday, poll interviewers
changed the wording and asked
which of the two could ke described
as “‘a pood administrator.” Whituey's
edge shrank from 47 percent to 39

percent over Perpich,

Whitney did lead Perpich 56 to 44
percent when veters were asked
which could better handle the bud-
get, but that issue was hardly the
moct important in the election. That
choice was the economy, and on that
issue Perpich’s lead was about equal
to his ovcrall margin of election.

One key to Perpich’'s victory was
voters’ Impression that e cared
aboul connnon people. He led Whit-
ney 62 {0 20 percent on this qucstion,

RTABKAHUIINLY Ul WG BUYCEIIUL O 1aLT
Is less clear than In the Senate con-
test. Perpich voters disapproved of
Reapan's performance, 36 ta 59 per-
cent, compared with all voters’ ap-
proval of 53 to 42 percent. But Per-
pich supporters split on givino the
president’s economic polic w
time to work: 49 percent res
and 46 percent no.

Abortion also had less inipact on the

governor's contest. One of four vot-
ers in both races were affected by
the issue. But those favoring pro-ife
policies were just as likely as pro-
choice supporters to support Per-
pich.

Darnicrh wae harkaed hu traditional

a1y (o -
percent), those earuing less than
$20,000 (65 percent), women (62 per-
cent) and those with the Ieast educa-
tion — although he won a majority
among every educaticnal category.

By comparison, Whitncy led among
the most well-off Minnesotans, those
earning more than $35,000 a year.
His margin over Perpich among this
greup was 53 to 45 percent. Even
among ccnservatives, however, Whit-
ney led only 50 to 47 percent.

Some people still remembered that

Perpich became governor the first
time by appointing Gov. Wendell An-
derson to the Senate and moving up
from his lieutcnant governor’s job.

But cthers had good memories of
Perpich’s former tenure. A 35-year-
old lzid-off machine operator in Ma-
ple Grove said, “Things were good
when he was in there before —
(he’s) worth another try, The econo-
my was better, there was less unem-
ployment, and I had a job then.”

iFacts about the
kiinnesota Poll

Results of the current poll were gathered
through telephone interviews conducted on
election day, Nov. 2, by five polling lirms:
Jeanne Drew Survevs and Mid-Centinent Sur-
veys, Inc., both in Minneapolis; Marketlag Deci-
sions, Inc., ard Winona Research, Inc., both in
Bloomington, and Quality Controtled Services,
Edina. -

Several steps are laken o ensure that the
sample of adult Minnesotans is as representa-
tive as possible.

First, & computer program selects Minnesota
phone numbers at random. The Minaesota Pub-
lic Utitities Commussion staff estimates that 96
to 98 percent of stale households have tele-
phones.

Within each household, the particular respon-
dent is determined in a statistically unhiased
fashion.

In samples this size — 1,053 interviews — the
margin of crror In 95 cases out of 100 is
estimated at 3 percent above or below the
figures cited In the poll report. For subsamiples,
the margin of efror is greater, depending on
the size of each scbsamipie.

Materia) on the poll's findings and methods is
gvaiiable for inspection by any lateiested per-
s0n.



"Davis Blames His lLoss on Last-Minute Trible Mailings on Gun Control, Abortion"

Richmond News Leader, November 4, 1982

By TYLER WHITLEY ;| "~ =
Lt. Gov Richard J. Davtl today
blamed his loss to Pa ™™ T "
Virginia's US. ‘Senate
“single-issue” mi " 1 :
porters. 't i i hikil .
“If I had to select 0 !
things, it ‘would be that e musunger- -
standing or misrepr ation of my po-
sitions on gun Couuws and -&bortion °
brought out a concerted effort among !
single-issue people,” Davis sald. o
Davis, a Democrat, lpst to Tri Vir-
gmia s Republican 15t District cuu;ress-
man, by 34,000 votes out of more than 14
million cast Tuesday. Davis was at the -.
state Capitol today to meet with Gov.iy
Charles S. Robb." *. ¥ ke i
A swing of 17,000 vota would have wua 1
him the election, Davis said. In the hdl,‘
week of the campaign, hé said, the Na<:. !
tional Rifle Association sent ott :10,000 .
letters contending r.hat he supported. -gun }
control. S

—

P

a2 A

< ““fhase letters were concentrated in the

6th Congre:  nal District, where Davis
"1 he “dianw.do well” Davis said be is

" oppa e y
SL.Th age banker ulso
-said passed out Sun-
day 1 throughout Vir-
_ginia him with abor-

_tion aavocates. Davis sdld ‘the leaflets

were passed out at his own church.
. As a Roman Catholic, Davisis( osed

{0 abortions but doesn't think they soould
be banned in: the U.S Constntutlon,‘ he
said e L\* R

_ 'Dressedina dark blue suit and looking
relaxed, Davis' said he plans -to leave ‘

" j:tomorrow ‘fora Florida‘vacatxon.. T
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It is with a great sense of empathy and with great admiration and

Dear Mre, President, ]a

respect that I am uyriting to a president who has spoken out so
courageously and clearly on behalf of unborn children whose blood
has been flowing so freély in our nation, In the words of the Irish
poet,Yeats: "The blood-dimned tide is loosed and everywhere the
ceremony of innocence is drowned™,
At a recent Right to Life ConvenEion in Maryland I saw and heard
your televised address to the National Convention,i thoucht uwhat
a great blessing it was to have a president who spoke with such
conviction and deep respect for the sanctity of human life,
I tooy Mr, President, live alv@ays with the auwareness of these
atrocities, For about thirteen years now, I have been involved
in the nationwide effort to return protection to dhborn children
~-=gspeaking, writing lotbying, and honing and workino ardently for
your election and for that of other pro=-life candidates., I shared
the disapnpointment of the many who saw you miss by so close a marodin
at an earlier convention,
but in spite of @ll those efforts to return protection to human
life which so many of us have made,the killing continue:.. It is
now estimated that twelve million have died since the Court's death
sentence on the unborng

. twenty t 2ai
are killed daily in my neighborhood. Thirty thousand have now died
at Sigma clinic, and though I am a reoistered nurse and can look

back on times we successfully battled to save the lives of tiny

11  bea sthere is very little I can now do to try to save

tt premature babies being killed there,



Sigma gives a brochure to the youno people beinn directed there
telling them that abortion is "safer than havino a tooth pulled®
the first ' twelve weeks,l havenprotested this Yo the State Nediéal
Board as a gross violation of medical ethics. Not only do they
disregard the child that dies,but they are not informing of the
possibility of grave complications to the mother such as severe
hemorrhage, serious infection, and embolism, Some of these,of course,
can cause death,The Medical Board is considering the ooscsibility

of an advertising vioclatian, but in the meantime these young neonle
continue to be misinformed, Neither are they given any practiced.
information of help that is available to them if they dort destroy
their child, altho:oh it is state law that they reosive such in-
formation,

I have,thereforgon a few occassions entered the clinic for five.
or ten minutes in a last desperate attempt to tell these younco
neople of helnp available to them through Birth#ight and also to
urge them not to take their babies? lives, Also that Sigma is
misinforming them about the "safety "of abortion for themselves.

Eefore entering I have asked myself whﬁl, a nurse, should be nro-

testing am the ciutside only when death was taking place yithin ?

As a result of this effort to sav 1life, I + e becn accused of

wantan criminal trespass and will face trial on December J3rd

For passinc Birthright literature on the parking lot of a Planned
bt z 2 ] J I ri »r 1 for 2] )

in a horrible detention center in Annapolis, So I don't know uhat

my December trial may bring. These are the days yhen criminals

walk the streets Before their victims leave the hospitals and

when those who try to save life arc incarcerated}



How strange it isto remember many yesars ago,:e aiorld warlIl nurse
receivino a commendztion for having a part in hélning to save lives,
and now for trying to save lives-=to ston these terrible atrocities,
I am imprisonede.

If there is anything you can do to help me, Mr.’Presidént,I will

be most appreciative, However, perhaps that can't be, Better still,
how great it would be if you could issue a proclamation of

the God=given and inalienable right to life from the moment of
conceptione Surely that would be the greatest presidential act

ever performed! What would it matter then tov&mprisoned for a time
for the great cause of life%

May God guid8 and help you, Mr, President, to turn our country

around from the decadent and destructive cousse it is noy followinag,

Sincerely and respectfully,
P DA Sy éy 'é-/«‘o‘vs—dv-«_;
Mrs, Catt rine O0'Connor
11822 Rocking Horse Rd,
Rockville,Maryland 20852
Phones770=7764

’

Cony sent to Morton Blackwell












A telling result of this division became dramatically manifest to me when a
small group of Senators and House members met at the White House with President Reagan
on January 22, 1982. The President told us that it was necessary for the anti-abortion
movement "to get its act together." He pointed out that, as we were meeting in the
Oval Office, leaders of the hovement were assembling in the Cabinet Room "half in
favor of one thing and half in favor of another and they are at each others throats."
The President was reluctant to choose between two divergent approaches and wanted, if
possible, a unified position. Just a few days ago, on September 14, the President
repeatéd his disenchantment with this division of effort when he said, "I've been a
iittle critical about some of the human life groups, because first of all, they are
not rallied behind a single measure."

As the year went on, the differences between the Hatch and Helms approaches were
not reconciled. Indeed, they could not be because there is an inherent irreconcilability
between seeking to amend the Constitution in the manner spelled out in the Constitution
itself and in seeking to "amend" it by simple statute which many people, including the
General Counsel of the U. S. Catholic Conference, deem to be an unconstitutional effort.
I myself am in this latter group.

Yet, some of us thought we should find a way out of this divisive dilemma, and
we tried to structure a procedural agreement whereby we could have consecutive votes
on the Helms Human Life Bill and the Hatch Constitutional Amendment. In this way,
the subject of abortion could be raised as a specific topic; the Helms and Hatch
proposals could be debated in specific as to their merits; consecutive votes would put
the Senate clearly on record as between the two proposals.

Various Senators urged Senator Baker, the Majority Leader of the Senate who has
the responsibility of scheduling Senate business, to try to work out such a scheduling
of consecutive votes on the Helms Bill and the Hatch Constitutional Amendment. Senator
Baker submitted this scheduling plan to his Republican colleagues and reported to Senator
Byrd, the Democratic leader, that he had worked out the agreement amongst the

Republican Senators, including Senators Helms, Hatch, Packwood, and Weicker. He then

agreed to by the Democrats. At Senator Byrd's request, I went to work trying to sell
jure to my mocratic colleagues. After considerable effort, a eement
was reached amongst the Democrats for consecutive votes on the Helms Bill and the

Hatch Amendment.

.



Then on August 6, to the surprise of most everyone, Senator Helms announced
that he no longer was going to push his Human Life Bill, but was going to espouse
some other undefined bill, the content of which he was not then ready to divulge.

The agreement that had been painstal..ngly worked out fell apart with confusion
on both : stance and procedure resulting.

Senator Helms did finally unveil his i..w bill which, in addition to dealing wi
¢ tion, also sought to deprive the Supreme Court from dealing with the First
Amendment Freedom of Religion Clause as it would apply to prayer in schools.

This brings me to the second problem -- the commingling of the abortion issue
with some of the other so-called "social" issues.

Senator Helms has a vast social agenda, He fervently believes in a whole host
of statutorily imposed and, in my judgment, constitutionally flawed restrictions on
the functioning of the Supreme Court. He sends out thousands of fund-raising letters
from his vast North Carolina direct mail fund-raising operation, often raising the
volatile "social" issues: abortion, school prayer, busing, gay rights.

He likes to intermmingle these issues. |

For example, this summer he crafted this amendment to an appropriations bill:

"Notwithstanding any other provision of this Act, none of the funds appropriated
hereunder shall be obligated or expended for the administration, management, or funding
of any program which provides monies, by grant, loan, or onti :t, to (1) any individual
or organization which works with or is affiliated with any instrumentality of the
Communist party, (2) any activity which promotes homosexuality as an acceptable life
style including but not limited to nude theater, 'gay theater,' or materials advocating
violation of state laws, or (3) any organization or activity which regularly promotes
teenage promiscuity or promotes or refers for abortion."

I submit that the issue of abortion is of sufficient significance unto itself
as to merit singular and reflective attention. The commingling of the “social" issues
may suit Senator Helms' broad social agenda and his fundraising purposes, but as the
recent Senate inaction on the combined ms school prayer and abortion package sadly
indicates, it does not well serve the purpose of having the issue of abortion

meaningfully addressed.



I believe that if the same scheme of action takes place in the next Congress,
we will have the same dismal result. Senator Helms will not, in my opinion, be able
to muster the requisite sixty votes to terminate Senate debate on his Human Life
Bill, either the original version thereof or his hastily revised version. He will
be able to flail and fulminate, but he will not prevail,

Therefore, 1 wish to propose a course of action which I think is sound, is
constitutional, and which has a ance of ultimate success.

I propose as follows:

(1) That the various Right to Life organizations that are singularly interested
in the abortion question (and not including groups that are interested in the abortion
question along with a whole host of other issues) meet together to discuss a unified

course of action.

(2) That such a caucus consider a brief, directly worded Constitutional Amendment,
perhaps, reading as follows:

“Nothing in this Constitution guarantees a‘right to an abortion."

It is my belief, based on numerous conversations with my Senate colleagues, that
such a Constitutional Amendment would muster the greatest number of votes in the
Senate. Such an amendment, if ratified, would return the law to where it was before
1973 when Roe v. Wade was handed down.

I believe there are some Senators who are not willing to support a Garn or Hatch
Amer rnent or a 2Tt Bill, but who would pport an amendment which in ce wipes
Roe v. Wade off the law books and restores the law to what it was before -- that
abortion is a matter for each of the states to decide.

There is ample historical and legal precedent for this. Four of our
Constitutional Amendments were specifically crafted to reverse Supreme Court decisions.
The Eleventh Amendment to the Constitution, proh' iting the federal judicial
power from being exercised in suits by citizens of a state against another state,
came in response to an action of the Supreme Court in accepting jurisdiction over

such a case.

infamous cision of the Supreme Court in the Dred Scott case finding that black
indivi 1.5 were non-citizens under the Constitution and, as such, not fully entitled

to the protections of the Constitution.
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February 3, 1983

Mr. Thomas A. Dailey

Room 1142

Department of Justice

Office of Juvenile Justice & Delinquency
Prevention

633 Indiana Ave., N. W.

Washington, DC 20531

Dear Mr. Dailey:

Thank you so much for returning my call this afternoon. Enclosed are
the two volumes which we compiled as a result of the research conducted
during the Alabama Year of the Child.

While lawyers profess to be "Conciliatory" in their practice, 1 feel
strongly that most attorneys are not capable of dealing with the complex
psychological factors found in most domestic relation matters. Court
processes are costly and we believe to be the most damaging to family
relationships.

I would suggest that you read the section on Juvenile Justice in Vol.
one of ALABAMA CHILDREN. If you are interested in what you find there, I
would like to make a proposal to your office which would involve one, two,
or all three of the following:

1. Three target programs for establishing CONCILIATION COURT LAW
practice. We already have several judges who would be interested
in having their court cooperate with pilot projects. We have a
law scheol professor and other distinguished jurists in favor of
introducing this concept to the Southeast United States.

2. We would like to cooperate with Shepherd Care Ministries of Florida

to branch out in their counseling program(and training programs as
well) | i 1 to AT R [ : to

I i other | _-_onals would be
surveyed and taught to evaluate their student population for the
easily defined risk factors such as continued lack of school
achievement, large deprived families, psychological signs of
disturbance, etc.

P. 0. Box 9 e 5266 Citizens Parkway ® )5 567 o Seima, AL 36701
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3. Educational materials developed for children(which are "catchy')
and geared to those in need. For example, I am sending the
brochure we have done to help reduce child abuse. It has
attracted national recognition. We gear the response to the
literary level, and to other factors. Teenagers need such
brochures placed in bus stations, airports, public buildings,
especially ones which encourage them to respond. Every
delinquent has pent up anger and frustration and doesn't know
how to deal with it. ) ,

If your offjce is not in a position to address all three of these areas,

we would like to hear from you about any part of our concern that you are
in a position to share.

I will be at my mother's #n Washington, N.Carolina for two weeks
beginning February 6th. That telephone No. is: (919) 946-3262 -
residence of Mrs. James Hackney, 326 Market Street, Washington, N.C. 27889.
I hope to get to the Capital for one or two days during that period and
would gladly meet with you.

Feel free to check with Morton Blackwell at the White House about my
credentials or simply as a personal reference. My overall concern is to
minister to families as units.

Sincerely,

/)7 yras %ff’ééu

Bobbie Ames (Mrs.)
Protect America's Children

BHA :hp









in agreement that the ideas merit serious consideration.

I am considering leaving Prctect America's Childrer after January lst. Anita
Bryant is really not up emotionally to being on any firing line, and that Jeaves PAC
without a spokesman. Our research has been very valuable and the case work has
been one of the most gratifying experiences of my life. The positions on federal
and state lobbying have also beer a delight, ard highly successful. I felt that

you would be interested, and therefore I am speaking confidentially to you regard-
ing the PAC situation.

Sincerely,

127,

BRobbie Ames

[ A—-/3.-852















THE WIITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

August 3, 1981

Dear Mrs. Craven:

I'm sorry to be so long in responding to your letter, but
I've found in all the channels of government, it often

takes a while for letters such as yours to get through the
mail department and over to my desk. So forgive me for

that. I thank you for writing and appreciate the opportunity
to comment with regard to my Supreme Court appointment and
my position on abortion.

I believe that most of the talk about my appointment was
stirred up principally by one person in Arizona. I have done
a great deal of checking on this and have found this person
has something of a record of being vindictive. I have not
changed my position; I do not think I have broken my pledge.
Mrs. O'Connor has assured me of her personal abhorrence for
abortion. She has explained, as her attacker did not explain,
the so-called vote against preventing university hospitals in
Arizona from performing abortions.

What actually happened occurred back when she was a Senator

in the state government. A bill had been passed by the Senate
and sent over to the House calling for some rebuilding of the
football stadium at the university. The House added an
amendment which would have prevented the university hospitals
from performing abortions. But the constitution of Arizona
makes 1t plain that any amendment must deal with the subject
in the original bill or it is illegal. For this reason the
Senate, including Mrs. O'Connor, turned that down.

Much is being made now of her not coming out with flat
declarations regarding what she might do in the future. But

1ot me nAint nit i+ i< immnecihle far her +n An thic heralice
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cases coming before the Supreme Court. She is simply
observing a legal protocol that is imposed on anyone who
is in the process of a judicial appointment. I have every
confidence in her and now want you to know my own position.

I still believe that an unborn child is a human being and
that the only way that umborn child's life can be taken is

in the context of our long tradition of self-defense, meaning
that, yes, an expectant mother can protect her own life
against even her own unborn child, but we cannot have abor-
tion on demand or whim or because we think the child is going
to be less than perfect.

I thank you for your prayers in my behalf and for your

support. I hope that I have cleared the air on this subject
now because I would like to feel that I did have your continued
approval.

Thanks again.

Sincerely,

RWQ,K-»

Mrs. Marie Craven
8026 South Francisco
Chicago, Illinois 60652
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

HATCH AMENDMENT SUPPORTERS SEE
NEW UNITY AMONG PRO-LIFE GROUPS

WASHINGTON--A presidential letter urging congressional action
against abortion has fostered unity in the proflife movement
and elicited new supporg among majbr Protestant groups and
leaders for the Human Life Federalism Amendment and other

prc Life measures. |

That is the assessment of Father Edward Bryce, director
of the U.S. Catholic bishops' Office for Pro-Life Activities.
"Mr. Reagan's initiative has helped focus the already strong
desire for pro-life action in this session of Congress,"
he said. "With public pressure growing, I am confident that
we will soon see steps to restore legal protection to the
unborn."

President Reagan's April 5 letter, addressed to leaders
of pro-life groups and Senate leadership, called on Congress
to halt wt¢ - he ¢ 1] 3 "a _:¢ £ 21 1l evil and assault on
the sacredness of life." Acknowledging different opinions
as to the best approach, the President said: "Naturally,

I hope that these differences will be resolved in favor
of the common goal."

/more
NATIONAL CATHOLIC OFFICE FOR INFORMATION
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2/Unity

.nce t& 1, expressions of support for congressional action
have come from the National Association of Evangelicals, the
Moral Majority, Pro-Life Ministries, Lutherans for Life,
evangelist James Robison, and Adrian Rogers, immediate past
President of the Southern Baptist Convention. All urged
. pro-life unity behind the Human Life Federalism Amendment and
other proposals.

Besides the backing of the Protestant pro-life groups
and leaders, the Human Life Federalism Amendment has the
support of most other major pro-life organizations, including
the nondenominational National Right to Life Committee and
the ( :holic bishops' conference.

The amendment isAexpected to come to the floor of the
Senate this spring. It was approved in March by the Senate
Judiciary Committee.

Popularly known as the Hatch Amendment for its principal
Senate sponsor, Senator Orrin Hatch of Utah, the amendment
would reverse the 1973 Supreme Court decisions on abortion by
denying that there is a constitutional "right" to abortion.
It would empower Congress and state legislatures to enact laws
restricting or prohibiting abortion, with the proviso that,

in the event of a conflict between state and federal law,

Noting the likelihood of early Senate consideration
of the amendment, Father Bryce said: "I look forward at that
time not only to a full airing of the abortion question and
how to deal with it, but to Senate approval of the Hatch
Amendr 1t.

/more
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"Its support among pro-life groups, both church-related |
non-denominational, has increased steadily since it was intro-
duced last year. Mr. Reagan's recent letter and the response
of pro-life Protestant leadership have contributed significantly
to this process. Without prejudice to other approaches and
their supporters, I believe the Human Life Federalism Amendment
offers the best answer to the tragedy of abortion on demand,
and I anticipate its early enactment by Congress."

## 4%
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made abortion into a fundamental 'right' throughout the nine
nths of pregnancy can only end in compromising the rights of
children already born as well."
Following is Father Bryce's statement:

The President's initiative in this matter is a welcome sign
that not every branch of our government is prepared to withhold
legal protection from our most defenseless citizens. It remains
to be seen whether implementation of the existing leg: lation
will adequately resolve this problem, or whether new legislation
may be necessary. All who are ncerned about the rights of
handicapped children will be following this matter closely in
the weeks to come.

Recent events dramatically underscore two facts pointed
out in the Catholic bishops' Senate testimony on abortion
of last November.

First, a society that has made abortion into a fundamental
"right" throughout the nine months of pregnancy can only end in
compromising the rights of children already born as well. This
has been clear to the pro-life mov :nt for many years. The
Supreme Court abortion rulings have already crippled efforts
to require medical care for children born alive during late-
term abortions, because any such requirement would have a
"chilling effect" on the "right" to an abortion.

Second, in the face of an unsympathetic judiciary, even
the badge of legal "per nhood"--which certainly belonged to
the baby in Indiana--may not be sufficient by itself to assure
protection of the ric"t ) life. Clearly, what is immediately
necessary for actual protection of human life, born or unborn,
is well-written legislation which will stand up to constitutional
scrutiny.

Our society stands at a crossroads. Either we will swallow
this latest instance of disregard for the sanctity of life and
continue in our present course, or we will wake up soon enough
to reverse the legal and cultural trend which has disgraced
our nation for the last ten years. In hope and prayer, I look
forward to the day when all human life, regardless of age, sex,

v ix )
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